SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF ORGANIZING
DYNAMICS OF ANARCHIST MOVEMENT IN TURKEY

A THESIS SUBMITTED TO
THE GRADUATE SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCES
OF
MIDDLE EAST TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY

BY

SIBEL KIRILMAZ

IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS
FOR
THE DEGREE OF MASTER OF SCIENCE
IN
THE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

JUNE 2022






Approval of the thesis:

SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF ORGANIZING DYNAMICS OF
ANARCHIST MOVEMENT IN TURKEY

submitted by SIBEL KIRILMAZ in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the
degree of Master of Science in Sociology, the Graduate School of Social Sciences
of Middle East Technical University by,

Prof. Dr. Yasar KONDAKCI
Dean
Graduate School of Social Sciences

Prof. Dr. Ayse SAKTANBER
Head of Department
Department of Sociology

Prof. Dr. Helga RITTERSBERGER TILIC
Supervisor
Department of Sociology

Examining Committee Members:

Assist. Prof. Dr. Haktan URAL (Head of the Examining
Committee)

Ankara University

Department of Sociology

Prof. Dr. Helga RITTERSBERGER TILIC (Supervisor)
Middle East Technical University
Department of Sociology

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Mustafa SEN
Middle East Technical University
Department of Sociology







I hereby declare that all information in this document has been obtained and
presented in accordance with academic rules and ethical conduct. I also declare
that, as required by these rules and conduct, I have fully cited and referenced all

material and results that are not original to this work.

Name, Last Name: Sibel KIRILMAZ

Signature:



ABSTRACT

SOCIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF ORGANIZING DYNAMICS OF ANARCHIST
MOVEMENT IN TURKEY

KIRILMAZ, Sibel
M.S., The Department of Sociology
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Helga RITTERSBERGER TILIC

June 2022, 188 pages

There are very few studies on the anarchist movement, which has a history of
approximately 35 years in Turkey. Considering the processes in which the movement
emerged and developed, the anarchist movement has an important place for
comprehending the field of social movements in Turkey and explaining the political
activism that has emerged after the 1980s. In this context, this study aims to explain
the organizational practices and mobilization dynamics of the anarchist movement in

Turkey by focusing on the experiences of self-proclaimed anarchist activists.

Keywords: anarchist movement, anarchist organizations, partial organizing, Turkey
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TURKIYE'DE ANARSIST HAREKETIN ORGANIZASYON DINAMIGININ
SOSYOLOJIK ANALIZI

KIRILMAZ, Sibel
Yiiksek Lisans, Sosyoloji Boliimii
Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Helga RITTERSBERGER TILIC

Haziran 2022, 188 sayfa

Tiirkiye'de yaklasik 35 yillik bir gegmise sahip olan anarsist hareket {izerine ¢ok az
calisma mevcuttur. Hareketin ortaya ciktig1 ve gelistigi siiregler goz oniine alindiginda
Tiirkiye'deki sosyal hareketler alanin1 kavrayabilmek ve 1980'lerden sonra doniisen
politik aktivizmleri agiklayabilmek adina anarsist hareket 6nemli bir yere sahiptir. Bu
baglamda, bu caligma, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin Orgiitsel pratiklerini ve
mobilizasyon dinamiklerini anarsist aktivistlerin deneyimlerine odaklanarak

aciklamay1 amaglar.

Anahtar Kelimeler: anarsist hareket, anarsist orgiitler, kismi orgiitlenme, Tiirkiye
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

“Take a deep breath, comrades. Our century has just begun!”*

The word anarchism has different meanings in Turkey. When someone watches a press
briefing of a politician who mentions street protestors as anarchists, it does not mean
those street protestors are self-identified anarchist activists. Anarchist as a criminal
label has been used by authorities and the public to stigmatize opponents from diverse
political backgrounds. On the other hand, one can see graffiti with circle-A in the
streets of different cities around Turkey or find fanzines or newspapers published by
anarchist groups in bookstores or cafes. My interest in the anarchist movement in
Turkey started with a graffiti I encountered on one of the streets in Izmir. This graffiti

displays a child's painting with a slogan: "You are my brother Alexis!”

Alexandros Grigoropoulos was a 15-year-old anarchist shot by a police officer in
Greece on December 6, 2008. His death resulted in large demonstrations that lasted
for two weeks in different cities. The 2008 riots were one of the most impressive
protests of the early years of the millennium and still deserve much more attention to
grasp the changing trends of insurrections of the following decades. Demonstrations
and protests spread to other countries in Europe as well as Turkey. An anarchist group
protested the murder of Alexis by throwing red dye at the Greece Consulate building

in Istanbul.2 While mainstream media depicted anarchists in Greece as criminals or

! These sentences were taken from a poster prepared by an anarchist group in Turkey in 2008. According
to the poster, this slogan was the last sentences of an e-mail sent by Greek anarchists during the 2008
protests.

2 https://www.gazetevatan.com/dunya/isyan-doruk-noktasinda-212875. Retrieved 12.02.2021
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vandals, the leftist press preferred not to mention anarchist protestors in the 2008

Greece riots.?

The invisibility of anarchists on mainstream media channels does not mean that there
are no anarchist groups in Turkey. The first anarchist journal Kara was published by a
group of self-identified libertarians in 1986, shortly after the 1980 military coup. The
group’s choice of libertarian rather than anarchist to define their political views is
significant in understanding the negative connotation of anarchism/anarchist in
Turkey. A Kara writer states that identifying themselves as libertarians was a
purposeful choice to avoid negative impressions of the word anarchist (Soydan, 2014,
p.82). The group that initiated the publication of the Kara journal is important for the
history of anarchism in Turkey as it was the first publicly visible anarchist group.
Following the years after the publication of Kara, anarchist groups started to organize
in large cities of Turkey. During this period, universities in large cities provided a

fertile ground for anarchist activists to form small groups and organizations.

The anarchist movement occurring within a political and social context after the 1980
coup has a 35-year history in Turkey. During those years, anarchist activists published
several newspapers, journals, and fanzines; organized in different scales and forms;
actively participated in other social movements; and, in some cases, became the
initiators of some significant movements. However, the anarchist movement in Turkey
is a neglected area in academia. There are only a few books that directly focus on the
activities of anarchist activists. According to the National Thesis Center (YOK Tez
Merkezi), 19 theses* were written on anarchism between 1995 and 2019; two are
doctorate theses, one of them is the proficiency of art, and the remains are master’s

theses. While most of the studies focus on the philosophical roots of anarchism and

3 https://m.bianet.org/kurdi/siyaset/111324-yunanistan-daki-isyanin-gormezden-gelinen-anarsist-
karakteri Retrieved 12.02.2021

4 The results that included the term “anarchism” in their titles, summaries, or keywords were taken
into consideration. https://tez.yok.gov.tr/UlusalTezMerkezi/tezSorguSonucYeni.jsp
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the relations between religion and anarchist thought, only three are about the anarchist

movement in Turkey.

On the other hand, sociologists also have remained distant from the topic of anarchist
organizations and organizing practices. One of the reasons for this situation is that
anarchist groups are small in number, and most of them do not have a formal
organizational structure. The lack of formal structure makes it harder to reach these
groups and analyze their organizing practices and methods. The other reason for the
invisibility of the anarchist movement in academia is the common prejudice about
anarchism, which is that all anarchists are against any form of organization. What is at
the core of this prejudice is to equate the concept of organization with the formal
organization and ignore the informal organizational forms. Generalizing the individual
branches of anarchism to all kinds of anarchisms makes the concept of anarchist
organization an oxymoron. However, if one takes all forms of social organizations as
a spectrum, in terms of hierarchy and authority, historical examples show that

anarchist organizations can be located at different points on that spectrum.

Nevertheless, the scientific concerns of sociology are not limited to major processes
and formal organizational structures and strategies. All forms of institutions,
structures, and social formations depend on these interactions and relationships.
Indeed, relatively marginal organizing practices like those of anarchist organizations
can be the subject of sociology by virtue of their different tactics and strategies in
different contexts and processes. Therefore, this study aims to develop a sociological
analysis of the organizational dynamics of the anarchist movement in Turkey by

focusing on the experiences of the self-proclaimed anarchist activists themselves.
1.1. Background and Context

In this part of the thesis, | will briefly review the history of the anarchist movement. |
will mainly focus on the classical period of anarchism between the second half of the
19" century and the first half of the 20" century. Then I will move on to the recent

discussions of anarchism in the formation and the organizational dynamics of



contemporary social insurgencies and protests. In the second part, | will concentrate
on the relations between political violence and the anarchist movement historically. 1
will show the continuities and discontinuities of the political violence discussions

related to anarchism between the classical period and the current conditions.

1.1.1. Ni Dieu Ni Maitre!® A Brief History of Anarchist Movement and

the Contemporary Discussions

Anarchism as an intellectual, political, and social movement emerged at the end of the
eighteenth century after Enlightenment and French Revolution and raised
simultaneously with socialism and nationalism movements as an expression of a
reaction against the modern nation-state, capitalism, and modernization processes.

According to Levy,

Anarchism was an alternative form of modernity, which
mounted in the most thorough way a criticism of empire and
nation-state but simultaneously was part and parcel of the
processes of modernization and globalization, which swept the
globe before 1914 (2010, p.3).

The words "anarchy" and "anarchist,” which were first used in the political sense in
the French Revolution negatively, were used as an insult referring to the destruction
of the civilized and institutionalized order. Pierre-Joseph Proudhon was the first
thinker to describe himself as an anarchist. He wrote "What is Property?" in 1840 and

declared himself an anarchist,

What is to be the form of government in the future? I hear some
of my younger readers reply: "Why, how can you ask such a
question? You are a republican.’ 'A republican! Yes, but that
word specifies nothing. Res publica; that is, the public thing.
Now, whoever is interested in public affairs-no matter under
what form of government - may call himself a republican.
Even kings are republicans.’ - "Well, you are a democrat?' -
'‘No.""- 'What! you would have a monarchy?' - 'No." - 'A
constitutionalist?' - 'God forbids!" - "You are then an aristocrat?'
- 'Not at all."- "You want a mixed government?' - 'Still less." -

% The title of newspaper launched by Louis Auguste Blanqui (1805-1881) in 1880. It means “Neither
God nor Master.” It became a catch word among anarchists.

4



'What are you, then?' -" | am an anarchist' (Proudhon, 1840, as

cited in Woodcock, 1977, p.65).
Under the influence of Proudhon, the first formations of early anarchist thought, and
practice began to emerge, emphasizing the unity of an unorganized and non-
authoritarian society on the basis of its “laws of nature.” Classical anarchism claims
that the state is ontologically evil and must be rejected. Essentially, they aim for a
social ideal where no power restricts or hinders society, and thus different lives and
relationships can co-exist. Seeing a stateless society as possible, anarchist thought
rejects any authority that interferes with the spontaneous actions and voluntary
associations of individuals. In general, anarchism is a social situation in which
different lifestyles, different modes of production, and property forms that are not
dependent on the central ruling authority and are not determined by the power can co-

exist and function together.

It would not be wrong to position anarchist movement within the rapidly developing
socialist movement towards the end of the 19th century. Particularly, the participation
of anarchists in the formation of the First International (International Workingmen's
Association) in 1864 strengthens this argument. However, this process, which would
result in the expulsion of the anarchists from the International, resulted at the
beginning of a long-term feud between Anarchists and Marxists. While Marxists
advocated political organization aimed at transforming the proletariat into a ruling
class, Anarchists advocated the economic organization of workers according to their
occupations (Woodcock, 1977, p. 35-45).

With the ongoing debate over the issues of authoritarian and libertarian industrial
action versus political action, the immediate abolition of all state power against the
transitional proletarian dictatorship grew ever more prominent. The debate culminated
in the 1872 Hague Congress when the Marxists expelled the anarchists from the 1st
International and transferred the General Council to New York, out of reach of the
anarchists. Moreover, most of the federations were also excluded in the following

months, which eventually led to the International's end (Angaut, 2007, p. 4-5).



At the beginning of the 20th century, especially in France, Italy, and Spain,
syndicalism made a significant contribution to the transformation of anarchism into a
mass movement. At the same time, the management of the powerful General
Confederation of Labor (CGT) union in France and the National Confederation of
Labor (CNT) in Spain were also anarchists. In fact, it is claimed that the CNT reached
two million members in Spain during the Civil War. Anarcho-syndicalist movements
were also influential in Latin America, especially in Argentina and Uruguay. However,
due to authoritarian governments, war, and political repression, anarchist movements
began to disperse around the world. The oppression suffered by anarchists also marks
the end of anarchism, which had reached the size of a mass movement. Besides, with
the Soviet Revolution of 1917, Marxist-Leninism was accepted as the only viable form
of socialism, and this situation lasted until the revival of the anarchist movement in
the mid-20th century (Woodcock, 1977, p.44-47).

Tarrow (2011) states that during the classical period of the anarchist movement,
anarchists differentiated from other movements like socialists and social democrats in
their organizational models. According to this model of organization theorized by
Proudhon, a network of workers’ associations, democratically organized and loosely
linked voluntary federation could replace the capitalist mode of production and the
state. The author claims that the organizational model that anarchists embraced

determined both the mobilization of the movement and its success:

lacking an organizational template similar to that of their
opponents, they surged into different forms in different parts
of Europe in close approximation to different local economic
and political conditions. In Eastern and Southern Europe,
economic conditions were most backward and political
organizations least developed, and it was here that anarchism
became a mass movement. Whereas the hierarchical model of
Social Democracy turned movements into parties, the
anarchists’ obsession with action and their allergy to
organization transformed them into a sect and, ultimately, the
world’s first terrorist network (Tarrow, 2011, p.125-126).

Sub-branches such as individualism, collectivism, communism, and syndicalism,
which intersect with differing economic and organizational attitudes, have influenced
6



anarchism's being a complex ideology and form of political action in its classical
period as well. When we come to today, it is possible to say that these sub-branches
have increased with intellectually new approaches to anarchism. New sub-branches
such as anarcha-feminism, green anarchism, postmodern anarchism, and anarcho-
queer are influenced by and transforming the organizational practices and intellectual

legacy present in anarchist thought.

The revival of anarchism, especially in Europe, with the protests of 1968, continued
throughout the 1970s and 1980s. Various new social movements highlighted new,
second-wave, anarchist-inflected groups, activists, and thinkers within this period.
These new movements, including second-wave feminism, the Greens, the anti-nuke
movements, and Gay Rights, practiced organizational forms of anarchist-affiliated
principles that invoked participatory democracy, affinity groups, consensual forms of
decision-making, prefiguration, and direct action. However, even though the apparent
revitalization of interest in anarchist ideas that these movements represented, it is
essential to note that these waves of new politics affiliated with an anarchist theory
and methodology still eclipsed by social democratic and socialist counterparts (Levy
& Adams, 2019, p.3).

However, as Gurran (2006) claims, there are serious differences between classical
anarchism and new anarchism, which was revived in the 1960s, transformed with the
new social movements during the 70s and 80s and gained momentum after the 1990s.
(p.2). According to Lederman (2015), new anarchism is “less theoretical and more
experimental, more multifaceted and less clear about possible forms of decentralized
society, more prefigurative and less utopian” compared to the classical anarchism in

the late 19" and early 20™ centuries (p.244). As Gordon notes:

Contemporary anarchism is new that it is only in small part a
direct continuation of the 19" and early 20" century anarchist
movements, which had been for the most part physically
wiped-out by the end of the Second World War (Gordon, 2010,
as cited in Lederman, 2015, p.244).



Although organizing characteristics of anarchist movements have been neglected in
social research for years, the interest in anarchist politics and anarchist organizational
practices in social movement research and organizational studies has recently
increased. The changing characters of social movements and insurrections after the
90s were influential in the emergence of this situation. With the dissolution of the
Soviet Union in 1991, anarchism began to emerge again as a radical philosophy and
political practice. Levy and Adams (2019) highlight the period during 1990s when

resurgence of anarchism occurred:

The greatest impulse for a more publicly noticeable revival of
anarchism as action, theory, and methodology emerged from a
complex of historical ruptures. The penetration of varieties of
neoliberalism in the West and the Global South; the downfall
of the Soviet Union and the Marxist-Leninist model in its
former bloc, and in its iteration as the ‘heroic guerrilla’ or
radical post-colonial governments in the Global South; and the
astounding rise of the Chinese model of Leninist Capitalism in
place of Maoism, all informed an unstable political universe in
which anarchism was rediscovered (2019, p.3).

Beginning with the Zapatista rebellion in Mexico against the North American Free
Trade Agreement in 1994, anarchism and anarchistic movements became significant
for the global left. Organized by the Zapatistas in 1996, the Intercontinental Encounter
for Humanity and Against Neoliberalism started the process that enabled activists

within the alternative globalization movement to form a transnational network,
Peoples' Global Action (Dupuis-Déri, 2019, p. 471-472).

Anarchism begins to gain currency in the alter-globalization or global justice
movement beginning in the 1990s. During those protests, anarchist or anarchist-
affiliated groups attracted attention even though there was a coalition behind the anti-
WTO protests in Seattle in 1999 (Hammond, 2015, p.293). The "black bloc" tactic®

& “Black bloc is an organizational tactic often employed by anarchists and anti-fascists when engaging
in protests or direct action. When in black bloc, individuals wear masks, bandanas, and head-to-toe
black clothing to project strength and group uniformity while maintaining anonymity. The primary
rationale for black bloc is to prevent identification of individual actors by authorities or other opponents.
Black blocs form and disassemble within the marches and protests; they are often formed by a coalition
of groups rather than by a single organization. The tactic originated with Germany’s “autonomous

8



used by some anarchist groups during these protests drew the attention of the
mainstream media. Owens and Palmer (2003) discuss the function of the black bloc

tactic for the anarchist movement as,

There is no question, however, that it has played a critical role

in re-establishing the public visibility of the anarchist

movement. This, in turn helped anarchists to overcome the

access problems of the Web, allowing anarchists online to tap

the potential of the medium to expose a wider audience to their

views (2003, p.355-356).
In the following decades, the interest in the anarchist movements reached a climax
with the Occupy protests. Occupy Protests spread to different parts of the world and
influenced several demonstrations in the following years. Disalvo (2005) notes that
the main divide in the Occupy protests has developed between those who prioritize
horizontal processes and those who believe that Occupy's core value is to bring
thousands of people onto the streets in a mass movement against the ruling class. On
the other hand, Disalvo (2005) argues that anarchists adopted horizontalism not as a
tactic but as their basic organizing strategy and ultimate goal, and this attitude became

evident during the Occupy protests (2005, p.267).

Several studies conducted on these protest events focus on the anarchistic tactics,
strategies, and organizational principles adopted during the demonstrations. These
strategies and organizational practices employed in those events were discussed to
understand the spontaneity, autonomy, and mutuality elements of the protests.
However, celebrating the new characteristics of these protests overshadows the
experimentation and accumulation processes of these practices. This study is a humble

attempt to discuss the anarchist organizational practices in Turkey.

movement” (Autonomen) during the late 1970s and 1980s and received attention in the United States
following the 1999 Battle for Seattle”(Gartenstein-Ross, 2021, para.62).

9



1.1.2. The Problem of Political Violence in Anarchism

As a part of the literature on the revival of anarchism, the discussions on the use of
political violence by anarchist groups and organizations are significant to understand
the continuities and discontinuities in the anarchist movement throughout history. The
relationship between violence and anarchist practice has been a topic of debate within
the circles of anarchist groups and the outside. To analyze the organizing strategies of
a specific anarchist group, it is significant to understand the degree and the direction
of the violence embedded within those tactics. A considerable amount of literature has
been published on the relations between anarchist groups in contemporary social
movements and political violence. However, it is not surprising since the studies about
political violence and anarchism date to the 19" century. “Anarchist extremism” was
a crucial topic for Europe and America's governments for nearly thirty-five years
(Casanova, 2005, p.82-83). The period between 1880 and 1915 was dominated by the
anarchist strategy known as “propaganda by deed,” which targeted the heads of
governments and dynasty members in Europe (Colson, 2017, p.167).

The term was first used to describe the insurrections of Italian anarchists and then
became related to the individual acts of assassinations in the 1880s (Linse, 1982,
p.201). According to Zimmer, although propaganda by deed originally meant the
political actions which aimed to accelerate the process of revolution, it became a type
of direct action to publicize the ideals of individual anarchists and enlighten the masses
(2009). Although there is no unified theory behind the concept, and it is generally
assumed equal to violence, propaganda by deed could be defined as a specific political
direct action method that includes every action that exceeds the discourse aiming to

expose “the enemy.”

Following the assassinations and bombing acts all around Europe, the International
Anti-Anarchist Conference was held in Rome in 1898 by European governments,
including Ottoman Empire. This conference was the initial step for the anti-anarchist
protocol signed in St. Petersburg in 1904, which resulted in increased “intra-European

police communication and information exchange.” These two events are accepted as
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the root of modern police surveillance and cooperation between official police forces
all around the world (Jensen, 1981, p.324).

Moreover, the propaganda by deed strategy was influential within some anarchist
circles in America. The Alien Immigration Act of 1903 was implemented after
President William McKinley's assassination by the self-identified anarchist Leon
Czolgosz in 1901. By enacting the Act of 1903, self-proclaimed anarchists, advocators,
and anyone associated with anarchists was blacklisted and expelled. This act was the
first federal law aiming at the deportation and exclusion of immigrants based on their
ideologies (Kraut, 2012, p.172).

Recent research studies approaching anarchism as a threat to national and international
security are partially based on this historical background discussed above. According
to Bantman (2013), the result of the disproportionate focus on anarchist terrorism has
historically been to consolidate a previous image problem that participants in the
anarchist movement have both developed and suffered from, resulting in distorted
representations of its aims and methods. Another consequence is that other historical
representations of anarchists have been eclipsed (Bantman, 2013, p.6). However, for
this time, anarchists are not assassins and do not throw bombs at assemblies.
According to Hwang (2021), as anarchists in the USA attack private property and
infrastructure rather than individuals, they present a low-level threat compared to far-
right extremists (para.16).

On the other hand, a report prepared for the European Commission argues that left-
wing and anarchist extremism is crucial for European countries. In the document, four
characteristics are defined for the insurrectionary anarchist groups as follows: affinity
groups’ conception, informal organization, direct action, and double level (Farinelli
and Morinone, 2021). All four characteristics refer to the organizing dynamics of
anarchist groups rather than the amount of violence they used, which make anarchism

still a concern for national and international security discussions.
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Borum and Tilby (2005) assert that anarchist groups create challenges for law
enforcement in terms of structures, tactics, and strategies they developed, even though
most studies agree that the degree of threat these groups pose to the institutions is
lower than the right-wing extremist groups (p.220). The characteristics of organizing
dynamics of anarchist groups and their relations with political violence gain
importance within the social and political environments in which they emerge. Koch
(2018) states that the intensification of violent confrontations with anarchists and their
opponents results from the availability of the Internet to form transnational networks,
the increasing trend of the right-wing extremist parties and movements, and the
existence of battlefronts in different parts of the world (p.2018). These factors can vary
in degree within different contexts, considering them with the distinctive

characteristics of locals.

This situation became much more visible with the Syrian Civil War, which started
when the uprisings in 2011 turned into military clashes with the involvement of various
actors. Leftists and anarchists from different parts of the world traveled to Syria to
fight alongside Kurdish forces against ISIS (The Carter Center, 2017, p. 2; De Craemer
& Casier, 2017, p. 34). The discussions related to foreign fighters in the Syrian Civil
War concentrated on potential security issues resulting from when those leftist and
anarchist fighters returned to their countries. As an example case of this argument, in
recent years, there was a public discussion about whether the International
Revolutionary People's Guerilla Forces, a Greek anarchist group in Syria, would serve

as a domestic security issue in Greece or not.”® The potential threats foreign leftist and

"See details in https://www.dw.com/en/greek-extremists-go-abroad-for-training-in-revolution/a-
39094660 and https://www.dailysabah.com/europe/2017/05/29/greek-anarchists-vow-to-implement-
warfare-methods-they-learned-from-pyd-terrorists-in-syria Retrieved 03.17.2022

8 There are several anarchist armed groups consisting of foreign fighters in Syria. For example: Social
Insurrection, International Revolutionary People’s Guerrilla Forces, The Queer Insurrection and
Liberation Army, and Tekosina  Anarsist (Anarchist Struggle). See details in
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/queer-insurrection-isis-Igbt-unit-gay-islamic-
state-fight-forces-coalition-syria-middle-east-a7858651.html Retrieved 03.17.2022
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/anarchy-ypg-foreign-volunteers-vow-turkish-revolution
Retrieved 03.17.2022
https://anarchistsworldwide.noblogs.org/post/2020/08/01/interview-with-tekosina-anarsist-an-armed-
internationalist-anarchist-collective-in-rojava/ Retrieved 03.17.2022
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anarchist fighters in Syria serve to their home countries raise the discussions on far-

left extremism.

The revival of anarchism refers to a transformation of the anarchist movement in
general. In a broader sense, it implies a recoining of the tactics and strategies parallel
to the changing contexts and the technologies. Considering the relations of anarchism
with political violence, today's main concerns are related to the organizing processes
of anarchist groups rather than assassinations and bombings as in the 19" century,
which create challenges for authorities. One can claim that what makes anarchist
politics the subject of security discussions in contemporary society is the difficulty of

identification and the unpredictability of the organizing logic of the anarchist groups.

Considering these recent discussions on the anarchist politics in general, this study
tries to understand the organizational dynamics of anarchist movement in Turkey. The
anarchist movement emerged in the second half of the 1980s within an environment
influenced by the September 12, 1980, military coup. For some socialist milieu,
anarchism, like feminism, was the “ideology of defeat” or “ideology of petty-
bourgeoisie” trying to divide the class struggle. However, the first self-proclaimed
anarchists in Turkey were ex-members of the socialist groups before the 1980 military
intervention. This situation warns us not to overlook the conditions in which the

anarchist movement emerged in Turkey.

The questions of what changed after 1980, what did anarchists want to change against
what, and what kind of organizational practice they developed for this end highlight
important points that need to be focused on. For the scope of this study, the organizing
practices of the anarchist groups in Turkey and the underlying dynamics of the
mobilization of anarchist movement will be explored. By doing this, the study aims to
locate anarchist groups within the field of social movements in Turkey and provide a

starting point for future discussions on anarchism in Turkey.
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1.2. Research Questions

The publication of the Kara journal in 1986 is an official milestone in the history of
anarchism in Turkey. Although Kara has a publication life of only 12 issues, it
represents a critical threshold in the field of social movements in Turkey, as it brings
up topics such as conscientious objection, anti-militarism, ecology, and the LGBTTQ
movement, which left-wing groups in Turkey have avoided until then. In other words,
the period that started with the publication of anarchist periodicals coincided with the

diversification of the oppositional discourses in Turkey.

Moreover, Kara journal, published by self-proclaimed libertarians, has an important
place not only because it was the first anarchist publication of Republican Turkey but
because characteristics related to the period in which it emerged have been determined
in the discussions within anarchist circles during the following years. One of the most
significant discussions was the relations of the anarchists with the leftist movement in
Turkey. From 1986 to the present, the anarchist movement has always been
structurally related to the history of the socialist movement in Turkey. The first
anarchists were the members of different leftist groups before the 1980 military coup.
It was the reason why the criticism of the leftist movements in Turkey was one of the
primary debates in the Kara journal (Soydan, 2014, p.). This situation created tension
between the first generation of anarchists and the later generations and also influenced
the organizing strategies of the anarchist groups in specific ways in the following

years.

Therefore, the 1980 military coup is significant to understanding the reflexes of the
first generation of anarchists and the position of the anarchist groups in the field of
social movements in Turkey. Moreover, anarchist movement presented new agendas
to the social movements field in Turkey by initiating the discussions such as anti-
militarism, animal liberation, horizontalism, and ecology. However, while doing this,
anarchist groups have been affected by other movements, most significantly by the

socialist movement, adopting specific strategies and tactics from them. This complex
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but unpopular position of the anarchist movement makes it worth studying its

organizational practices in the context of Turkey.

Therefore, the research question is developed as follows:

What are the dynamics of the anarchist movement in Turkey?

Three sub-questions are determined to support the main research question of the thesis.

- Which conditions are effective in the process of organizing an anarchist group

in Turkey?

- What strategies are used by self-proclaimed anarchist activists for an anarchist

organization?
- What are the structure and internal dynamics of an anarchist organization?

For the scope of this analysis, | conducted a field research on the self-identified
anarchist activists who have organized in an anarchist organization. | used a snowball
sampling method to find respondents who fulfilled the requirements. | conducted semi-
structured, face-to-face, and in-depth online interviews with 18 respondents and; a
written interview via E-mail with one respondent. Moreover, | developed a content
analysis of secondary sources. These sources are limited to articles related to
organization discussions published in anarchist magazines in Turkey. To do this,
Amargi, Efendisizler, Ates Hirsizi, Apolitika, and Proleter Teori-A journals were
selected among other anarchist publications. The rationale for choosing written
materials and the selection of interviewees will be explained in the methodology
chapter in detail.
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CHAPTER 2

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND LITERATURE REVIEW

This thesis uses the term “movement” to define the field of activities of self-
proclaimed anarchists, anarchist organizations, and anarchist-led projects to
differentiate anarchism from campaigns or political movements. By doing this, it tries
to show how anarchism is located within the field of social movements in Turkey.
Diani’s (1992) definition of the social movements will be employed to identify

characteristics of an anarchist movement for analytical clarity (p.1).

After defining anarchism as a social movement, |1 will focus on the forms of
organizational structures. | claim that the anarchist organizations are partial
organizations since they do not have all elements of a formal organizational structure.
Later on, | will discuss the oligarchization problem in the organizations and propose
Leach’s (2005) conceptualization of oligarchy for analyzing the emergence of the

oligarchy in partial organizations.

I move on to the social movements literature by reviewing the resource mobilization
theory, political process theory, and framing approach. | claim that a combination of
these three approaches provides a significant ground for understanding the dynamics

of the anarchist movements.

In the final section of this chapter, | will review the history of the social movements in
Turkey. I will begin with the absence of anarchist politics until 1986 and move on to

the history of the socialist movement in Turkey.
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2.1. SOCIAL MOVEMENTS AND ORGANIZATIONS

2.1.1. Anarchism as a Social Movement?

Both anarchism and social movement are contested concepts in the literature. As |
discussed in the Introduction Chapter, anarchism as a social movement has the
appearance and disappearance periods in its history, which challenges making a
coherent definition of the anarchist movement. While certain continuities can be
identified between the classical period of the anarchist movement and new anarchist
movements, recent anarchist movements have organized in quite different dynamics.
To determine the dynamics of the contemporary anarchist movement in Turkey, it is

necessary to clarify on which grounds anarchism is defined as a social movement.

As a social phenomenon, social movements have been defined in various ways in the
literature. Whether social movements are defined as “a set of opinions and beliefs in a
population representing preferences for changing some elements of the social structure
and/or reward distribution of a society” (McCarthy & Zald, 2017, p.20) or “as
collective challenges, based on common purposes and social solidarities, in sustained
interaction with elites, opponents, and authorities,” (Tarrow, 1998, p.9), imply some
form of “organized efforts to bring about social change” (Jenkins and Form, 2005,
p.331). Generally speaking, social change targeted by social movements varies in

degree and scope.

Although all these definitions of social movements reflect certain aspects of the
phenomena, it is necessary to locate anarchism into a more inclusive definition of
social movements to understand its diversity. For the scope of this study, | prefer to
use Diani’s definition of social movements as a starting point for analyzing the
contemporary anarchist movement in Turkey. According to Diani, social movements

are:

defined as networks of informal interactions between a
plurality of individuals, groups and/or organizations, engaged
in political and cultural conflicts, on the basis of shared
collective identities (Diani, 1992).
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Diani’s definition of the concept highlights the significance of the processes of
interaction between various individuals, informal groups, and organizations through
the communication or joint action that enables understanding of social movement as a
social dynamic. Moreover, Meyer (2015) emphasizes the oppositional characteristics
of social movements that create challenges to the authorities. Social movements for
Meyer “use a broad range of tactics,” locating themselves “both inside and outside of

the conventional politics” to “promote social and political change” (2015, p.386).

On the other hand, theoretical debates in the history of anarchism concentrated on the
opposition to the state and its institutions. Whether this opposition will be in the form
of individual or collective struggle ultimately differentiates the notion of political
action (Gemie, 1994, p. 352). For the classical period anarchism, French historian
Manfredonia distinguishes three types of anarchism syndicalist, insurrectionist, and
educational (Manfredonia, as cited in Altena, 2016, p.21). As Altena (2016) argues,
this differentiation reflects a Weberian ideal type that provides analytical clarity for

approaching anarchist practice (p.21-22).

When | use the concept of the anarchist movement, I refer to social anarchism, which
prioritizes the balance between individual autonomy and collectivity rather than
individualistic anarchism (Gemie, 1994, p. 353). To be able to avoid ambiguousness,
| decided to locate the conceptualization of the anarchist movement from a specific
standpoint within the anarchist tradition. Although there is no agreement on the
definition of anarchism in the anarchist literature, Kropotkin’s description is the most
appropriate one to highlight the organizational reflections of social anarchism. In the
1910 edition of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, Kropotkin defines anarchism as:

the name given to a principle or theory of life and conduct
under which society is conceived without government -
harmony in such a society being obtained not by submission
to law or by obedience to any authority but by free agreements
concluded between various groups, territories and
professional, freely constituted for the sake of production and
consumption, as also for the satisfaction of the infinite variety
of needs and aspirations of a civilized being (Kropotkin 1910,
as cited in Altena, 2016, p.20).
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Considering the elements of the social movements presented above, anarchist
movements can be discussed by the terms and concepts of the social movement
literature. However, to be able to engage such kind of analysis, we need to re-examine
the dimensions of anarchist movements. The anarchist movements, like other
movements, consist of individuals and different organizations that are embedded in
dense and diffused networks of relations who share collective identities and specific
goals that actively participate in extra-institutional actions. Williams suggests that
anarchism as a movement is both independent of other social movements and also has
interactions, and in some situations, it overlaps with them (2017, p.4). Williams also
identifies four characteristics that differentiate the anarchist movement from other

social movements. These characteristics are:

First, anarchist movements exclusively use direct action.

Those who act as anarchists do not choose the route of

representation via bureaucrats, elected officials, or

spokespersons...Second, anarchist movements internally

organize themselves without leadership or authority

figures...Third, anarchist movements involve multi-issue foci.

Instead of concentrating on one or a small number of social

problems, hierarchies, or issues, anarchists focus on hierarchy

itself as a source of domination and inequality in

society...Fourth, anarchist movements advocate and act for

eternal vigilance against hierarchy (Williams, 2017, p.16, 17).
Accordingly, the major characteristic differentiating the anarchist movement from
other social movements except for the Autonomist movement is its rejection of
engaging in political action to capture or manipulate political power. Anarchist
movement is an a-political movement in the sense that they locate themselves outside
of representative politics. On the other hand, avoiding authority and leadership and
creating structures and practices to limit those tendencies point to ongoing monitoring
within the anarchist groups and organizations. The third difference implies that a wide
range of social conflicts can be the focus of an anarchist movement whether that
conflict requires a direct confrontation with the state or not. That is, anarchist

interpretation of power and domination expands beyond the state by including any
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social issue. These differences categorized by Williams resonate the Gustav

Landauer’s arguments on the state. He writes,

The state is a social relationship; a certain way of people

relating to one another. It can be destroyed by creating new

social relationships; i.e., by people relating to one another

differently...we are the state! And we will be the state as long

as we are nothing different; as long as we have not yet created

the institutions necessary for a true community and a true

society of human beings (2010, p. 214).
The characteristics of the anarchist movement identified by Williams resonate with
Landauer’s emphasis on the significance of the relations between individuals.
Similarly, Confino (2010) states in his study on Russian anarchists at the beginning of
the 20" century that anarchism as a movement reflects specific codes of behavior or
determines a way of life that can be realized through members’ actions (p.179). What
I aim to understand in this study is how this anarchist way of life relates to the general
conditions during the mobilization of the movement and what organizational dynamics

are generated through this confrontation.
2.1.2. Defining Anarchist Organization

After describing significant characteristics that differentiate the anarchist movement
from other social movements, it is necessary to define anarchist organization.
Although I utilize social movement literature to explain the organizational dynamics
of the anarchist movement in Turkey, the concept of social movements organization
is not suitable for the subject of the study. Indeed, the term social movement
organization is an ambiguous term in the literature; various scholars define the term
differently. However, the main tendency is to explain social movement organizations
as formal and complex organizations. For instance, McCarthy and Zald define the

concept as,

A social movement organization (SMO) is a complex, or
formal organization which identifies its goals with the
preferences of a social movement or a countermovement and
attempts to implement those goals (2015, p.162).
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This definition of SMOs can only be applied to highly structured and formal
organizations. However, an anarchist organization that is far away from being a formal
and structural organization cannot be explained through this definition. Another
definition of social movement organization indicates that organizations are
“associations of persons making idealistic and moralistic claims about how human
personal or group life ought to be organized that, at the time of their claims-making,
are marginal to or excluded from mainstream society” (Lofland, 1996, p. 2-3).
Apparently, this definition might be applied to understand the moralistic or idealistic
attachments of the self-proclaimed anarchists to their organizations; however,
Lofland’s definition becomes insufficient to understand the organizational dynamics
of the anarchist movement in Turkey. Concentrating on only the moralistic and
idealistic attachments of individuals to explain the emergence and mobilization of the
specific movement might become insufficient for understanding the political, social,
and economic processes that provide favorable or detrimental conditions for the
movement. Therefore, to be able to discuss the anarchist movement in Turkey, | prefer
not to limit the concept of SMO to subjective attachments of self-proclaimed anarchist

activists.

However, the social movement field involves various organizational forms which are
developed by the activists in relation to the social, political, and economic processes.
According to Kriesi (1996), the internal structures of these organizational forms result
from specific parameters as follows:

(1) formalization, with the introduction of formal membership
criteria, written rules, fixed procedures, formal leadership, and
a fixed structure of offices; (2) professionalization, understood
as the presence of paid staff who pursue a career inside the
organization; (3) internal differentiation, involving a
functional division of labor and the creation of territorial units;
and (4) integration, through mechanisms of horizontal and/or
vertical coordination (Kriesi, 1996, as cited in Della Porta,
2006, p. 140).

Considering these parameters of internal structurations of organizations, Della Porta

(2006) argues that the degree of the SMOs’ compliance with those parameters, certain
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“organizational dilemmas occur” (p.140). These organizational dilemmas create a
spectrum of organizational forms. As a result, organizations differentiate from each

other,

sometimes to a very high degree, in their response to dilemmas

such as whether focusing on the mobilization of people or

other types of resources, adopting some kind of formal

hierarchy or a totally informal structure, targeting their efforts

at opponents or also providing services and life opportunities

to their own constituents (Della Porta, 2006, p.161).
Although this approach provides a multi-dimensional ground for analyzing the
anarchist organizations, | decided to follow a different path for defining the subject of
the study. In order to define anarchist organizations, I borrowed the term “partial
organizations” from organizational studies. I will explain the characteristics of partial

organizations and how this term can be applied to anarchist organizations.
2.1.3. Partial Organizations

Piven states that scholars should consider the advantages and disadvantages of different
organizational forms while “more recent movements have struggled to create
alternative forms of organization, sometimes called anarchist, emphasizing internal
direct democracy”(Piven, 2013, p.191). However, it is common in both social
movements and organizational studies to restrict the concept of organization to the

formal, complex, and highly structured types of organizations.

From this point, the organization becomes a narrower concept to define only a part of
the existing forms. It is clear that an anarchist organization is not an example of a formal
or highly-structured organization. However, it is not logical to assume that an
organization can organize without any structure that defines its characteristics. As

Freeman (2013) argues,

Contrary to what we would like to believe, there is no
such thing as a structureless group. Any group of people
of whatever nature that comes together for any length of
time for any purpose will inevitably structure itself in
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some fashion. The structure may be flexible; it may vary

over time; it may evenly or unevenly distribute tasks,

power and resources over the members of the group. But

it will be formed regardless of the abilities, personalities,

or intentions of the people involved (Freeman, 2013,

p.232).
According to Weick, the concept of organization refers to any form of social order
(Weick, as cited in Ahrne et al., 2016, p.3). However, Ahrne et al. (2016) claim that
this approach equates the concept of organization with the reproduction of social order
(p.3). Although all forms of organizations refer to the reproduction of social order in
different levels, it is necessary to ensure the explanation power of the concept for the
sake of analysis. To achieve this, the authors propose that the organization as “decided
order allows for the transfer of the term to other domains outside the formal

organization, while simultaneously preserving its distinctiveness” (p.3).

Such kind of interpretation of the organization requires making decisions as to the
fundamental aspect of the organization. Ahrne and Brunsson (2011) clarify the

significance of the decision in organizations as follows,

Organizational decisions are statements representing

conscious choices about the way people should act or the

distinction and classifications they should make—statements

that are communicated to these people. In formal

organizations, decisions allocate specific tasks to members;

they classify the members, with the use of job titles, for

example, creating identities and status orders; and they classify

resources, for example, within the accounting system (2011,

p.85).
Ahrne and Brunsson (2011) propose that the organization is a particular kind of social
order. Accordingly, the organization is a decided order involving one or more of the
elements of hierarchy, membership, rules, sanctions, and monitoring (p.84). Therefore,
since formal organizations have access to the elements of membership, rules,
hierarchy, monitoring, and sanctions, they are complete organizations. At this point,
the authors claim that not all organizations have to adopt all of these elements; they

can be used separately. (p.86). It is what makes it possible to define partial
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organizations. Partial organizations mean that some forms of organizations are
incomplete and heterogeneous, not including all elements of the formal organizations
mentioned above. (Ahrne and Brunsson 2011, de Bakker et al., 2017).

However, it is necessary to clarify certain points of the decision-making for the
concept of partial organizations. The elements of membership, rules, monitoring,
hierarchy, and sanctions are subjected to the decision-making processes within an
organization. All forms of organizations consist of varying degrees of decided social
order. Therefore, organizations are founded by decision-making on various elements.
Individuals who form organizations come together on the basis of certain factors,
goals, etc. However, the result of organizing might be pretty different from what was

decided at the beginning.

The element of membership is decided in organizations. Decisions on membership
create a specific identity by defining who is a member and who is not. This
organizational identity also draws the borders of the organization and its outside.
Moreover, membership refers to a sense of responsibility for behaving in specific ways
that are not expected from the non-members. One who does not conform to the code
of behavior within an organization can be excluded. The rules of organizations can be
internalized through the socialization of the members. Organizations monitor their
members to guarantee conformity to the rules of organizations and manage the

recruitment and socialization processes of members.

Sanctions can be both positive and negative, aiming to prevent the violation of the
rules and norms of the organizations and promote the access of members to the
resources of the organization. All these elements require some source of power, that
is, the power of decision about who makes the decision. The power of decision-making
can belong to specific individuals and committees or can be realized through voting
processes. Regardless of the type of decision-making, the power of decision
crystallizes in specific positions. Therefore, a hierarchy emerges as the product of the

organization of the power of the decision (Ahrne and Brunsson, 2011, p.86).
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The characteristics of organizations differ concerning the tension between decided and
result/emergent order. Although decisions are made to eliminate uncertainty, making
decisions has always carried the potential for uncertainty and disagreements. That is,
the decided order, which is designed as a result of certain decisions in an organization,
and the emergent order, which is shaped by the uncertainty in the decision-making
processes, are always in tension. This tension determines the social order of the

organization at a certain moment in the process.

On the other hand, decisions might create positions within organizations regarding the
concentration of decision-making power on specific individuals or groups. The last
thing to emphasize about decisions in organizations is that making decisions is related
to the mechanism of responsibility in the organization that is a necessary condition for
an organization to engage in any kind of activity (Ahrne and Brunsson, 2011, p. 90-
91). The responsibility can be the major dimension for task allocation in partial

organizations which do not organize on the basis of the defined positions.

Moreover, den Hond et al. (2015) argue that to be able to understand the organizational
dynamics in social movement it is necessary for taking a less formal view on
organizations. In their study, they supplement the elements of organizations with
insights from an “ideal-typical anarchist organization”(Graeber, 2004, as cited in den
Hond et al., 2015, para.7) that characterized by anti-organizational principles such as
voluntary association, self-organization, direct democracy, autonomy, and mutual aid
(para.6-7, 2015). Laamanen et al. (2017) examine the implications of participation,
direct democracy and social control, and autonomy and mutualism as elements of

establishing social order in partial organizations. They state that

what matters is how movement participants interpret and enact
the various opportunities to organize that are available to them.
Organizing, as an ongoing process, seems more relevant than
‘organization’, as a static snapshot of how some movement is
organized at a particular moment in time. We propose how
recent theorizing in organization theory—partial organizing—
offers a way to elaborate on movement organizing as a
continuing balancing act between decision and emergence—
order and incompleteness—as a quest to maintain a desired
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social order and as a continuous interplay between different

elements of organization. The idea of partiality in organizing

connects to the underlying prefigurative politics that draw

particularly from the rejection of formal (and potentially)

oppressive structures, hierarchies and forms of representation

(Laamanen et al., 2017, p.224).
Therefore, we can define an anarchist organization as a partial organization that does
not simultaneously access all the elements of membership, rules, hierarchy, control,
and sanctions that complete an organization. In anarchist organizations, there can be
one or more missing elements. The partiality of the anarchist organizations is the result
of the set of decisions described as anarchist ways of living or anarchist conduct. How
this partiality influences the emergent order occurs within the process of relations and
interactions with other organizations, institutions, and social, political, and economic

structures is a problematic issue for analyzing anarchist organizations.

Throughout the thesis, | use the concept of the “anarchist organization(s) to refer to
formations that have been active during a certain period, had had specific names, and
engaged in activities to accomplish a specific goal. On the other hand, | define the
whole period in which an organization is active and engage in political activities as
organizing. That is, the organizing redefines the organization as a process rather than
a stable entity. I use the terms “the organization” and “organizing” interchangeably;
however, | specifically try to highlight the process dimension when | use the term

organizing.
2.1.4. The Iron Law of Oligarchy

Robert Michels (2001) argues that all organizations have the tendency to develop an
oligarchic leadership structure and conservative goals when the permanence of the
organization and official cadres gain power over time. Michels work is based on his

own experiences in the German Social Democratic Party. He asserts that

Organization implies the tendency to oligarchy. In every
organization, whether it be a political party, a professional
union, or any other association of the kind, the aristocratic
tendency manifests itself very clearly. The mechanism of the
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organization, while conferring a solidity of structure, induces

serious changes in the organized mass, completely inverting

the respective position of the leaders and the led. As a result of

organization, every party or professional union becomes

divided into a minority of directors and a majority of directed

(2001, p.26).
According to Michels (2001), direct democracy and decision-making in any
significant size social group are impossible to be achieved. There are two significant
components of this argument. First, when leaders are concerned with the organizations'
endurance, they retreat from developing radical goals and tactics. The existing goals
and tactics of the organizations became much more conservative. Second, As the
number of staff in the organization increases, the distance between members and staff
would increase, and the organization would come to represent the interests of staff and

leaders (Voss & Sherman, 2000, p.305).

Buechler (2016) states that although some organizations, parties, and movements try
to be committed to democratic principles, leadership authority and complex division
of labour is a technical-administrative necessity for sustaining organizational structure.
As organizations grow, members' ability to directly participate in decision-making
becomes increasingly limited. This situation leads to the development of a hierarchical

bureaucracy (p.36).

Alongside the technical necessity of leadership, psychological and intellectual factors
are significant in the process of oligarchization of the organizations (Tolbert & Hiatt,
2009, p.177). Combining professional qualifications and cultural capital, leaders fulfill
the needs of members of mass organizations for leadership and direction. Some of
these leaders may be prone to autocratic tendencies that widen the gap between leaders
and followers. Therefore, whatever the type of organization whether it be union,
political party, social movement, or collectivist organization, the process of the

maintenance of organization may create conditions for oligarchy.

The debate around Michels’ thesis on oligarchy in social movements literature mainly

concentrated on to which degree the organization serves favorable or unfavorable
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conditions for the success of movements (Gamson & Schmeidler, 1984, p.568). As de
Bakker et al. (2017) discuss, the organization concept is not just relevant for analyzing
the success and failure of movements but also is related to the ideological and cultural
concerns such as forms of authority within movements, attitudes toward democracy,

hierarchy, and equality (2017, p.214). The authors argue that

Although the advent of oligarchy is often associated with
processes of bureaucratization, formalization,
professionalization, institutionalization, and de-radicalization
(one example is Rucht 1999), the equation of oligarchy with
these processes is unfortunate as it misses the normative core
of the idea: loss of democracy. Although these processes may
be associated with the loss of democracy, there is no necessary
association between them (Laamanen et al., 2017, p.215).

Following de Bakker et al. (2017), it is significant to emphasize the insufficiency of
Michels’ thesis on oligarchy for analyzing social movement organizations that do not

engage in the processes of formalization, bureaucratization, and de-radicalization.

Leach (2005) proposes a conceptualization of oligarchy

IS a concentration of entrenched illegitimate authority and/or
influence in the hands of a minority, such that de facto what
minority wants is generally what comes to pass, even when it
goes against the wishes (whether actively or passively
expressed) of the majority (2005, p.329).

Leach’s conceptualization of authority provides a suitable ground for analyzing
oligarchic tendencies within both formal and informal organizations by altering the
central criteria of formalization and bureaucratization for the assessment of the
oligarchy with the normative definition of oligarchy as loss of democracy (de Bakker

et al., 2017, p.215). Leach continues by presenting the two steps of the emergence of

oligarchy in collectivist or representative democratic organizations.

(1)the move from the legitimate to the illegitimate exercise of
formal and informal power; and (2) the concentration of
illegitimate power in the hands of a minority such that is able
to retain its position over time against the wishes of the
majority, whether the wishes are expressed through
disgruntled passive resistance or conscious organized
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opposition ( and it would be a combination of two) (2005,

p.329).
In the case of partial organizations that do not have all elements of the formal
organization structure, observing the emergence of oligarchy becomes challenging.
Laamanen et al. (2019) claim that horizontal organizations (those that adopt inclusive
democratic participation and avoid authority and leadership) with prefigurative social
order (experiencing the targeted social order at present) avoid decided order. However,
this avoidance may not prevent oligarchic social order within an organization (p.296-
297). Therefore, Leach’s conceptualization of oligarchy is significant to understanding
the emergence of oligarchy in partial organizations. Leach’s conceptualization will
provide a significant ground for understanding the internal dynamics of the anarchist
organizations in Turkey. The process of the oligarchization in these organizing

remains an essential question to be discussed in this study.

2.2. SOCIAL MOVEMENT THEORIES

Theories of social movements are significant for analyzing the underlying conditions
of why social movements emerge, how individuals organize for specific goals, and
how the outcomes of the movements influence the broader social, political, and
economic processes. Social movements are complex and multi-layered phenomena;
therefore, social movement theories focus on different levels of social movements
from different perspectives. The social movement literature, which is rich in this sense,
enables us to analyze the different dynamics and conditions involved in all processes
of social movements. Moreover, social movement theories are also significant in
understanding the dimensions effective in the emergence and the mobilization of
marginal movements, like anarchist movements, by directing the focus at different
levels of phenomena. Thus, in this part of the study, I mainly discuss the Resource
Mobilization Theory, Political Opportunity/Process Theory, and Framing Theory to
be able to understand the dynamics of the anarchist movement in Turkey and its

organizing practices.
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2.2.1. Resource Mobilization Theory

Resource mobilization theory is a landmark in the literature on social movements by
referring to the social movements are rational and normal. Before RMT, the main
tendency in the literature was that the social movements were irrational acts and caused
by anomie in society. RMT argues that social movements need diverse resources to be
able to achieve their specific goals. According to Oberschall, these resources are
“anything from material resources — jobs, incomes, services- to non-material resources

-authority, moral commitment, trust, friendship, skills” (1973, p.23).

Edwards and McCarthy (2003), on the other hand, propose five types of social
movement resources: moral, human, cultural, socio-organizational, and material.
Moral resources include solidarity, support, legitimacy, and celebrity. According to
the authors, moral resources generally arise outside of a social movement and are often
given by an outside source. Financial resources are all financial and physical resources,
including office space, equipment, money, property, and supplies. Another type of
resource is the human resource which includes experience, expertise, skills, and
labour. Recruiting volunteers, congregation, and dissemination of information are
examples of socio-organizational resources. And the cultural resources include
implicit knowledge of how to perform certain tasks, such as organizing a protest event,
holding a press conference, and holding a meeting (2003, p.125-128).

Zald and McCarthy (1977) underline “societal support and constraints of social
movements phenomena.” (p.1213). Consequently, RMT aims to investigate diverse
resources that must be mobilized for the emergence of a social movement, the
connections between social movements and other groups in the society, the
dependence of movements on external resources to achieve their goals, the tactics used

by authorities to control or integrate social movements (p.1213).

As an entrepreneurial theory of social movements, RMT highlights the importance of
the availability of resources, like cadres and organizing facilities, in the formation

process of social movements (Jenkins, 1983, p.530). Accordingly, social movements

30



need to adopt organizational forms to aggregate resources in the environment. The
main focus of this approach is the social movement organizations with formal
organizational structures since formal organizations are more successful in strategy-
making and coordination of resource aggregation (Zald and McCarthy, 1977, p.1216).
According to RMT, social grievances and derivation are not sufficient to explain the
formation of social movements and the participation of individuals in movements. The
actions of the actor of social movements have to be understood with regard to the

logical calculation of costs, benefits as well as opportunities of the specific action.

The problem of the availability of resources to different social groups in society is
significant to understanding the complexity of the resource aggregation process for

social movements in the formation stage. Edward and McCarthy (2003) state that:

Even the ‘‘simple availability’’ of resources is actually more
complicated, since, in order to be available for use, resources
must be both present in a specific socio-historical context and
accessible to potential collective actors... The resources crucial
to the initiation or continuation of collective action are
unevenly distributed within societies and among them.
Moreover, within a society, the control of resources varies
from one social group to another, as it does among the various
members of each group. Not all social groups control the same
types and amounts of resources, and not all individuals within
a given social group have equal access to group resources
(2003, p.118).

What is crucial in this argument is that, within a given society, currently mobilized
groups represent only a part of its potential social movements. Therefore, as Edward
and McCarthy (2003) emphasize, existing movements in any society mirror the social
change preferences of groups with better resources than the others (p.120). Resource
mobilization theory provides valuable theoretical lenses to analyze which processes

and groups through which resources are influential in the emergence and mobilization

of social movements.

In this study, I will focus on diverse tangible and intangible resources that self-

proclaimed anarchist activists utilized during the emergence and mobilization of the
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anarchist movement in Turkey. | claim that throughout the process of its mobilization,
from its emergence to today, different resources have determined the characteristics of
the development of the anarchist movement in Turkey. The continuity of the
availability of specific resources within the mobilization process of the anarchist
movement can be observed. In the analysis part, available resources for the anarchist
movement in Turkey will be discussed in line with its emergence and mobilization and

the internal organizational dynamics of the anarchist organizations.

2.2.2. Political Process Theory

The political process essentially implies that exterior elements can be detrimental or
favorable for the mobilization of the social movements by determining which claims
to be articulated, which strategies to implement, and which movements affect
mainstream political institutions (Meyer & Minkoff, 2004, p.1457). The formal
political institutions constitute the root of the structures. The degree of separation of
power and centralization of a political system is directly related to the openness of this
system. In such a political system, the higher the degree of localization, the wider the
official reach and the smaller the capacity to act on any part of the system. Therefore,
a decentralized political system means the proliferation of the state actors and the

points of access to decision-making (Kriesi, 2004, p.70).

Political process theory criticizes both the classical social movement theories for
reducing the social movements into a psychological state and the RMT for being
apolitical. According to Dalton et al. (1990), resource mobilization theory neglects the

political and ideological components of the social movements.

The theory appeared indifferent to the political or ideological
content of a social movement; it was applied in an almost
mechanistic way to organizations of widely differing political
and ideological scope, without incorporating these factors
within the workings of the model (1990, p.9-10).
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Doug McAdam (1982), on the other hand, claims that the theoretical groundings of
resource mobilization theory conform with the elite model of the American political
system that asserts that the majority of people do not have a chance to influence the
political systems since the power and wealth are in the hands of few groups (McAdam,
1982, p.37). McAdam claims that the political process theory is compatible with
Marxist theory in two ways. First, similar to Marxist theory, the political process
indicates that although the power disparity between elite groups and people exists, this
state of affairs is not unavoidable. The positions of marginalized groups in various
political-economic structures provide them a potential for insurgence. Second,
political process theory states that subjective processes are significant in forming
insurgencies. The Marxist theory emphasizes that the political powerlessness of the
masses stems from a shared perception of powerlessness as well as from the objective
conditions that hinder action (McAdam, 1982, p.37-38).

McAdam (1982) identifies three factors that are effective in the formation of social
movements. The first one is the structure of political opportunities available to people.
In a given situation, marginalized groups face several obstacles that prevent them from
influencing political institutions to realize their group interests. However, it is not a
stable situation because the political opportunities for enabling excluded groups to
form a collective action to claim their demands enormously change over time.
Therefore, the political structures are not stable entities; on the contrary, they are
flexible enough to be open to interventions of marginalized groups. At this point,
McAdam warns of the threat of constructing direct relations between the events like
industrialization, wars, urbanization, and demographic change with the emergence of
social movements. He argues that contrary to the classical theories that construct direct
relations with social processes and the protests, the political process approach
emphasizes that those social processes stimulate social movements only indirectly by

restricting existing power relations (p.40-41).

The second factor influencing the generation of social movements is the indigenous

organizational strength. The capacity of the marginalized groups to generate social

insurgency is highly dependent on the presence of established networks of association.
33



That is, excluded groups need organizational infrastructure to mobilize the population
when the political structures are convenient to organize social insurgency. If the
aggrieved population does not have the organizational infrastructure, favorable
political opportunities are not sufficient to generate a social movement (Buechler,
2016, p.134). McAdam (1982) identifies four significant resources that influence the
organizational strength of the organizational capacity of the population: members,
communication, incentives, and leaders. Accordingly, the members are recruited along

with the existing networks of relations within marginalized groups.

The established solidarity incentives as a resource increase the motivation of the
people to participate in social movements. Through the existing structures of
incentives within an excluded group, the free-rider problem® can be eliminated.
Another significant feature that improves the strength of the organizational
infrastructures is the existence of the communication networks within an aggrieved
population (p.46). Freeman (1973) highlights the significance of the communication

networks for generating the women’s liberation movement.

The development of the women's liberation movement
highlights the salience of such a network precisely because the
conditions for a movement existed before a network came into
being, but the movement didn't exist until afterward.
Socioeconomic strain did not change for women significantly
during a 20-year period. It was as great in 1955 as in 1965.
What changed was the organizational situation. It was not until
a communications network developed among like-minded
people beyond local boundaries that the movement could
emerge and develop past the point of occasional, spontaneous
uprising (1973, p.804).

The last feature that affects the generation of the social movements is the leaders. The
recognized leadership cadres are necessary for the coordination and direction of the

collective action. The availability of recognized leaders within a marginalized group

® According to Olson (1965), the free rider problem occurs when the number of individuals in a group
is quite large. “The rational self-interested individuals will not act to achieve their common or group
interests” (Olson, 1965, p.2).

34



indicates the existence of the organizational infrastructure within that population to

form social movements (McAdam, 1982, p.47-48).

Alongside the opportunities and organizations, the third mechanism that influences the
generation of social movements is cognitive liberation. McAdam argues that

In effect, the altered responses of members to a particular

challenger serve to transform evolving political conditions into

a set of "cognitive cues” signifying to insurgents that the

political system is becoming increasingly vulnerable to

challenge. Thus, by forcing a change in the symbolic content

of member/challenger relations, shifting political conditions

supply a crucial impetus to the process of cognitive liberation

(McAdam, 1982, p.49).
People must have subjective perceptions that the existing political institutions and
authorities are unjust and delegitimate. By defining an existing system of political
relations as delegitimate, people initiate to raise their voices to claim their demands.
At this point, people have to convince that their participation in the social movements
makes change the present circumstances that lead to insurgence. Therefore, for the
political process approach, the subjective perceptions of the people are the causal

mechanism for generating social movements.

The emergence of the social movements requires favorable political opportunities,
existing organizational infrastructure, and cognitions. However, the opportunities that
enable the emergence of social movements are generally short-lived. McAdam (1982)
stresses that two factors are significant for explaining the survival of the social
movements. The first one is the degree of formalization and the bureaucratization of
social movements. Movements need to maintain their organizational strength and
exploit opportunities to survive and improve their conditions within the existing
political configurations. To be able to achieve this, movements have to create enduring
organizational structures. With the establishment of centralized and formal
organizations, the power to determine the direction of movement formerly used by

informal groups is transferred to legally founded organizations. McAdam states that
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This transfer of power can only occur, however, if the

resources needed to fuel the development of the movement's

formal organizational structure can be mobilized.

Accordingly, insurgent groups must be able to exploit the

initial successes of the movement to mobilize those resources

needed to facilitate the development of the more permanent

organizational structure required to sustain insurgency. Failing

this, movements are likely to die aborning as the loosely

structured groups previously guiding the protest campaign

disband or gradually lapse into inactivity (1982, p.54).
Buechler (2016) draws attention to the dangers of the formalization and the
bureaucratization of the social movements. According to him, the formalization of
social movements may cause oligarchization of the organizations by differentiating
the leadership cadres from the base. Moreover, over time, movements may become
increasingly dependent on external factors for resources, as the resources of the mass
base will not be sufficient to sustain social movements. This dependence and
cooptation on external factors may cause movements to lose their mass support (2016,

p.135).

The second factor that is crucial for the survival of the social movements is the degree
of social control. Movements with revolutionary goals and non-institutionalized tactics
are much more vulnerable to the social control of the elite group than those do have
reformist goals and employ conventional tactics. However, the revolutionary goals and
non-institutional tactics may provide opportunities to achieve the insurgent goals of
the movements and to sustain the mass support. Therefore, the movements have to
construct a balance between goals, tactics, and social control to be able to avoid the
repression of the elite group and tactical impotence (McAdam, 1982, p.56-59).

Goodwin and Jasper (1999) criticize the political process for ignoring that not all social
movements are focused on the political processes and are not dependent on the
political opportunities for mobilization and survival equally (p.34). Although Kriesi
(2004) argues that the social movements have a greater degree of autonomy from the
political concerns that are less adequately explained by the political process, the

movements do not directly engage in the political institutions are enormously
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influenced by the changes in the political opportunity structures (p.77). In fact, the
how political processes are indirectly influential in the mobilization and survival of
the movements that do not engage in institutional politics to realize their insurgent
goals is significant for explaining the dynamics of the social movements relied upon

non-institutional resources.

In this study, | focus on the conditions and the processes in which the anarchist
movement emerged and maintained its mobilization. To discuss the anarchist
movement in Turkey being emerged after the 1980 military intervention, it is necessary
to focus on the political processes. Which political opportunities influenced the
existing configuration of the power relations that enabled the emergence of anarchist
politics in the social movements field in Turkey is a significant point to understand the
peculiarity of the anarchist movement in Turkey. Moreover, not only political
opportunities that indirectly affect the lifecycle of the anarchist movement but also the
characteristics of the existing indigenous organizational strength for the mobilization
of the anarchist movement and the subjective processes experienced by individuals
that convince them to engage in anarchist politics have to be considered for a
comprehensive analysis. Therefore, the political process approach provides significant
analytical lenses for a detailed examination of the organizational dynamics of the

anarchist movement in Turkey.

2.2.3. Framing

Both Resource Mobilization Theory and Political Process Theory marginalized the
social-psychological aspects of the social movements by focusing on the resources,
mobilization, organization, and external factors (Buechler, 2016, p.141). By
emphasizing the significance of the grievances, recruitment processes, inter-personal
relations, and motivations, the framing approach aims to investigate the micro-level
dynamics of social movements. As Snow et al. (1986) argue that RMT and Political

Process Theory reduce the discussions on grievances on existence or absence level,
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however, what is significant is to understand “the manner in which grievances are

interpreted and the generation and diffusion of those interpretations” (p.466).

The frame analysis approach derives the concept of the frame from the work of
Goffman. Goffman defines frames as “schemata of interpretation” that enable
individuals to "locate, perceive, describe, and label™ events in their own living space
and the world in general (Goffman as cited in Benford & Snow, 2000, p.614). Frames
have the function of organizing experience and guiding action by helping events and

occurrences meaningful.

In the context of social movement frames, collective action frames serve both
delegitimating the existing system and legitimating the actions against grievances. In
other words, actors, on the one hand, need to break their bonds with the existing
authority by delegitimizing it through collective action frames (Gamson et. al., 1982,
p.6, as cited in Buechler, 2000, p.144). On the other hand, these frames are “action-
oriented sets of beliefs and meanings that inspire and legitimate the activities” of social

movements against specific grievances (Benford & Snow, 2000, 614).

According to Benford and Snow (2000), collective action frames consist of two
characteristic elements: the first functions as an action-oriented feature; and the second
one is related to the interpretative and discursive processes in which frames are

constructed.

Collective action frames are constructed in part as movement
adherents negotiate a shared understanding of some
problematic condition or situation they define as in need of
change, make attributions regarding who or what is to blame,
articulate an alternative set of arrangements, and urge others
to act in concert to affect change (Benford and Snow, 2000, p.
615).

Snow and Benford (1988) distinguish three types of frames: diagnostic, prognostic,
and motivational (p.200). The construction of these three frames is significant for
social movements to succeed in mobilizing the consensus among actors and triggering

people to take action. Diagnostic framing identifies the reasons for the problematic
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issue or situation. That is, this component takes on the function of bringing people
together in the face of a common problem by focusing on blame or responsibility.
Prognostic framing, on the other hand, articulates the strategies, solutions, and plans
to overcome the problems identified by diagnostic frames. Finally, motivational
framing serves rationale for action and vocabularies of motive supporting that action
(Buechler, 2000, 148). Therefore, the aim of the motivational framing is to convince

people that their participation in the movement would make a difference.

As discussed above, the concept of cognitive liberation coined by McAdam highlights
similar points as the framing approach concentrates on. People must be persuaded that
their involvement will make a difference in the outcome of the process. Taken together
with opportunities and resources, cognitive liberation provides the opportunity to
approach and analyze the concept of social movements from different levels.

In this thesis, | specifically focus on the framing processes of the anarchist movement
in Turkey formulated in the periodicals published by anarchist groups. I discuss how
these periodicals define anarchist organizing and set targets for organizations. | argue
that the frames developed in these anarchist periodicals are essential for understanding
the major social conflicts or arguments on which the anarchist movement in Turkey
was built. These frames did not operate in the involvement of individuals in the
anarchist movement but also, in certain ways, affected the anarchist organizational

dynamics in Turkey.
2.3. SOCIAL MOVEMENTS IN TURKEY

In this part, 1 will concentrate on the social movements in Turkey. Through these
discussions, | aim not only to give a historical background of the anarchist movement
but also to highlight the conditions and processes that influence the emergence of
anarchist politics in Turkey. First, I will start with the background of the delay of the
anarchist movement in Turkey. To provide a comprehensive background for the
anarchist movement in Turkey, | will focus on the brief history of the absence of

anarchist politics in Turkey. Later, I will give a brief account of the socialist movement
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in Turkey, which is directly related to the trajectory of the anarchist movement. Then,
I will move on to the proliferation of the social movements after the 1980 military
intervention in Turkey by tracing the transformations of the socialist movement and
the emergence of new actors in the field of social movements in Turkey, including the

anarchist movement.
2.3.1. Delayed Anarchism

Anarchism as a movement has two hundred years of history on the world scene. As
discussed above, it was one of the main movements until the revolution of the Soviets.
Despite its prevalence in different parts of the world during the 19" century, anarchism
did not appear as a movement in Ottoman Empire. According to historian Mehmet O.
Alkan (1988), there are three possible reasons for this situation. The first reason why
anarchism did not develop as a movement in the Ottoman Empire is the absence of
certain institutions that operate as a buffer zone between the state and the individual.
While the modernization process in the Ottoman Empire dissolved religious
institutions, new institutions such as associations, unions, and political parties that
were being established instead of them were not effective enough to break the
influence of the state on the individual. For Alkan, the second reason why anarchism
was not influential in the Ottoman Empire is that an antecedent ideology providing
favorable conditions for anarchism, such as liberalism, was not widespread in the
Ottoman Empire. And the last reason is the relations between the intelligentsia and the
state. Intellectuals in the Ottoman Empire were mainly civil servants. According to
Alkan, it was a structurally problematic situation for a group whose existence was
dependent on the state to adopt an ideology that opposed the state (Alkan, 1988,
p.1818).

Furthermore, Benedict Anderson (2013) claims that anarchism spread in Europe
through pamphlets, leaflets, and bulletins. Therefore, the late arrival of the printing
press to the Ottomans, the fact that publishing activities were a source of suspicion for
the state, and the low literacy rate were the main reasons why anarchism did not

emerge in the Ottoman period. For Anderson, the solid patriarchal structure in the
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geography of the Ottoman Empire and the erasure operations of the Marxists Socialists
after the October Revolution were other potential reasons for anarchism’s delay in

Ottoman Empire (Anderson, as cited in Soydan, 2013, p.19).

On the other hand, the interest of Ottoman intellectuals in anarchism was limited to
the tactics employed by the European and Russian anarchists. As the previous sections
have mentioned, during the propaganda by deed period, the assassinations of
bureaucrats, members of dynasties, and politicians created fear of anarchism. While
the state authorities took measures against the threat of anarchism, the oppositional
groups were significantly affected by this tactic. During this period, it’s known that
some Young Turks'® have influenced by the anarchist propaganda by deed as their
primary obstacle to realizing their cause was the sultan (Soydan, 2013, p.34; Hanioglu,
1995, 5.171).

Contrary to the Muslim population, anarchism has been influential among Armenian
intellectuals. Alexander Atabekian'! , a member of the Armenian Revolutionary
Federation, published Hamanykh magazine in 1895 in Paris. According to Selbuz,
these periodicals consisted of articles related to anarchism and Armenian revolutionary
movements and also some critics of the authoritarian and statist structure of these
movements (Selbuz, 2006, para.15). On the other hand, Corlu (2016) argues that the
surveillance reports on activities of anarchists within the borders of the Empire and the
countermeasures taken by the state show a significant existence of anarchists in the
Ottoman Empire during the late 19" and early 20" centuries (p. 560-569). Corlu’s
study shows us that the activities of especially Italian anarchists in the Ottoman Empire

point to the existence of an informal network in geography covering Europe, the

0Young Turks, is a coalition of various reform groups that led a revolutionary movement against the
authoritarian regime of Abdulhamid I1. After coming to power, the Young Turks started activities that
modernized the Ottoman Empire and supported a new understanding of Turkish nationalism
(Britannica, 2020, para.1).

11 According to Cemal Selbuz, anarchists members in the Armenian Revolutionay Federation sent a
leaflet to 1896 International with a signature as “a group of Armenian Libertarian.” This leaflet was
translated by Max Nettlau and published in Der Sozialist which was run by Gustave Landauer. (Der
Sozialist 26 of September 1896 No:39) (Soydan, 2013, p.52-53).
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Ottoman Empire, and Egypt. Unfortunately, the anarchist experiences in the Ottoman

Empire period still remain an unexplored area for us.

After the founding of the Turkish Republic, it is not possible to trace the activities of
anarchist groups or self-proclaimed anarchists in Turkey. 1917 Soviet Revolution has
declared the official victory of Marxism/Socialism in one sense while defusing the
rival political movements. Anarchism started to lose its power and legitimacy until the
1936 Spanish Civil War, as it was the last moment of anarchism in the first half of the
20™ century.

Anarchism regained visibility during the 1968 protests in different countries. It does
not mean that anarchist activists dominated 1968 social insurrections. Anarchist
groups in many countries were not strong enough to determine these protests in
number. However, the 1968 protests represent a challenge against all established
hierarchies and domination in every social realm, including the institutionalized left
(Berry, 2019, p.449-470; Porter, 2016, p.154,155). In that sense, for George
Woodcock, 1968 was a sign of the revival of anarchism in the second half of the
century. However, as he emphasizes, it was not the return of classical revolutionary
anarchism but rather a “moral-political movement typical of the age” (Woodcock,

1968).

The 1968 protest cycle is not significant only for the history of anarchism, but it also
shapes the social movements literature. Together with the socio-cultural
transformation of the society in the post-war era, the 1968 protests reflect a shift from
the class-based old social movements to the new social movements with the different
logics of action based on politics, ideology, and culture (Buechler, 1995, p.442).
According to Boggs, the protest cycles in the 1960s influenced the feminist, ecology,
LGBTTQ, and urban protest movements, which mobilized millions of people in the
following decades (1995, p.348). Furthermore, Wallerstein and Zukin (1989) stress
that national and social anti-systemic movements that emerged in the nineteenth

century prioritized the oppression of a particular “class” or “nation” by the dominant
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ones. However, he continues by adding the significant difference between the old anti-

systemic movements and 1968:

Both kinds of movements took concrete organizational form

in one country after another, eventually almost everywhere, in

the second half of the nineteenth and the first half of the

twentieth century. Both kinds of movements came to

emphasize the importance of obtaining state power as the

indispensable intermediate achievement on the road to their

ultimate objectives. The social movement, however, had an

important worldwide split in the early twentieth century

concerning the road to state power (parliamentary versus

insurrectionary strategies) (Wallerstein and Zukin, 1989,

p.434).
Arrighi, Hopkins, and Wallerstein (1989) argue that the transformation of the anti-
systemic movements in the second half of the twentieth century resulted from the
changes in their social base. That is, the old antisystemic movements emerged within
the environment of the late nineteenth century when the intensification of the capitalist
accumulation and the rationalization of the economic activity deepened enormously
(p. 77). As Wallerstein and Zukin (1989) highlight, the 1968 protests signify changes
in the strategies of the political action targeting the social transformation. New political
actors claimed their rights and voices by refusing the assumed role of the industrial
proletariat in the revolutionary process, creating challenges for the established parties

and organizations of the socialist left (1989, p.436).

However, the 1960s were significantly different for Turkey regarding social
movements protests. While protests in Europe were characterized as the beginning of
questioning the authoritarian tendencies of the institutionalized socialism (old anti-
systemic movements) and the intensification of the new identities in the social
movements field, radical socialist politics emerged as a new political ideology in
Turkey, especially for students and the intellectuals who were previously sympathizers
of the Kemalist Republican People’s Party (CHP) (Gurpinar, 2011, p.451). Giin Zileli

expresses this situation as follows:
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A general name is 68, but | think the 68 in Turkey has little

resemblance to the 68 in Europe. Because while Europe 68

was something that broke away from Stalinism, moved away

from it, targeted it, and blamed the French Communist Party

or something, we were running towards Stalin (Zileli, as cited

in Soydan, 2013, p.61).
This difference between Turkey and Europe in terms of the significant characteristics
of 1968 is highly associated with the developments of the socialist movement in
Turkey until that day. It is significant to understand the characteristics of the socialist
movement in Turkey to be able to evaluate the emerging conditions of the anarchist
movements and their major characteristics. It can be claimed that the changes and
transformations the socialist left went through during the course of the recent history

of Turkey would enlighten the roots of the emergence of anarchist politics in Turkey.
2.3.2. A Brief History of Socialist Movement in Turkey

It is possible to divide the history of the socialist movement in Turkey into three main
periods: until the 1960s, the period between 1960 and 1980, and after 1980. The
official history of the socialist left in Turkey can be started with the foundation of the
Communist Party of Turkey (TKP). CPT was established in the Soviet Union under
the leadership of Mustapha Suphi in 1920. The Party emerged as a product of the
relations between the Soviet Union and the Anatolian government during the

independence movement.

During this period of good relations, the Soviets declared that they supported the
"struggle against the British in Anatolia” at the Congress of Peoples of the East
convened in Baku in 1920. Likewise, Mustafa Kemal declared that the Anatolian
government agreed to cooperate with the Soviets to fight against imperialism in a letter
dated April 26, 1920 (Sala, 2021, p.17). Therefore, as a product of the rapprochement
between the Soviets and the Anatolian government, CPT supported the Anatolian
independence movement while positioning itself with Bolshevism. Furthermore, this
situation led the Turkish socialist movement to adopt the Leninist organizational type

from the very beginning.
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As mentioned above, the Soviet Union supported the Anatolian government and
Mustafa Kemal; the period started with the independence movement in Anatolia.
However, this support did not find an answer in the same way that the Kemalists
treated the socialists in Turkey. Mustafa Suphi and his comrades were assassinated on
January 28, 1921, off the coast of Trabzon. Thus, both the founder of the Turkish
communist party and its most militant cadres were eradicated. However, the killing of
Turkish communists did not negatively affect the relations between the Soviets and
Turkey. Two months later, a Soviet-Turkish agreement was signed, stating that both

countries were united in the fight against imperialism.

It would not be wrong to say that the basic dynamic of the relationship between the
Soviet Union and Turkey is the anti-imperialist struggle. In addition, Bukharin claimed
that despite Turkey's persecution of the communists, it played a revolutionary role
because it was a destructive tool for the imperialist system (Bukharin, as cited in
Samim, 1981). According to Durgun (2015), the process within the Turkish nation-
state established and the developments of left-wing movements in other countries and
the socialist countries determined the developments of the socialist left in Turkey
(p.9). Durgun points out that the Comintern's strategy of supporting the independence
movements of the nationalist groups by the communist parties in the East shaped the

first period of the socialist movement in Turkey:

As a matter of fact, the support strategy of the Comintern to
the national movements of independence deeply influenced
the approaching of the left-wing movements in 1920s and
1930s in Turkey to the Kemalist ideology. The pro-Soviet CPT
argued in this period that the conditions were not ripe for a
socialist revolution in Turkey and that the Kemalist
government should be supported for the development of
capitalism so as to gain independence from imperialism and to
eradicate feudalism. To keep the Kemalist government on the
right track and to help the necessary steps to be taken, the
communist movement would play an important role as a strong
opposition. To do this, CPT followed, until 1925, a policy of
“support to the government to protect the gains of the
bourgeoisie revolution and opposition to the government for
the progress of the bourgeoisie revolution (Durgun, 2015,
p.14).
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The oppressive attitude of the Kemalist regime against the communists continued in
the same way in the decades after the proclamation of the republic. As stated by Sala
(2021), communists were suppressed and pushed underground with the 1925 Takrir-i
Siikun Law (the Law of the Procuring of Peace), although they supported the
government against the Sheikh Said Uprising®? in Eastern Anatolia (2021, p. 17). In
such a climate, the CPT tried not to attract attention by minimizing its activities in the
face of this attitude of the government. As a result, socialist publications did not deal
with current political issues and avoided direct criticism of the government. The focus
was on issues such as urbanization and modernity, which are in line with this moderate
line of socialist publications and did not directly target the government (Tungay, 1995,
1954). In a similar vein, there was significant oppression of the workers’ movements

and communists in the first decades of the republic. As Moreno (1997) notes:

The workers’ movement of the country in the period of the
one-party rule was no more animated, experiencing just a few
modest mobilizations -all of them crushed by the CHP-led
state. In 1925, a Kurdish uprising in the east began, and it was
used as an excuse of the first extensive arrest of the TKP
(Communist Party of Turkey) members, accompanied by the
banning of all workers’ organizations for good. The CHP
government continued to make periodical arrest of
communists in 1927,1929, 1930, 1932, and 1946 (1997, p.
124).

Notwithstanding the severe pressures of the Kemalist regime, the communists of
Turkey never took an open front against the Kemalists; on the contrary, they were
content to encourage the Kemalist revolutions to take them further (Somay, 2008,
p.649). The early period of the socialist movement in Turkey can be characterized by

efforts to define itself within the sovereign national culture and its official ideology.

The socialist movement in Turkey could not get rid of the reflex of "saving the state”

12 According to Olson and Tucker, the Sheikh Said rebellion, which broke out in Kurdish districts in
southeastern Turkey in 1925, was the first large-scale rebellion to occur immediately after the founding
of the Turkish Republic. The Kurds, led by a tribal leader known as Sheikh Said and a Nagshbandi
dervish, took up arms against newly formed Ankara government. The revolt quickly spread. The most
important effects of this revolt are the strengthening of Turkish nationalism and acting as a catalyst for
the growth of Kurdish nationalism (Olson & Tucker, 1978, p.195-196).
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inherited from the last periods of the Ottoman Empire. This situation determined the

color of the socialist movements’ attitudes toward Kemalist revolutions.

For Bagkaya (2008), the ideological-theoretical repertoire of the socialist left was
based on a hybridized version of Stalinism and Kemalism. Although CPT had existed
since the early 1920s, it had consistently failed to connect with the mass, which had
remained a secret organization. In particular, CPT could not go beyond being an
ideological backup for the Stalinist and Kemalist bureaucracies. CPT was a diplomatic
manipulation tool of the Stalinist Soviet Union and the corrupt Comintern (2008, p.73-
74).

After the transition to the multi-party system, Kemalists and socialists united against
the Democratic Party government, which won the elections in 1950. While socialists
regarded the Kemalist regime of the early Republican period as an anti-imperialist and
national developmentalist revolutionary breakthrough, they saw the Democratic
Party's coming to power in 1950 as a counter-revolutionary break (Dogan, 2021,
p.1517). The rapprochement between Kemalists and socialists not only had strategic
purposes such as party and organization but also theoretically led to the emergence of
a synthesis trend between the Kemalist development model and the socialist
development model (Sala, 2021, p.18). With the May 27, 1960 coup, serious alliances
were established between Kemalists and socialists, and this situation became one of

the main factors in the differentiation of 1968 Turkey from the movements in Europe.

It is not surprising that anarchism as a political ideology did not find ground in Turkey
within such an environment. Even the socialist movement was a newly discovered
ideology that had just begun to reach larger masses. At this point, it is significant to
understand the conditions that shaped the characteristics of socialist movements in
Turkey. As it is discussed above, until the 1960s, the development of the socialist
movement was limited to then illegal Turkey’s Communist Party (TKP). Although the
Turkey Worker’s Party (TIP) was legally founded in 1961 and has made significant
contributions to the socialist legacy in the following decades, socialist politics was an

amateurish and still-emerging movement in Turkey at the beginning of the 1960s.
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With the 1960 military coup, the Democrat Party was removed from government, and
Prime Minister Adnan Menderes and two ministers were executed. On the other hand,
the country began to be governed by the National Unity Committee, composed of
military officers. A constituent assembly was established, and a new Constitution was
made in 1961. The 1961 Constitution is significant for the proliferation of different
socialist groups during the 1960s since it introduced broader definitions of rights and
freedoms. For instance, with the 1961 Constitution, establishing and becoming a
member of a political party has been facilitated, and the only authorized court for the
financial audits and closure cases of the parties has been decided as the Constitutional
Court (Tanér, 2004, p. 387). According to Bugukgu (2022), the military coup on May
27, 1960, changed the social and political realms of Turkey significantly. For him, the
social movements started to develop more incredibly, and the diversification within
the socialist movement based on revolutionary strategies and criticism of Kemalism
accelerated (Bugukgu, 2022, p.246).

In spite of being oppressed in the period until the 1960s, the socialist movement in
Turkey managed to become massive throughout the 1960s. Undoubtedly, the political
and social changes in Turkey have been influential in the massification of the socialist
left. On the one hand, civil and political organizations were paved with the 1961
Constitution; on the other hand, political and social developments gained momentum
with the rapid increase in urbanization. In the case of the socialist movement, the
debates on the possibilities and conditions of a socialist revolution in Turkey

accelerated in this period with the translation of European socialist literature.

However, these discussions were limited to strategic revolutionary method discussions
on how to make the revolution, and analyzes of Turkish society were made
superficially. The revolutions in China and Cuba were primarily followed, believing
that similar revolutions could also occur in Turkey (Sala, 2021, p.23). Within such an
environment, there were three main currents within socialist movements: the Yon
Movement, the National Democratic Revolution (NDR), and the Worker Party of
Turkey (TIP).
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Another significant issue that determined the development of the socialist movement
during the 1960s was the attitudes of socialists toward Kemalism. It can be claimed
that Kemalism has been redefined by the socialists of Turkey as an anti-imperialist,
anti-feudalist, developmentalist, and progressive ideology (Dogan, 2021, p.1515).
Since the CPT, the socialist movement in Turkey has felt close to and embraced
Kemalism as a progressive and anti-imperialist legacy. As a continuation of this trend,
socialist groups emerged in the 1960s, which saw Kemalism as a stage on the road to
socialism. The first of these groups was the circle of the magazine Y6n, which was
started to be published in 1961. Bora explains the main argument of the Yon

Movement as follows:

Yon Movement wanted to turn Kemalism's superstructural
(educational-cultural)  revolutionism into infrastructural
(economic) revolutionism and make it a step toward socialism.
According to the leaders of the Yon Movement, the socialist
potential of the Turkish national liberation revolution was
wasted due to ignorance on economic issues and submission
to the comprador aghas (as well as the sublime Porte and
corrupt intellectuals), and therefore the counter-revolution was
victorious. The working class, which was missing at that time,
was now on the way to being; however, it was weak and
uneducated. Therefore, Yon Movement claimed that in order
to restart the national revolution, it was necessary to rely on
the "robust force" of the Kemalist military-civilian intellectual
group. What Yon Movement did was transfer the substitution
and tutelary spirit of Kemalism to socialism, which they
already considered as a way of rapid development and
modernization (2017, p.165).

The Y6n movement, a hybrid of Kemalism and socialism, attributed a developmental
and national character to socialism. Therefore, according to Yon Movement, for the
economic and social development of an underdeveloped country like Turkey, it was

necessary to break away from Western imperialism and determine a state-led

development strategy.

The second significant group in the second half of the 1960s was the National
Democratic Revolution, a Stalinist movement that originated from the Communist

Party of Turkey. According to this argument, in countries with capitalism, the
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proletariat is not mature enough, a national democratic revolution with the union of
the peasants and the proletariat was required to achieve socialism (Durgun, 2015, p.18-
19). In the background of the revolutionary strategy of the NDR movement, there
were the influences of Lenin and Mao-Zedong rather than Marx and Engels. In other
words, it can be said that the main factor in the focus of the NDR movement on Lenin
and Mao was the search for a revolutionary strategy for Turkey (Stephenson, 2011,
p.111).

The National Democratic Revolution movement was also influential in adopting the
armed struggle method by some factions within the left of Turkey. Therefore, young
socialists, influenced by the arguments and the revolutionary strategy of the NDR,
formed armed guerrilla groups in the 1970s (Sala, 2021, p.22). Similar to the Yo6n
Movement, the NDR regarded Kemalist Turkey as an independent, anti-imperialist
and anti-feudal country. They saw Kemalist reforms as necessary but never completed
breakthroughs. According to the NDR, this situation allowed counter-revolutionary
groups to regain political power. Therefore, a "national” revolution was essential
before socialism. Also, like the Yon Movement, the NDR believed in the necessity of
a national revolution supported by the army as a precondition for a socialist revolution

in Turkey.

By following a different strategy from the Yon Movement and NDR, the Worker Party
of Turkey (TIP) was the most significant legal socialist organization in Turkey.
According to the dominant socialist understanding of the period represented by the
Yon movement and the NDR, the underdeveloped countries had to go through the
stages of an anti-imperialist and anti-feudal revolution in order to transition to
socialism. For this, a "national front" to be established under the leadership of the army

was needed. This approach was also supported by the Soviet Union. However, TIP3,

13 The Workers' Party of Turkey (TIP) was founded by socialist intellectuals and union representatives
in the post-coup conditions of the 1960s, in a relatively pluralistic political and legal environment. The
party is the first socialist party represented in the Turkish Grand National Assembly. Despite the party's
socialist rhetoric, it was criticized for its poor contact with the low-income and rural areas of the country
(Baykan, 2018).
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which was against this argument, argued that the anti-imperialist struggle and the

socialist struggle should be carried out together (Sener, 2008, p.356).

In the party program, the class struggle was taken as the basis, and it was stated that
the leadership of the working classes should be supported in order to solve the
problems. Thus, TIP, which draws the framework of a Marxist form of struggle and
takes part in parliamentary politics, differs from other socialist movements of the
period (Sener, 2008, p.359).

On the other hand, the WPT, which had a statist and centrally planned development
approach, argued that underdeveloped countries could only develop through statist
economic planning and the non-capitalist path. While the WPT did not explicitly
present socialism as a goal, it claimed that the non-capitalist way strategy was what
Atatiirk had formulated (Akin 2008, p.91). Therefore, WPT, whose legitimacy was
based on the 1961 Constitution, interpreted Atatiirk's principles from a socialist

perspective in an effort to integrate Marxism with Kemalism.

Especially until the 1970s, the leftist movement in Turkey embraced the Kemalist
revolutions but saw them as incomplete breakthroughs that needed to be developed.
The reflex to save the state determined the direction of the socialist movement, and the
primary strategy of the leftist groups was to seize the state power. Likewise, the
relationship of the socialist movement with the masses was embodied in the
understanding of "for the people, despite the people™ as a continuation of the Kemalist
discourse. However, March 12, 1971 Military Memorandum refers to a significant
transformation in the socialist left in Turkey in terms of the relationship between

Kemalism and socialism.

When it comes to the 1970s, it is possible to claim that Turkey's political instability
and uncertainty prevailed. So much so that ten different governments were established
in Turkey from 1971 to the military intervention of September 12, 1980. None of them
represented the majority in the Turkish Grand National Assembly (Gunter, 1989,

p.64). On the other hand, the divergences within the left movement that started
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towards the end of the 60s continued to increase in the 70s. Some segregating groups
claimed that guerrilla warfare was the only solution to achieving a revolution in
Turkey.** The tendencies of armed struggle and guerrilla warfare became widespread,
especially among young militants between 1971 and 1972. After the military coup on
March 12, 1971, the radical socialist movements had become silent for three years
because all leftist political organizations were banned, and young leftist militants were

arrested by the military regime (Moreno, 1997, p.132).

The socialist movement in Turkey regained strength in the second half of the 1970s,
with the release of leftist organizations and union cadres with the 1974 amnesty. DISK
(The Revolutionary Confederation of Labour Unions) expanded its organizations with
thousands of members; the student youth movement struggled with the ultra-
nationalist militants; civil servants formed several mass organizations. Most of these
organizations were under the control of socialist organizations and parties (Moreno,
1997, p.134). On the other hand, the right extremist groups have also formed
organizations in the same period. Idealists, publicly known as Grey Wolves, have been
active in violent confrontations in universities since the 1960s. The most significant
characteristic of this armed extremist-right group is its organic relations with
Nationalist Action Party (MHP).

With the May Day massacre in 1977%° and the Kahramanmaras massacre in 1978,
the violent confrontations between leftist and right extremists became street politics.

While the attacks of extremist-right militants on the leftist groups were increasing,

14 Major groups supported guerilla warfare in this period are as follows:

TKP-ML-TIKKO (Communist Party of Turkey — Marxist-Leninist Revolutionary Workers’ and
Peasants’ Army of Turkey

THKP-C ( People’s Liberation Party-Front of Turkey)

THKO (People’s Liberation Army of Turkey)

15 See details in: https://www.nytimes.com/1977/05/02/archives/39-killed-in-fighting-at-may-day-
rally-in-istanbul-39-are-killed-in.html Retrieved on 11.22.2021

18 The attacks targeted Alevi population in Kahramanmaras. After one-week attacks, 111 Alevis were
killed and hundreds more injured. See details in:
https://www.rudaw.net/english/middleeast/turkey/29122013 and
https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/kahramanmarass-pain-of-39-years-889789 Retrieved on
12.22.2021
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there was dissensus among the leftist organizations regarding the armed struggle. As
a result, with the violent atmosphere extending to the streets, leftist groups lost their
legitimacy in the eyes of the masses, and the workers’ movement started to retreat

from the political struggle.

2.3.3. After 1980

By the 1980s, the main problems were increasing violence across the country, the
divisions that led to violent conflicts within the socialist left, and the economic crisis.
The army staged a coup on September 12, 1980, giving the "anarchy and chaos"
environment throughout the country as a justification. The 1980 military coup has a
notable place in the collective memory of society. It was not because the military
interventions were unusual for society; on the contrary, Turkey experienced military

interventions almost every ten years.

However, one can claim that the 1980 military coup was the most destructive one
regarding its impacts and scope. The military intervention in 1980 led by General
Kenan Evren abolished all political establishments and brought repressive measures
to limit fundamental rights such as freedom of speech, freedom of organization, and
the press. Political parties and a large number of politicians were banned from politics.
Both left and right movements suffered from illegal detentions, arrests, and

enforcement during this period.

Factors such as the increase in the state's intervention in the social sphere after
September 12 and the liberal policies that accelerated the free market economy with
the January 24 decisions led to structural change. The different interpretations of the
socialist movements on how to display a political attitude in the face of this change
have led to new divisions. In this period, issues such as the qualitative structure of the
state, the state-society relationship, the liberalization of the market, and how the
political struggle would be conducted were on the agenda of socialists. The difference
in interpretation of these issues deepened the separation of socialist left movements in
the 2000s (Sala, 2021, p.26).
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The history of the socialist movement in Turkey has witnessed many periods of rising
and falling. However, it would not be wrong to claim that none of them shook the
socialist movement as much as the 1980 military coup and caused sharp
transformations. This period has been a period when the left's relationship with the
masses was limited. Socialist movements that moved away from the action were
primarily published in magazines and newspapers and tried to continue their existence
through publications. As the political left moved from the “political sphere” to the
"intellectual/individual sphere,” it manifested itself as an intellectual curiosity rather
than a political outline. After 1980, the circle of the Birikim journal came to the fore
as a significant intellectual movement (Durgun, 2015, p.24).

In the 1990s, socialists began to enter the political struggle again through parties and
unions. Especially the weakening of the Soviets and the failure of real socialism caused
disappointment for the socialist movements. Intra-left debates about redefining
socialism were more intense. The popularization of the “new left” concept also
corresponds to this period. The developments and social movements in the national
and international arena in the late 80s led the socialist movement to evaluate itself on
a critical basis. With the restructuring policies of the USSR and the end of the Cold
War, the international system was on the verge of a major change. The worldwide
socialist movement entered into a process of unity and restructuring in parallel with
the end of the cold war conditions and the international disintegration of the socialist
movement. Some dynamics ignited a similar process in Turkey as well. Workers'
actions in the spring of 1989, the Kurdish movement, the feminist movement, and the
youth movement were important dynamics that emerged in the post-1980 period and
that the left of Turkey had to relate to. (Ongider, 2008, p.999-1001).

Socialists came together in 1989 in meetings with the theme of "unity among

socialists" held in Istanbul Kurucesme. Representatives of many legal and illegal

socialist groups attended these meetings. The Socialist Unity Party was established as

a result of these meetings. After the Constitutional Court dissolved this party, party

members joined the United Socialist Party. On the other hand, this party dissolved

itself in 1996 and joined the Freedom and Solidarity Party (ODP), which was founded
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as a result of these meetings (Sala, 2021, p.23-24). Ongider describes the consequences
of ODP as:

The failure of the ODP, as a unity and restructuring project that
covered a significant part of the socialist movement,
penetrated the accumulation of the left in the last quarter-
century by including its main currents and activated the
existing left potential to some extent, was the failure of the
left's serious breakthrough after 12 September. In fact, a
critical 10-year process that started in Kurugesme in the
summer of 1989, passing through various moments,
progressing in different organizational and political forms,
came to a point with the ODP and ended unsuccessfully

(Ongider, 2008, p.1003).

During this period, another important group within the Turkish socialist movement
was the Revolutionary-Left group, which saw itself as the natural heir of the THKP-
C. Revolutionary-Left founded the Revolutionary People's Liberation Party/Front
illegally in 1994. The concept of sacrifice (turning the body into a weapon), which is
the prominent political discourse of the DHKP-C, was embodied in prison resistances
and death fasts. With the prison resistances, 1984 death fasts, 1996 death fasts, and
death fasts initiated against the F-type isolation regime in 2000, the culture of sacrifice
has become the main political activity and political socialization mechanism of the
movement (Bora, 2017, p.686).

Apart from the new formations and divisions within the socialist movement after 1980,
new actors have also been included in the field of social movements in Turkey. The
first of these is the human rights movement. In 1986, the Association for Solidarity
and Assistance for the Relatives of Prisoners and Convicts (TAYAD) and the Human
Rights Association (IHD) were established. Continuing its activities under intense
pressure, TAYAD was established to carry out the struggle against the oppressive

attitude toward prisoners in prisons outside the prison. Bora (2017) argues that while
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trying to expose and prevent human rights violations, TAYAD does not adopt the
human rights philosophy that it defines as bourgeois. This stance of TAYAD stemmed
from its evaluation of human rights law as an achievement to be exploited in the war
between the revolutionaries and the power that captured them. (p.687). On the other
hand, although there are circles close to TAYAD's stance within the IHD, circles that
embrace human rights as a stand-alone struggle perspective emerged from the IHD.
According to Bora (2017),

Especially in the '90s, IHD, which inevitably focused on the
systematic gross violations of the state of the emergency
regime against the Kurdish people, while naturally increasing
the number of Kurdish victims-and-activists, was subjected to
pressure and attacks on the accusation of "Kurdishism."”
Nearly twenty—predominantly Kurdish—administrators and
members were killed, and Akin Birdal, the chairman between
1992-1999, survived an attack from which he returned from
the dead. In the meantime, IHD tried to explain constantly, in
the face of an uninterrupted statist-nationalist campaign, that
human rights should be claimed and defended against the state
‘inherently." On the other hand, it did not stay away from
advocating that the law of war is also binding on the armed
forces fighting the state, and condemning the PKK's attacks on
civilians (Bora, 2017, p. 687).

At this point, it is necessary to mention the relationship between the Turkish socialist
movement and the Kurdish movement. The rejection of Kurdish identity as the official
policy of the Republic resulted in the visibility of a Kurdish movement intertwined
with the workers' and student movements in the 1960s. At the end of the 1970s, the
PKK (Workers' Party of Kurdistan) stood out among other revolutionary and separatist
groups and adopted the Kurdish question as to its central political concern (Simsek,
2004, p.130-131). With the coup d'etat of September 12, 1980, new groups emerged
that adopted the methods of armed struggle, despite the prohibition of all kinds of
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separatist, extreme right, and extreme left ideologies and organizations. Increasing its
effectiveness in the 1980s, the PKK launched a guerrilla war against the Turkish state
and has remained the main point of departure within the Turkish socialist movement
since then. Bozarslan (2008) claims that in the 1990s, there was an irreversible break
between the Kurdish left and the Turkish left, despite some efforts to cooperate
(p.1196).

In addition to socialist groups criticizing the Kurdish movement, especially the PKK,
there were also socialist groups close to the Kurdish movement. However, the
transformation of the relationship between the Turkish left and the Kurdish movement
into a common ground movement that transcends both sides was only possible with
the Democratic People's Congress established in 2011. This platform consisted of a
number of leftist organizations and independent leftist, feminist, LGBTTQ+ groups
and individuals, apart from the Kurdish movement, which constitutes the main body.
HDK transformed into the Peoples' Democratic Party in 2013 (Bora, 2017, p.732).

Another important actor that has been influential in the field of social movements in
Turkey, especially since the 1980s, is the feminist movement. Although the history of
the women's movement dates back to the Ottoman period, within the scope of this
study, 1 will briefly touch upon the post-1980 feminist movement's relationship with
the socialist movement. According to Zihnioglu (2008), the period until 1980 was a
period when male chauvinism and militarism rose in Turkey, and the problems of
female workers were not even mentioned. Although the IKD, which was established
under the TKP, had an effect that broke sexism in 1975, it could not change the main
trend. The feminist movement, which was initially faced with denial, ridicule, and
accusation by the men of the left movement, was quickly adopted by socialist women
in the following years. The March Against Beating, organized by feminists in 1987,
has been an important milestone in the history of the feminist movement in Turkey.
With this march, which is accepted as the first outward street action after September
12, the feminist movement has a special place and importance as it is the first radical
movement to break the bans of the coup (Zihnioglu, 2008, p.1120-1127). The feminist
wave that started in the 1980s continued to gain strength in the 1990s. The feminist
57



movement, which became widespread with many components of the women's

movement in the 2000s, is one of the most critical social movements in Turkey today.

In addition to these, other important movements such as the anti-militarist movement,
the ecology movement, and the queer movement emerged and became massive in
Turkey's post-1980 period. While KAosGL, which was founded in 1994, developed
the critical and intellectual potential of the LGBTTQ+ movement in Turkey, the
environmental movement, which started to find a response in Turkey with the effect
of the green movement in the world, is effective in many areas from anti-HPP protests
to Anti-Nuclear platforms. On the other hand, the anti-militarist movement initiated
by the anarchists brought a critical attitude not only to the violence used by the army
and the state but also to the acts of violence within the left movement. It opened a new

political space in the field of social movements in Turkey.

On the other hand, the movement that had a significant impact on the socialist
movement after 1980 and other social movements in Turkey was the Gezi Uprising in
May/June 2013. The violent police intervention of the protest attempts against the
dismantling of Gezi Park in Taksim through an urban gentrification operation sparked
a public uprising. After a few days of fighting, Taksim turned into common life and a
permanent meeting place for about ten days. These protests, which constituted a
communal experience, ended with very violent police intervention (Bora, 2017, p.706-
707).

The anarchist movement in Turkey has emerged and mobilized within the field of
social movements described above. Oztan and Kartal (p.120) state that anarchists in
Turkey use their intellectual energies to criticize the left and evaluate different currents
of the left in one pot by making generalized comments about the left in Turkey. In
addition, the authors criticize anarchists for seeing the left movement as the reason for
the delay of anarchism in Turkey. On the other hand, according to Oztan and Kartal,
the intellectual effects of the anarchist movement in Turkey, combined with the

analysis of the new wave of oppositional politics brought by the post-modern era and
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changed the organizational characteristics of the oppositional discourse (p.120). The

authors continue as follows:

Many subjects, such as the horizontal organization model and
the principle of self-management, gained popularity on the
ground gained by anarchists. Many social movements in
Turkey, from anti-militarism to the LGBT and ecology
movement, have followed the path opened by anarchists and
have shown the possibility of another politics beyond the one
imposed by institutional politics...The political tension
between certain "left" circles and anarchists continued in the
1990s and 2000s. Today, the anarchist movement in Turkey is
still not very visible on the scale of oppositional discourses,
but it has the potential to offer new possibilities with its
accumulation. It should be noted that, although not directly,
the "anarchist" perspective of anarchism inspires today's new
opposition movements (Oztan & Kartal, 2014, p.121).

The history of the Turkish socialist movement continues to be both a point of departure
and a reference point for the new actors and new left groups that emerged in the field
of social movements, especially after the 1980s. For this reason, every discussion
about the emergence and organizational processes of the anarchist movement in
Turkey has to be associated with the Turkish socialist movement. In this section, the
purpose of my discussion of the crucial points in the Turkish socialist movement is to
try to explain how the anarchist movement emerged in a political environment, the
starting point of anarchist policy, and the main discussions in Turkey by placing the
anarchist movement in the context of social movements in Turkey. The historical
background presented in this section will make the discussions in the analysis section

more understandable.
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CHAPTER 3

METHODOLOGY

My curiosity about anarchism has begun with the 2008 Greece demonstrations.
However, my sociological interest in the organizing dynamics of anarchist groups in
Turkey had started with a specific case that | saw in a news article from 2001. The
title!” of the news article was quite interesting, claiming that the Turkish jurisdiction
approved anarchism. The news was about the trial of five people who distributed a
"No to Capitalism and War" leaflet at a rally in Usak on 1 December 2001.
Subsequently, they were sued for distributing leaflets and being members of an
organization called the "anarchist youth federation.”® The anarchists from Usak, who
were put on trial with up to five years in prison for alleged membership of an unarmed
terrorist organization according to the seventh article of the Anti-Terrorism Law, were
acquitted as a result of the trial. The news article claims that with the High Court of
Appeal’s approval of the court decision, anarchism was not included in the scope of

terrorism.

In another news report,? it is stated that after the information note sent by the General
Directorate of Security to the court, Tayfun Goniil, one of the writers of the Kara
Journal and one of the first conscientious objectors of Turkey, was summoned as a
witness to the court on the allegation that he was the leader of an illegal organization,

including the Usak anarchists. In the interview, Tayfun Goniil stated that it is a funny

7 https://www.gazetevatan.com/gundem/yargi-anarsizmi-onayladi-12002. Retrieved on 12.05.2021
18 https://bianet.org/bianet/insan-haklari/11925-dunyadan-izole-edildik. Retrieved on 12.05.2021

19 https://www.milliyet.com.tr/pembenar/anarsist-tanimi-hapisten-kurtardi-5219747 Retrieved on
12.05.2021
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situation that he is called as a witness by the court on the claim that he is the leader of
the organization, and he continued by saying that there can be no leadership in
anarchism. The news report claims that the definition of anarchism and Tayfun
Gonil’s statement in the court saved them from the prison sentence. This case is
noteworthy because it was the first confrontation between the anarchists and the
Turkish jurisdiction. Besides, the example above shows the ambiguous position of
anarchist organizations that becomes more visible when an anarchist organizing form

confronts the legal sphere.

For me, the whole judicial process of this case shows the conflicting but unique
characteristics of the anarchist movement in Turkey in terms of its organizing
dynamics. Moreover, the accusations of being a member of an unarmed terrorist
organization and the court's efforts to find "organization™ and "leader" are significant
in terms of understanding what the concept of “organization” means in the context of
Turkey. As another example that reinforces this situation, the 2006 report titled Turkey
and Terrorism prepared by the Union of Turkish Bar Associations explains the main
difference between anarchist groups and Marxist/Leninist/Maoist Left groups as the
absence of an organization founded by militants united around a purpose in anarchism
(Turkiye Barolar Birligi, 2006). More importantly, these examples indicate how vague

9% ¢

each one of the concepts “anarchist,” “organization,” and “anarchist organization” are

in the context of Turkey.

3.1. Background of the Methodology

Dealing with the methodological concerns related to this study was the major
challenging part of the process. The problem was how | should approach the research
subject to be able to explain the conditions that shaped the organizing practices of the
self-proclaimed anarchists within a historical process while avoiding locating
descriptions of respondents’ experiences at the center of the research. This study
searches for more than individual opinions and experiences; instead, it aims to explain
the conditions that affect the existence of all of these experiences within the specific

context.
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These concerns pushed me to enlarge the map of the connections, interactions, and
relations that produce the spatio-temporal context in which the anarchist/anarchist
groups emerged in contemporary society before starting my field research. Since the
primary motivation for studying this specific research subject was to explain the
grounds of the anarchist organizing practices in Turkey, contrary to describing the
experiences of individuals without explaining how they emerge as they do, | designed
this research as a case study with a methodology informed by the critical realist

approach.

Critical realism formulated by Bhaskar (1975) is a significant alternative to positivist
and interpretive paradigms in social research. Although | positioned myself as a
researcher in line with the ontological and epistemological assumptions of the critical
realist approach, the principles of the approach did not be used dogmatically. The main
reason for choosing this position for this thesis is its ability to explain historically
anarchist organizing practices in the context of Turkey by complementing the
qualitative data collected for the study with social movements literature. Before
presenting methods and techniques that | employ for this research, I briefly address
the main ontological and epistemological assumptions of the critical realist approach
since they affect the limits, design, and possibilities of this research. As it is not in the

scope of the study, I will not cover all philosophical foundations of critical realism.

The critical realist approach indicates a switch from epistemology to ontology within
philosophy. According to critical realism, the world exists independently from our
knowledge of it, but this world is more than just events and our experiences of them.
Despite the fact that our knowledge of the world is fallible, the critical realist
perspective holds that knowledge can be produced through the available discourses
and descriptions. The objective world exists independently from our perceptions,
imaginations, and languages; however, the critical realists acknowledge that the world
also contains subjective interpretations that influence the ways of experiencing and

perceiving this objective world (Edwards et al., 2014, p.3).
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On the other hand, critical realist ontology proposes that reality is stratified into three

domains: empirical, actual, and real (Bhaskar, 1975, p.56).

Domain of Empirical
Experiences (events that are
observed and experienced)

Domain of Actual
Events (observed and
unobserved) that are generated
by mechanisms when activated

Domain of Real
Structures and mechanisms that
can generate events

Figure 1. Three domains of reality. The figure is generated from “Real-izing
Information Systems: Critical Realism as An Underpinning Philosophy for
Information Systems.” by Mingers, J. (2002). Information and Organization, 14(2),
87-103.

As Figure 1 shows, the empirical domain of reality consists of the events that can be
observed and experienced by individuals, while the domain of actual consists of
observed or unobserved events generated by mechanisms. The domain of real
comprises mechanisms and causal powers that generate the events that constitute the
domain of empirical and actual. The real, in critical realism, does not imply a
privileged knowledge about the world. However, critical realists refer to two things by

the real:

First, the real is whatever exists, be it natural or social,
regardless of whether it is empirical object for us, and whether
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we happen to have an adequate understanding of its nature.

Secondly, the real is the realm of objects, their structures, and

powers. Whether they be physical, like minerals, or social like

bureaucracies, they have certain structures and causal powers,

that is capacities to behave in particular ways, and causal

liabilities or passive powers, that is susceptibilities to certain

kinds of change (Sayer, 2000, p.11).
The actual refers to the events that happened, whether they are observable to us or not
when the powers in the realm of real activated. On the other hand, the empirical
domain consists of our direct or indirect experiences. The empirical domain,
containing data and facts for scientific research, is “theory-laden” or “theory-

impregnated.” Therefore, all our conceptions about the empirical domain are

connected to theoretical explanations (Danermark et al., 2002, p. 20, 21).

For critical realists, the real can not be reduced to the experiences of individuals;
therefore, a research study guided by the critical realist approach has to direct its focus
on the mechanisms and causal relations that generate the diversity of experiences in
the empirical and actual domains (Parr, 2015, p.195). For critical realists, the reality is
a stratified, open system of emergent entities. The open system indicates that entities
interacting to cause events we observe cannot be studied in isolation from their

environment (Edwards et al., 2014, p.6).

Critical realism emphasizes that the social world is not a closed system like
laboratories but open to diverse possibilities of influences that can change
geographically and temporally in expected or unexpected ways. As the research is a
social practice (Sayer, 1992, p.16), it is significant for researchers to specify under
which conditions a social phenomenon emerges, which influences the ways of
approaching them. Therefore, critical realism defines a complex causality and a reality
that is not deterministic but contingent and emergent (Boonstra & Rauws, 2021, p.
306). Sayer argues that the emergence in critical realism characterizes the world, and

he continues:

that is situations in which the conjunction of two of more
features or aspects gives rise to new phenomena, which have
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properties which are irreducible to those of their constituents,

even though the latter are necessary for their existence (Sayer,

2000, p. 13).
As | discussed in detail in the Introduction chapter, the anarchist movement is a
relatively new phenomenon in Turkey. Its newness as a movement also refers to a
“historical emergence of a specific political activism”(Cresswell & Brock, 2017, p. 7).
Methodologically, this emergence emphasizes a “process of absenting absence,” as

Bhaskar explains as follows:

argument, change or the augmentation of ... freedom, which
depend upon the identification and elimination of mistakes,
states of affairs and constraints, or more generally ills — argued
to be absences alike ... dialectics depends upon the positive
identification and transformative elimination of absences.
Indeed, it just is ... the process of absenting absence (Bhaskar,

2008, 393 and 43 as cited in Cresswell & Brock, 2017).
What is important in this point is that the word anarchist always signifies a
troublemaker and deviant individual rather than a type of political activism in Turkey.
The process of the emergence of the anarchist movement in Turkey refers to the
emergence of “the anarchist” as a group of political activists. Therefore, the critical
realist approach also will guide this study to detect which transformative conditions

were met for the emergence of anarchist activism in Turkey at a specific period.

The ontological and epistemological assumptions of critical realism provide a solid
ground to employ a highly contextual methodology. The critical realist approach offers
a rationale for this thesis aiming to explain the conditions of anarchist organizing
practices in Turkey. Sayer claims that critical realist research is compatible with
various research methods (2000, p.19). However, he distinguishes between the
extensive research based on taxonomic groups and the intensive research based on
causal groups. While the extensive research focuses on formal relations of similarity,
intensive research searches for substantial relations of connection (Sayer, 1992,
p.243).
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Therefore, | decided to apply an intensive case study design for this study since the
case study provides sufficient tools for contextualized explanations that | seek to
understand the conditions of anarchist organizing practices in Turkey. Yin defines a

case study as:

an empirical inquiry that investigates a contemporary

phenomenon in depth and within its real-life context,

especially when the boundaries between phenomenon and

context are not clearly evident (2003, p.13).
Similarly, Easton emphasizes that the critical case study design allows the researcher
to understand a phenomenon in-depth and comprehensively (Easton, 2010, p.119). In
the case of social movements literature, this study investigates a highly focused system
of action of a single movement to explain how the processes of organizing anarchist
groups “are produced and reproduced or changed by examining their ongoing
interaction with other elements within the particular context” (Snow and Anderson,

1991, p.153).

For this study, | analyze the anarchist movement in Turkey as a single case to explain
what conditions influence the organizing practices of separate groups of activists in
relation to the specific contexts. Employing a case study design has several advantages
in various ways; as | mentioned above, however, it also has limitations. | will cover
the study’s limitations related to case study design at the end of the methodology

chapter.

Moreover, | chose semi-structured interviews for the data collection method since this
strategy has several advantages for the research subject. First, semi-structured
interviews allow analyzing respondents’ individual accounts of experiences to
generate explanations for the conditions in which social phenomena emerge in much
more flexible ways. Second, the semi-structured interview strategy has a great
advantage in research on “loosely organized, short-lived, or thinly documented social
movements” and in cases when gathering data through field observation and structured
questionnaires is not possible (Blee and Taylor, 2002, p. 93). This situation is relevant

for this research since anarchist movements in Turkey can be characterized by
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relatively short-lived organizations and initiatives. Finally, the semi-structured
interview strategy is quite useful when the respondents are high-risk activists, as in the
case of this study. Thanks to this interview strategy, building trust between the

interviewer and the respondents becomes easier.

3.1. The Rationale of the Selection of Social Group

The subject of the study necessitated a flexible strategy for the research sample. The
information of being an anarchist activist is not readily available to anyone. In some
cases, reaching individuals through trusted networks was not enough to convince
people to participate in the research. Before starting my field research, | had planned
to involve individuals who had been active in an anarchist organization between 1995
and 2005. My aim for setting this criterion for sampling was based on the assumption
that the characteristics of anarchist organizing had been consolidated between 1995
and 2000. However, during the field, | realized that this time limit was not
representative of the groups, organizations, and initiations within the anarchist

movement in Turkey.

Moreover, as finding respondents who wanted to participate in the research was
difficult, each potential participant was valuable for the study. For this reason, I
decided not to limit my sample in terms of the date of participation. During the field
research, | realized that enlarging the sample in terms of the date of involvement was
a fair trade-off since the last version of the sampling strategy revealed the whole
process of the anarchist movement in Turkey. Thus, as shown in Table 1, the date
range of the respondents’ involvement in anarchist organizing is between 1995 and
2014,

There are mainly two conditions for the sampling of respondents. The first one is that
all respondents have to be self-identified anarchist activists. The second criterion for
the sampling was the duration of the activism. Therefore, all respondents of the study
have been active as self-identified anarchist activists for at least a year. There is only

one exception related to the self-identification as an anarchist for one respondent, A4,
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who prefers to call himself an anti-authoritarian rather than an anarchist. Even though
he did not suit the first sampling criterion, | included him in the study due to his

involvement in the anarchist organizing processes.

Furthermore, there are no sampling conditions related to location. Although all groups
and organizations have been located in Ankara and Istanbul, the respondents were
living in different places when the interviews were conducted. The online video-
conference programs were used to conduct interviews with respondents living in other

cities or countries.

I conducted 18 semi-structured interviews with anarchist/anti-authoritarian activists
and one key informant interview with a respondent who was the only individual among
my sample who had experienced the period before 1995-2000. | preferred to conduct
a key informant interview with a different question set since some questions in the
previous question set are not relevant to the period before 1995. In addition, the
duration of field research lasted from 2019-2021 due to the Covidl9 pandemic

conditions.

In order to describe the commonalities and the differences of the research sample, |
added socio-demographic questions in the interview guide. At the initial stage of the
field research, | asked those questions to the respondents at the beginning of the
interview. However, | realized that asking personal questions about educational
background, occupation, and gender interrupted the interview process. It showed me
that the interview is a dynamic process; it can be interrupted if the order and the tone
of the questions are not formulated accordingly. Therefore, | decided to ask socio-

demographic questions at the end of the interview.

At the initial stages of the field research, my social network provided me to gain access
to potential respondents. As the field research process proceeded, the respondents who
participated in the study helped me reach new respondents. | preferred to use snowball
sampling to access new possible respondents rather than other techniques since it

allowed me to indirectly access the respondents’ networks.
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Table 1. The Profile of Respondents

The age
Date of of being
participatio | recruited
ninan inan
Resp(;ndent A;g Education | Occupation Ge:]de anarchist | anarchist
group organizin
g
Al 3p | Doctoral s o oloyed | Male | 2009 20
student
Bachelor’s Natural
A2 30 degree Building Queer | 2008-2009 17
(drop out) Expert
A3 Ny | Bachelor's |y, Female | 2009 NI
degree
AL |32 [PAREOTS| Adist | Male | 20082009 | 19
egree
A5 43 | Bachelor's | ppineer | Male 1995 17
degree
A6 43 GJad“ate NI Male 2001 23
egree
A7 37 University | Videographe Male 2005 21
student r
Graduate
A8 38 degree | Unemployed | Male 2000 17
(drop out)
Bachelor’s
A9 39 q Unemployed | Female 2001 19
egree
A0 | a4 | Associae’ | CVIL e T 2000 23
s degree Servant
Open Web
All 36 | Education Graphic Male 2009 24
Faculty Designer
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Table 2. (continued)

The age
Date of of being
participatio | recruited
. ninan in an
Resp(;ndent A;g Edur?atlo Occupation Ge?de anarchist | anarchist
group organizin
g
Graduate Research
AlL2 26 Student Assistant Male 2013 18
High Unemploye
A13 28 | School dp Y& Male 2013 20
Graduate
Al4 43 Bachelor Engineer Male 1999 21
s degree
Al5 42 | Bachelor Cook Male 1996 17
s degree
Al6 og | Bachelor” |- onter | Male 2014 21
s degree
AL7 37 Bachelor’ | Archeologis Queer 2008 24
s degree t
Al8 gy | Bachelor | NGO o oo NI NI
s degree worker
Al9 NI NI Publisher Male 1994 NI
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Table 1 displays, there are no dramatic differences between the educational
The age
Date of of being
participatio | recruited
ninan inan
Resp(;ndent A;g Education | Occupation Ge:]de anarchist | anarchist
group organizin
g
Al 3p | Doctoral s o oloyed | Male | 2009 20
student
Bachelor’s Natural
A2 30 degree Building Queer | 2008-2009 17
(drop out) Expert
A3 N | Bachelor’s |y, Female | 2009 NI
degree
Ad 32 |Bahelors | artist | Male | 20082009 | 19
egree
A5 43 | Bachelor's | ppineer | Male 1995 17
degree
A6 43 | Craduate NI Male 2001 23
degree
A7 37 University | Videographe Male 2005 21
student r
Graduate
A8 38 degree | Unemployed | Male 2000 17
(drop out)
Bachelor’s
A9 39 q Unemployed | Female 2001 19
egree
A0 | a4 | Associae’ | CVIL e T 2000 23
s degree Servant
Open Web
All 36 | Education Graphic Male 2009 24
Faculty Designer

backgrounds of the respondents. Almost all respondents have at least a bachelor's

degree or equivalent, except one high school graduate and one university dropout. In

terms of occupations, there is considerable diversity between respondents. While 4 of
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them were unemployed for the time interviews were conducted, the others have full-
time jobs. One respondent did not prefer to give information related to occupational

status, as shown in the above.

According to answers given to the gender question in the socio-demographic question
set, the number of respondents who identified themselves as queer is 2, as the female
is 2, and the male is 13. Thus, the research sample is male-dominated, which is one of
the limitations of the study that will be explained and discussed in the limitations

section at the end of the Methodology Chapter.

Another significant point for the research sample is the date on which respondents
were involved in an anarchist organizing form. According to related data gathered
from the respondents, it is seen that the first organization experience intensifies in
specific date ranges. That is, there are changes in the recruitment in the anarchist
movement with increases and decreases. In line with the concentration in these date
ranges, | defined four stages of the anarchist movement in Turkey, as can be seen in
Table 2.

Table 3. Stages of Anarchist Movement in Turkey

Stages Respondents
1986-1994 Al19
1995-2001 A5, A6, A8, A9, Al10, Al4, A15
2002-2009 Al, A2, A3, A4, A7, All, Al7, Al8
2010-2015 Al2, Al13, Al6

This classification is significant to gain a better understanding of how the anarchist
movement in Turkey has changed over time and what caused these changes.

Accordingly, only one respondent became an anarchist activist between 1986-1994
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that can be defined as the first stage of the anarchist movement in Turkey. A significant
increase in the number of respondents who engage in an anarchist organizing form can
be observed in the second stage, between 1995 and 2001. In the third stage, between
2002-2009, the number of respondents who became anarchist activists is the same as
the second stage, while a considerable decrease can be observed at the last stage. In
the Analysis Chapter, I will explain this diversity in the involvement in anarchist
activism concerning the conditions and structures that generate differentiation in

concentration.

3.2. The Selection Criteria of Journals Reviewed

The access to data was relatively limited for this study, so that I planned to add a
second unit of analysis for the research. From the initial stages of the anarchist
movement in Turkey to today, several journals, newspapers, and fanzines have been
published by the anarchist groups or individuals. These journals and fanzines generally
have been published aperiodically. | gathered these publications from an anthology of
anarchist publications edited by Can Baskent (2011, 2012), different online blogs,
libraries, archives, and also personal archives provided by some respondents of the

study.

To find discussions related to organization problems, | reviewed 13 publications: 4 of
them fanzines, 2 of them newspapers, and 7 of them are journals. | selected five
journals among them to further review for all available issues. | concentrated on
articles discussing topics like how an anarchist organization should or should not be
and which organizing form is the most appropriate one for anarchists in Turkey.
Finally, I chose seven articles from five journals for analysis. As Table 3 shows below,
the date of publications of journals varies from 1988 to 2005. | did not determine a
time criterion for the publication date; however, | noticed that the discussions related

to organizing issues concentrated on a specific time period.
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Table 4. The Profile of Articles Analyzed for the Study

Orgiitlenme Sorunu

No:1

Journal Article Date of Publication Author
Amargi Neden Otonom? No:7 Anonym
Amargi Neden Otonom? Il Janu;rglﬂl 994 Anonym
Apolitika Otogﬁ?;;i;gam AUQIl\JISC')t:% 994 Yiikselen Umut
Apolitika Cl(likglll;ﬂﬁ?sslllim AUQIl\JISC')t:% 994 Hizir Yetis
Ates Hirsiz1 Igz(l)llg‘l];;’osrli?;’ April-l\l\l/é a>6/ 2004 Giin Zileli
Proleter Teori-A Nedg?g;zglﬁglyla Decerlzké(:ei 2005 Anonym
Journal Article Date of Publication Author
Efendisiz Toplumsal November 1988 Osman Konur

Table 4. (continued)

3.3. Limitations of the Study and Implications with Further Research

The Covid 19 pandemic was the first limit of this study. Due to the pandemic

conditions and quarantine measures, it was impossible to meet with the participants

initially, but online interviews could be started in the following months. I think it is

more advantageous to have face-to-face interviews, especially in this study, where the

participants are high-risk activists. It has been more challenging to provide an

environment where participants can easily convey their experiences in online

interviews. In addition, the widespread and strong security culture among anarchist

74




activists, their suspicion of online tools used in the interview phase, and their desire to

get extra online security are among the factors affecting this situation.

This brings me to the second limit of the study. The subject of the study and the interest
group creates a limitation for the study. | interviewed people who had been active in
anarchist organizations at some point in their lives, based on their past experiences.
The fact that the participants were generally not active in any anarchist formation in
the current situation caused them to respond positively to the invitation to meet.
However, the main problem was reaching these people. People often choose not to
express their anarchist identity unless they are openly organized. Reaching people who
were active in different periods of the nearly 35-year anarchist movement or had

organizational experience was a complicated process, especially in the early stages.

Accordingly, the third limit of the study is the inability to reach socio-demographic
participant diversity. While the majority of the participants stated their gender as male,
the number of female and LGBTTIQ participants was limited. Another diversity
problem of the study is education. Almost all of the participants are university
graduates. Non-university graduates, on the other hand, are generally those who started
university but dropped out. In this sense, there was no diversity in terms of the
educational background of the participants. On the other hand, although it is not correct
to say that the study participants represent the entire anarchist movement, this may
provide us with an idea about the anarchist activist profile in Turkey. Although it is a
tentative interpretation that needs confirmation, it can be said that the anarchist
movement in Turkey consists of male-dominated, with high-educational level, middle

or middle-upper class individuals.

In addition, interviewing activists who were politically active and carried out
propaganda activities made it difficult at times to draw the axis of the conversation
from personal opinions to experiences. This situation sometimes led to the extension
of the interviews up to two or three hours. During the interview, it was more functional
in such cases to advance the interview through events and concepts rather than using

a fixed set of questions. This made me realize that doing research is a social practice
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and that the most challenging and also the most playful part of the interview technique
is being able to ask the right questions to grasp the interviewee's experiences.
However, fortunately, not all interviewees hesitated to share their experiences. In fact,
off-the-record interviews were held as well as recorded interviews with the approval
of the interviewees. Although off-the-record data were not included in the study, they

were helpful in forming a broader perspective on the anarchist movement for me.

The last limitation of the study is one of the main problems that the research focuses
on: organization. “Orgiit,” which is the Turkish translation of the word organization,
is a word with negative connotations in Turkish society. In this case, the language used
by the state and governments also has an effect. On the other hand, the word
organization is also a word with negative connotations for some anarchist groups. The
“orglit” is defined as a hierarchical and authoritarian structure pointing to the classical
left organizations. While anarchist activists used words such as formation and
initiative, they used the word “orgiit” during the interview when they talked about a

hierarchically organized structure.

Despite all these limitations, this study has enabled me to make an alternative reading
of the last 35 years of Turkey from the perspective of a movement that has remained
marginal in terms of numbers and influence. While focusing on the periods of the
Turkish anarchist movement, which is part of the study, I indirectly focused on critical
periods and points related to recent Turkish history and the field of social movement
in Turkey. As | mentioned above, this research, which I tried to do on a marginalized
group in terms of numbers and effects, was influential in seeing different layers of

social and political reality.
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CHAPTER 4

ANALYSIS:

THE ORGANIZATIONAL DYNAMICS OF THE ANARCHIST MOVEMENT
IN TURKEY

“It is not a definition that can be made once and for all, put in a safe and
considered a patrimony to be tapped little by little. Being an anarchist does not
mean one has reached a certainty or said once and for all, “There, from now
on, | hold the truth, and as such, at least from the point of view of the idea, |
am a privileged person” [...] Anarchism is not a concept that can be locked up
in a word like a gravestone.” (Alfredo M. Bonanno, The Anarchist Tension,
1996).2°

In this study, | aim to explain the organizational dynamics of the anarchist movement
in Turkey. To be able to achieve this end, | believe that it is necessary to approach the
anarchist movement from different angles. First, 1 discuss in which conditions
anarchist activism emerged in Turkey. The social and political environment after the
1980 military intervention created spaces for former leftists to generate discussions
related to the authoritarian tendencies of the socialist movement and the potential of

anarchism to overcome these problems.

Second, | focus on the strategies of framing of anarchist movement by analyzing the
discussions related to organizational problems in the anarchist periodicals. I claim that
the anarchist periodicals and the strategic frames they develop are influential in terms

of determining major organizational tendencies in the anarchist movement in Turkey.

20 Retrieved on 25.04.2022 from www.geocities.com
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In the next part of the chapter, | determine the significant events that produce favorable
or detrimental conditions for the mobilization process of the anarchist movement in
Turkey. | claim that the anarchist movement as a conjunctural movement emerged in
the second half of the 1980s, and its mobilization processes with ups and downs and
the organizational tendencies of anarchist groups became meaningful within the social,

political, and cultural conditions in the history of Turkey.

Third, I try to explain the diversity of organizational forms in the anarchist movement
in Turkey by concentrating on the experiences of self-proclaimed anarchist activists.
My main claim is that anarchist organizations can be defined as partial organizing in
terms of their divergencies from the formal organizational structures. After zooming
in on the strategies adopted in the processes of organizing, such as participation,
resourcing and task and resource allocation, and decision-making and control
mechanisms, | discuss the main characteristics of the process of organizing anarchist
organizations in Turkey. As partial organizations, the anarchist organizations can
differ in terms of differences in maintaining social order based on the elements of

participation, direct democracy and social control, and autonomy and mutualism.

Lastly, | focus on the primary debates in the anarchist movement. | identify three main
discussions related to the organizational practices of anarchist organizations and the

relations between anarchist movements with other social movements.

4.1. Anarchist Movement in Turkey

4.1.1. The Emergence of the Anarchist Movement in Turkey

Before discussing the organizational dynamics of the anarchist movement in Turkey,
I have to deal with why the anarchist movement and activism emerged in the second
half of the 1980s. Today, having a 35-years history, the anarchist movement has
different generations of self-proclaimed activists and considerable visibility in the field

of social opposition in Turkey.

As Cresswell and Brock (2017) argue for emerging political activism, replacing an

absence with a presence, “some transformational conditions historically” must be
78



realized. (p.10). The authors approach this question through the category of absence
coined by Bhaskar, claiming that the category of absence has the potential to explain
the emergence of particular political activism. Through the reading of the emergence
of specific types of political activism, they identify social movement activism as
dialectical praxis, which refers to a process of absenting absence. (p.10). If anarchist
activism is a dialectical praxis, which transformational conditions occurred to present

an absence in the society?

For the scope of this study, it is significant to focus on what transformational
conditions historically had to be met for the emergence of anarchist activism in
Turkey. We can determine 1986, the publication date of the Kara journal, as the
milestone of the anarchist movement in Turkey. However, it was not an isolated
moment in the history of the social opposition in Turkey, and therefore the anarchist
movement did not emerge ex nihilio. The absence of libertarian/anarchist politics in

Turkey was mentioned in Kara Manifest as follows:

It was not easy to publish such a journal as Kara in Turkey.

First, 'KARA' is a manifestation of a social movement, theory,

that is, libertarian thought and movement, which is not in

Turkey's past, does not occupy a place and is unknown or

known from the mouth of its enemies. However, despite

everything, Turkey is still a country of people who love

authority (Kara, 1987, No:10).
In this part of the thesis, first, 1 will try to address the presence of the anarchist
movement in Turkey by utilizing the political process approach. Political opportunities
provide conditions that increase or prevent the mobilization of social movements.
According to Tarrow, “contention increases when people gain the external resources
to escape their compliance and find opportunities in which to use them.” (1998, p.71).
On the other hand, McAdam (1982) argues that political opportunity structure,
indigenous organizational strength, and cognitive liberation are three major factors that
are significant in emerging social movements. | discuss how these factors affected the

emergence of the anarchist movement in Turkey. To be able to determine which
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conditions affect the emergence and mobilization of the anarchist movement in

Turkey, | focus on country-specific opportunities.

The category of country-specific implies those opportunities at the nation-state level.
This approach has pitfalls since focusing on the nation-state level might cause
reductionism, especially for the movements like anarchist movements, which are
defined outside of the political institutions. Nevertheless, | argue that, despite the risk
of reductionism, the country-specific opportunities are significant as the nation-states
still have a specific power to define the conditions for the mobilization of social
movements. In addition to this, focusing on the country-specific conditions enables me

to limit the scope of the study and cling to the direction of the analysis.

Among the study participants, only one participant can be defined as the first
generation of anarchist activists in Turkey. Because of various constraints, | could not
conduct interviews with other first-generation self-proclaimed anarchist activists. |
benefited from the interviews made with first-generation anarchist activists, especially
with the writers of Kara journal and articles written by the first-generation anarchists.

When | focus on these interviews and articles, increasing state repression of the
socialist movements after the military intervention in 1980 was the foremost
“opportunity” for the emergence of the anarchist movement in Turkey. This situation
might seem contradictory since a decrease in the mobilization of social movements
when the state repression increase can be expected from the political opportunity
perspective. However, the fragmented field of social movements after the dissolution
of the socialist movement opened the place for the emergence of the anarchist

movement. Ufuk Ahiska (2014) explains this situation as follows:

There must be the effect of coincidence, but the reason why so
many people have started to take similar paths independently
of each other is obviously the great defeat of the ‘80 Coup. It
emerged overnight that the left opposition, which was so
bulging, was ineffective (as cited in Soydan, 2014, p.83).
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Although ideologically, anarchism signifies a withdrawal from the existing political
systems, the movement’s trajectory depends upon the changes in the political
processes. In the 1970s, when the socialist movement was stronger enough to mobilize
a considerable amount of masses, a political orientation like anarchism could not find
a ground to emerge. One of the respondents is a first-generation self-proclaimed
anarchist who explains the situation of the socialist movement before the 1980 military

coup.

The youth movement, called the 68/78 generation in Turkey,
entered the ideological hegemony of Marxism. The years
immediately after 68 were the years when the socialist
movement in Turkey was at its most lively. Like many of my
anarchist friends, | was an advocate of Marxist thought before
embracing anarchism. But the political group | belonged to
advocated a less fanatical—perhaps eclectic—interpretation of
Marxism than its light to dark hues. This partial originality
gave us the courage to move the stone laid by the masters who
shaped the architecture of thought. As a matter of fact, as |
eliminated the figures in the hierarchy of thinkers, | remember
being alone with Marx (A19, NI, Male).

As it is discussed in the Literature Chapter and the respondent argues, there was a
hegemony of the socialist left, especially Stalinist and Leninist groups. Even
Trotskyism was not a common ideological standpoint within the socialist left. After
the violent environment of the 1970s, the military staged a coup on September 12,
1980, on the grounds of so-called "preventing anarchy™ and "preserving peace in
society." While the military government was maintaining peace in the society, 18
people were executed, and 171 people were killed in tortured interrogations after the
coup (Bora, 2017, p.681). My first-generation participant, a former member of a

socialist group, addresses his experiences during the military intervention period,

Then, the army, which had watched the situation for about ten
years, put on its bayonet and seized not only the state apparatus
but also social life. Thus, the social opposition lost its political
position and all its opportunities up to that time, all the
relationships it had, and everything, including its political
presence in most places. The martial law, which started earlier
and continued on September 12, lasted seven years. For me,
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September 12 meant the usurpation of every area of social life

and social life by force, just like today. It should also be noted

that in those days when the military state tried to destroy not

only political existence but also the slightest hope for change

or revolution, tens of thousands of people who were

imprisoned in prisons put aside their intellectual differences

and tried to survive against this monopoly of violence (A19,

NI, Male).
With the military coup of September 12, 1980, the socialist movement was suppressed
entirely. It was almost impossible for the socialist organizations, which had already
been divided among themselves before September 12, to quickly recover after the coup
due to the conditions of the period. On the other hand, after 1980, Turkey entered a
period of change both economically and politically. The previous arguments of the
socialist left were no longer sufficient to constitute a viable political alternative.
Furthermore, significant human resources of the socialist cadre were either in prison
or abroad. The lack of members with the organizational experience was another

obstacle for the socialist movement to re-organize after the military coup.

The anarchist movement emerged in Turkey when the socialist movement was
repressed by the 1980 military coup and lost its hegemony in oppositional politics. It
was common in some socialist circles to blame new movements, especially anarchist
and feminist movements, for being the ideology of defeat and petty-bourgeoisie
tendencies since those movements became influential within the existent socialist
groups after the 1980 military coup. A19 describes the period when the discussions
related to the September 12 defeat of the socialist left started and the attitudes of the

socialists on newly emerged anarchist politics in Turkey.

Although the emergence of the phenomenon that can be called
the anarchist movement in the 1980s has something to do with
the September 12 defeat, this cannot be explained by the
"defeated mood," as the left argues. The Turkish left was only
able to open up to the West and Europe after 12 September.
Exiled revolutionaries met with different realities of the world.
New perspectives, interpretations, and translations began to
shake the old orthodox understanding. Significant changes
began in the left groups as well. Of course, that was up to a
point. The old left generations were content to get rid of Stalin
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and partly Lenin in this process. The presence of the feminist

movement on the street was also realized in this period. The

effect of September 12 on this is limited to the fact that the left,

which is focused on the goal of revolution, stumbles

disastrously, scattering it all over the world and confronting

other facts, especially its own history (A19, NI, Male).
Indeed, the negative attitude of socialists towards the nascent anarchist movement was
not only due to the emergence of the anarchist movement as an oppositional alternative
to the socialist movement in the field of social opposition. The official history of the
communist movement, written by the Soviet Union and especially by Stalin,
demonizes everything except the Marxist interpretation of communism and labels
them as class-divisive reactionary movements. Therefore, this negative attitude of the
Turkish socialist movement, which has been ideologically fed by the Soviet Union

from its earliest days, towards anarchism is not surprising.

Anarchists existed then, but these were people who had

nothing to do with politics, evil people who were tearing the

International apart. Here Marx cursed, | don't know, Stalin said

anarcho-syndicalists are wrong, these are the references for us.

You don't know them, and you have an opposition to them

without knowing them. That's what | thought, but on the other

hand, the things we're discussing are somewhat more similar

to those of anarchists (Al4, 43, Male).
Despite the avoidance of anarchists from formal political institutions and processes,
the opportunities and constraints that occurred in nation-state-level political processes
indirectly influenced the emergence of the anarchist movement in Turkey. In the
context of Turkey, the underlying mechanism that fostered the presence of anarchist
activism was the dissolution of the socialist movement after the 1980 military coup.
However, it is inconvenient to establish a direct cause and effect relationship between
the military coup and the emergence of the anarchist movement. As McAdam (1982)
argues, major social processes do not directly affect the emergence of social
movements but indirectly influence their emergence by transforming the existing
power relations (p. 40-41). In line with this argument, I claim that if a specific
movement has hegemonic power over the entire field of social opposition, the existing
movement must lose power or disintegrate in order for new movements to emerge as
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alternatives to this movement. It is the case for the emergence of the anarchist
movement in Turkey. The 1980 military coup did not directly affect the emergence of
the anarchist movement but indirectly by restricting the hegemonic power of the

socialist groups in the opposition social field in Turkey.

The prohibition of socialist organizations with the military coup and the general defeat
of the left movement caused some socialists to enter a self-critical process towards the
past and their own organizations. The fact that the anarchist movement in Turkey
emerged from the socialist movement as an objection to the authoritarian tendencies
of socialist politics can be understood from the fact that almost all of the first
generation anarchists were former socialists. At this point, the influence of existing
networks among former socialists and the intellectual socialist magazine circles that
gained momentum after the 1980s should not be overlooked. One of my participants
describes this "coming from the left-wing" situation of first-generation anarchists as

follows:

Of course, the originality of that period is that most anarchists
had taken part in the left movements before, then had other
discussions and described themselves as anarchists. But
everyone's anarchism is different. | still have all the political
cores of the tradition | came from. My view on the Kurdish
question is not anarchist; it is the leftist tradition | was brought
up in. So is my view on the question of religion. In fact, we
used to have such a joke as “Kivileimct1 Anarsist,” “Kurtuluscu
Anarsist,” “Dev-Yolcu Anarsist,” and so on. Because
everyone was there with the praxis from the past, with what
they have learned in their previous socialist organizations
(Al4, 43, Male).

Another factor that fed the process of emergence of anarchist activism was the
relations with the people who fled abroad because of political concerns after the 1980
military intervention. Moreover, the first anarchist periodicals were published by those
people in Germany. Zileli and Ozkaya (2008) argue that the first anarchist activities
and publications in the early 1980s emerged even before Turkey, especially among the
political immigrant communities of Turkish and Kurdish origin, who escaped from the

September 12 military intervention and took refuge in Germany (p.1161). The first
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anarchist Turkish publication was Anarko, published in Tiibingen in November 1981,
and also Liberter Publishing, founded in Cologne in 1987, has published anarchist
books. Another group emerged in the 1990s in Britain. This formation, which used the
name 5™ of May Group and also stated that it is a part of the British movement, has
done translations published in Turkey. (p.1162). Another participant of the study

explains the degree of the relations with the individuals who lived in other countries,

There was a May 5 libertarian group in England. They were an

immigrant group of 7-8 people. There was communication

with them, yes. For example, when Kaos Publishing was first

established, The People Armed was either the second or the

third book published by the Kaos. They (5 May Group)

translated that book and sent it here. The book was printed

here. | remember, for example, that book came to our house in

a parcel. Because there was no distributor again, we distributed

books (A5, 43, Male).
The relationship between the self-proclaimed anarchists living abroad with the
anarchists in Turkey was not limited to the introduction of anarchist literature. Still,
also they provided support and a sense of community across borders. However, it was
not peculiar to the anarchist movement in Turkey. Altena (2016) shows that anarchist
immigrants in the 19" century were significant in terms of forming transnational ties
in the anarchist networks. (p.40). In a similar vein, the immigrant anarchists played an
essential role in accelerating the diffusion of anarchist literature in Turkey by
constructing informal networks between Turkey and Europe. Moreover, the existence
of the pre-established relations between former leftists who were estranged from the
socialist movement after the 1980 military intervention served as a basis for the
proliferation of the discourses in the social-oppositional field and the emergence of the
new movement actors in Turkey. Therefore, it is possible to argue that even though
the anarchist movement did not have indigenous organizational structures that could
be based on specific social groups, the pre-established relations between former
socialists provided an intellectual baseline for the emergence of the anarchist

movement in Turkey, especially in its initial stages.
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It cannot be determined underlying social grievances that led to the emergence of
anarchist activism. Still, the grievances of the first-generation anarchist activists are
related to the methods and structures of the socialist organization that they were
participants in once. When | asked my first-generation participant to describe the
process he encountered with anarchist ideas and how he decided to be defined himself
as an anarchist during the interviews, he described the process after the 1980 military
intervention as the re-evaluation of socialist ideas. The participant explains his

questioning process after the 1980 military intervention as follows:

In this stagnation period, which each of the socialist left
versions defines in its own way and some call it a defeat, some
retreat, and some call it a period of waiting, | also had the
opportunity to review what was going on as a person, as well
as review myself. | was asking myself simple questions. What
did we want? Where would we go if September 12 hadn't cut
our way? ...Simply put, we wanted the short straw to get its
due from the long straw. But when we look at the programs,
statutes, and our entire history of struggle, we want the short
straw to dominate. We, who were against class domination,
would put an end to the domination of the property-owning
class and bring the propertyless class to power and make it
dominant. Thus, the concepts of power and sovereignty
appeared before me with dimensions that | had never thought
of before. As a handful of people who set out with huge masses
for the right of the short straw, with what right would we
manage all the straws in the name of the short straw, without
saying long or short? Basic concepts such as state, power,
administration, sovereignty, authority, and hierarchy occupied
my mind for a long time, which naturally opened the way for
a mental transformation. If you list these concepts one after the
other in terms of their meanings, your antidote will be anarchy.
This is how my anarchy began (A19, NI, Male).

The 1980 military intervention and the defeat of the socialist movement led some
leftists to question their experiences. Similarly, the questioning process of my
respondent has started by criticizing the concepts such as authority, dominance, and
hierarchy related to the socialist movement in Turkey. The anarchist movement in

Turkey did not emerge outside the socialist movement and organizations but against

the socialist movement, not the state or its institutions at first. It does not mean that the
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only agenda of the anarchist movement in Turkey is anti-socialism; however, the
characteristic that determined the emergence of anarchist politics is the ideological

break from the socialist movement.

On the other hand, as we have learned from the interviews with Kara writers in Baris
Soydan’s book (Anarchism in Turkey: 100 Years of Delay, 2014), some periodicals
were published before the 1980 military coup were influential for the first generation
of anarchists to challenge their socialist background. Tayfun Goniil states that the anti-
Stalinist journal Birikim and the Toplumcu Diisiin journal were influential intellectual
sources before the military coup. (2014, p.84). Goniil narrates his turning point after

the military coup as follows

But the turning point for me was my meeting with Tanil Bora.

His writings on the alternative movement in Germany were

influential. A book by Necmi Zeka was published about the

alternative movement [Alternative Movement in West

Germany]; at that time, news from the Greens began to come

to Turkey. We were very impressed. Then, together with Tanil

Bora, we started to publish Yeni Olgu magazine. It is the first

youth magazine after September 12. Interestingly, one wing of

this consisted of former Aydmlik. By the way, I'm a former

member of the Aydinlik group... Whoever was around at that

time came together (2014, p.85).
Yeni Olgu magazine also led to the spread of a political discourse based on an
alternative life. Itaka Cultural Center, which was opened after the publication of the
magazine, has turned into a commonplace where people with different ideas come
together. Goniil describes the significance of the Itaka for the development of the
alternative discourse in the social-oppositional field after 1980 in Turkey. “Many firsts
come out of Itaka. For example, the first women's circle meetings were held in Itaka.
The first petition against nuclear power plants came from Itaka. The commune life that

made a mess at that time is the origin of Itaka”(Soydan, 2014, p.86).

As a result, the field in which the anarchist movement entered in the second half of the
1980s was fragmented after several socialist organizations were banned and leftists

were arrested by the military. The emergence of the anarchist movement was not only
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a result of the purposive actions of the individuals. It was a product of a process in
which some leftists started to criticize the authoritarian tendencies of the socialist
movement that were not questioned before the 1980 military intervention. It can be
claimed that the anarchist movement in Turkey is a conjunctural movement regarding
its emergence in the second half of the 1980s with the dissolution of the socialist
movement by the repression of military intervention. However, as Kriesi (1991)
argues, political opportunity structures are not constant, “they may shift over time, as

a result of factors that are not controlled by the actors involved (p. 3).

For the following periods of the anarchist movement in Turkey, shifts in the
opportunity structures have influenced the social, economic, and cultural resources
available for the self-proclaimed anarchist activists. Therefore, the emergence of
anarchist activism coincides with the process of dissolution of the socialist movements
in Turkey and the increasing state repression; however, its growth as a movement has

been influenced by several other circumstances.

4.1.2. Framing a Movement: Anarchist Periodicals and Organizing

Formulations

A key question for the emergence of a new movement is which conditions explain the
organizing dynamics of the movement. As the social reality is complex and multi-
layered, individual interpretations and frames related to social processes are worth
considering for the sake of a comprehensive analysis. For the scope of this study, the
analysis of organization discussions presented in the anarchist periodicals in different
periods will provide a base for understanding the experiences of activists. The
discussions related to anarchist organizing concentrated mainly on the purpose of
anarchist organizing, different perspectives of organizing, and methods for organizing

an anarchist movement in the context of Turkey.

The first generation of anarchist activists who published Kara journal were members
of left-socialist organizations before the 1980 military intervention. Their questioning

of the leftist organizations in Turkey pushed them to come together. The process of
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gatherings and discussions resulted in establishing Sokak Publishing. In this period,
various books related to critiques of Marxism and the history of anarchism have been
published. The translation of the anarchist literature into Turkish prepared the ground
for anarchist periodicals. Ahmet Kurt narrates in an interview that they connected with
anarchists in Europe to reach documents and books on anarchism. This period is
significant in introducing the anarchist literature in Turkey and producing intellectual
ground for further generations of anarchist activists (as cited in Baskent, 2011, p.11).
As Soydan mentions in his book on anarchism, the Kara journal attracted considerable

attention at the time of its publication.

The magazine was published by a group of young people who

moved away from Marxism in the "atmosphere of defeat" after

the 1980 Coup. Editor-in-Chief, Ahmet Kurt, says that the

number of visitors to the office never exceeded 30. In contrast,

Kara was selling close to a thousand units. A significant part

of the readers were revolutionaries in prisons. But, as Ali

Kurek points out in this book, there was a wide range of

readers, including Islamists (2014, p.79).
As being the first anarchist/libertarian periodical, Kara journal has an important place
in the history of the anarchist movement in Turkey. Kara writers have focused on
various subjects such as the LGBTTI+ movement, critique of science and education,
opposition to waged work, and critiques of Marxist organization principles that had
been rarely discussed in a media outlet in Turkey until that day. However, the
discussions on how an anarchist movement should be organized were limited in Kara

journal.

In the 10" issue of Kara journal, a Black Manifest was published to clarify some
misunderstandings about Kara's perspectives. In this manifest, Kara journal was
defined as an anti-militarist, anti-sexist, social revolutionist, and libertarian media
outlet. The standpoint of first-generation anarchists on the organization question is
apparent in this manifest. Although Kara journal did not aim to create a libertarian
movement in Turkey, the writers proposed a particular form of organizing.

Accordingly, Kara Journal:
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proposes decentralized, directly democratic, horizontal
organizations and federative styles consisting of autonomous
units, without bureaucrats and professionals, not based on a
representation system, to those movements emanating from
partial areas of life such as student, worker, gender. The
intersection of these areas will only be possible if they achieve
common social targets with their demands (Kara, 1987,
No:10).

Through these sentences, it is pretty clear that Kara journal was not an attempt to
initiate a libertarian/anarchist movement in Turkey; however, it was a starting point
for evaluating the potential of alternative forms of organizing for those who were
disappointed after the 1980 military intervention. It is not surprising that the first
instances of the anarchist movement’s presence resulted from the questioning of
former leftists regarding authoritarian tendencies within left socialist organizations in
Turkey since all these critiques made by the first-generation anarchists were directed
towards the organizational forms of the socialist movement. Publication of Kara
journal is also significant for the first generation of self-proclaimed anarchists in
Turkey. My respondent describes the place of Kara in the anarchist movement in

Turkey and his own activist biography:

Kara became a magazine that affected me, like many others,
and changed my perspective. More importantly, | was unaware
of the existence of anarchist thought anywhere in the world.
According to my socialist thoughts and knowledge, which 1
had received until that day, anarchism was "swept into the
dustbin of history"” even in Bakunin's time. Now, Kara has
reached me like a messenger who concretely shows that both
anarchism and anarchists survived after the Spanish revolution
and that there could be an option on the road to social freedom.
However, | was able to meet the friends in Kara after Kara was
closed. I was not present during the publication of the journal.
From the eyes of a reader who is moving away from Marxism,
some of the observations and criticisms | made afterward were
also inconsequential. Kara became a distinctive, eye-opening
voice that shunned fanatical bias, embodied in every color of
anarchism (A19, NI, Male).

Between 1986 and the first half of the 1990s was dominated by anarchist/libertarian
periodicals publishing. Periodical publishing has been a common method for different
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anarchist activist circles to propagate their perspectives during the following years.
These periodicals functioned as an introduction to anarchist literature and also
discussions related to anarchist theory and practice. Among these numerous
discussions, debates on anarchist organizing forms and methods have specific
significance for this study. As | explained in detail in the Methodology Chapter, five
periodicals were selected to analyze how the discussion of anarchist organizing was

presented in these journals.

The analysis of the discussions related to the anarchist organizing issued in these
periodicals will provide a ground for analyzing the experiences of anarchist activists
since all these discussions reflect a functional differentiation between groups and
organizational forms. The articles to be analyzed in this part of the thesis were
published between 1988 and 2005. As the first self-proclaimed anarchist organization
Anarchist Youth Federation (AGF), was founded in 1998, it can be claimed that the
anarchist periodicals provided an intellectual infrastructure for anarchist organizations
and groups during the following years. Most importantly, these periodicals were
attempts to develop a framework to determine the main social conflict to channel the

anarchist movement.

At this point, it is helpful to ask how these periodicals interpreted Turkey's social,
political, and cultural atmosphere and what issues they offered for organizing an
anarchist movement. These questions can be answered by focusing on how organizing
issues were discussed in these periodicals. Periodicals published by self-proclaimed
anarchists reflect the heterogeneity of the anarchist groups within the movement and
also the diversity of frames developed by these groups. Some articles in these
periodicals aim to mobilize groups against particular social problems and propose
different organizational types specific to the context of Turkey. As Benford and Snow

(2000) claim, participants of the movement,

negotiate a shared understanding of some problematic
condition or situation they define as in need of change, make
attributions regarding who or what is to blame, articulate an
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alternative set of arrangements, and urge others to act in

concert to affect change (p.615).
The interpretative role of these articles on organization discussions functions as the
simplification of complex structures of social problems in order to mobilize potential
supporters and as well as demobilize antagonists. (Snow and Benford, 1988, p.198).
By doing this, anarchist periodicals also try to define the characteristics of an anarchist
organization by drawing its borders. Therefore, the description of the social problems
as the target of the movement and the formation of the anarchist organization concept
go hand in hand. The first subject that periodicals have different perspectives on is the
purpose of an anarchist organization. In the Ates Hirsiz1 (2004) journal, a specific

purpose for an anarchist organization is determined as follows:

Anarchist propaganda and broadcasting organizations can be

established, even should be, in order to spread the idea of

destruction among the masses and propagate it. But that's it.

Beyond that, a private anarchist organization will inevitably

put us in a privileged position vis-a-vis the masses (Zileli,

2004, No:6).
According to this claim, an anarchist organization should be limited in its
organizational targets and forms. It must be realized to avoid becoming a vanguard
organization that aims to direct the masses. In the other parts of the article, the author
claims that anarchists are not pioneers of the social struggles; their only purpose in the
process is to propagate the idea of the destruction of existing structures. The author
strictly defines an anarchist organization's limits and scope through these descriptions.
In fact, according to this formulation, anarchist organizations should focus on

propaganda or publications without presenting further projects for society.

However, it is not the only interpretation of anarchist organization. Another article
published in Efendisiz (1988) explains the purpose of an anarchist organization is “to
decrease the contradiction between means and ends, desired and committed, and, in
this way, reduce tension between ethics and politics” (Konur, 1998, No:1). The
emphasis on reducing the tension between politics and ethics is significant to

understanding what kind of organization can be called anarchist. The main challenge
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IS neither the scope of the organization nor presenting projects for the masses. This
approach prioritizes the redistribution of power without instruments of domination
within the organization to reduce the tension between the desired social order and the

emergent one.

Another line in the anarchist movement in Turkey reflects the class-based politics
within the anarchist currents. Proleter Teori-A (2005) journal represents an excellent
example of this standpoint. PTA journal accuses the other anarchist groups and leftists
of being influenced by liberalism and highlights that the base struggle should be the
labour-capital contradiction rather than other social problems such as ecology or
gender. The article defines other movements in Turkey as fragmented oppositions,
especially pointing to differences in its perspective from other anarchist groups.
Accordingly, the PTA journal differentiates the anarchist into two categories:

The first one is those who are anti-authoritarian, antimilitarist,
individualist opposed to organization. The second group is
anarchist-communists who follow the line of PTA, refusing
synthesis anarchism, principled, supporting the solidarity
between oppressed people, accepting the labour-capital
conflict as the principal contradiction of capitalism,
emphasizing the class politics, organizing through the
platformist principles (Anonym, 2005, No:1).

As | discussed in the Literature Chapter, the PTA group adopts the platformist
anarchism with its principles of organizational forms. The primary purpose of the
organization is to support the struggle of oppressed people, the workers, against

capitalist relations. With this article, fractions within the anarchist movement in

Turkey can be seen straightforwardly,

Those who do not accept the real possibility of the social

revolution, either seeing it as impossible or dreaming, ruin the

socialist or communist anarchism to its foundations (Anonym,

2005, No:1).
As seen in the differentiation of the perspectives on the purpose of an anarchist
organization, there are contrasting frames within the anarchist movement in Turkey.
Indeed, it is not wrong to claim that these frames are produced not for the potential

93



supporters, non-anarchists, but for individuals who have already defined themselves

as anarchist activists and also for the politicized members of other movements.

On the other hand, three journals, Efendisiz, Apolitika, and Amargi, agree on the form
of anarchist organization. These articles propose autonomous organization as a form
of anarchist organizing. However, these articles differentiate in terms of the content of
the autonomous organizing form. Efendisiz journal stresses the importance of utilizing
the potential of the existing cooperatives, unions, and associations to create social
unity in the face of social problems. The critical condition the article emphasizes is

that whether it is a syndicate or association, the organization must be local since,

Masterless perceive life as a whole; do not separate its
subcategories such as education etc. neighborhoods can still
preserve their originality and bring people from different parts
of the society together and frame similar problems, albeit with
changing balances. At the same time, neighborhoods embrace
life in a much greater diversity than, say, a factory space. There
are women, the unemployed, the sick, the disabled, and
children in the neighborhood; there is an environment much
more dimensional than production relations and much more
open to creativity. Undoubtedly, these features, that is, the
establishment of a neighborhood from different people and
different human relations, in short, its originality, distinguish
the social organization of a neighborhood from the
associations or unions of another locality, even if they were
established with the same general aims and orientations. This
is the basis that masterless social organizations should be
autonomous (Konur, 1988, No:1).

The article offers a neighborhood-based organization form as the most suitable one for
the anarchist movement in Turkey. The author defines neighborhoods as the space of
plurality that opens to diverse social conflicts as well as opportunities for mobilization.
Furthermore, the author goes one step further by determining the potential allies from
other movements such as Trotskyists, Luxemburgists, some new leftist groups, and
also some libertarian Islamists in Turkey. An alliance between a libertarian Islamist
group and some groups in the anarchist movement is not contradictory. Especially,

during the first period of the movement, several articles were published on subjects
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such as anarchist-Islam and heterodox interpretations of Islam. By doing that, the

author expands the potential supporters and the allies of the anarchist movement.

On the other hand, another journal Apolitika (1994) claims that Islamic fascism is the
first social problem that anarchists have to face. According to the author, other social

conflicts that anarchists have to develop a strategy to fight against them as follows:

1. The fight against Islamic fascism,

2. To take a stand against the "people's war" and to oppose the

oppression of the Kurdish people,

3. To create a revolutionary workers' movement against

capitalism,

4. The fight against militarism,

5. Struggle against the destruction of nature,

6. Fight against sexual discrimination and sexism,

7. Struggle against the dominating education system (Umut,

1994, No:2).
The author stresses that there will be areas where social opposition must concentrate,
and in parallel to the main opposition, the color of the anarchist movement will be
determined. That is, the style and the form of the movement will result from practical
conditions, not theoretical reasoning. A few years after this article was written, Turkey
experienced the February 28 process in 19972 | which was a significant moment in
the history of the country in terms of confrontation between secular Kemalism and the
Islamic political identity (Aslan, 2016, p.367). During such a period, the journal
preferred to develop a strategic frame related to increasing concerns of specific groups
in society related to political Islam. Although the article did not mention which
neighborhoods should be selected for the autonomous organization of the masterless,

in the following decades, some anarchist groups initiated neighborhood organizing in

2L At the meeting of the National Security Council, which lasted for nine hours on February 28, 1997,
an 18-item statement, which will go down in history as a "postmodern coup," was issued. In the
statement, the government was harshly warned about secularism and demanded that laws be
implemented and the listed measures taken to ensure secularism. The main demands of the army from
the government were the closure of the religious sects, the transfer of schools affiliated to the religious
sects to the Ministry of National Education, 8 years of uninterrupted education, supervision of Quran
courses, the implementation of the Unification Education, the control of the media that defends those
expelled from the army due to reaction and portrays the army as an enemy of religion, compliance with
the dress code, and punishment of the actions against Atatiirk.
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the Alevi districts?? of the metropolitan cities in Turkey. The following passage from

the article serves as an example of a roadmap for this strategy,

people with the same perspectives should first establish
autonomous organizations in three big cities. And anarchists
in other towns should work with these larger autonomous
organizations. Autonomous organizations in three big cities
should break into the district and provincial autonomies over
time. Considering the scattered structure of big cities and our
small number, all friends should consider the social struggle
axes in order not to be disconnected from the hot struggle for
a long time...We must step firmly into the neighborhood. We
should not only move our residence, but also move our
workplace if possible, and open many workplaces in solidarity
with our unemployed friends. Workplaces such as markets,
coffee shops, and barbers are places where the pulse of the
district beats and information circulation takes place. First of
all, we must have such places (Umut, 1994, No:2).

Although we cannot assume a direct relationship between the defined organizational
schemata in this article and the emergent experiences of the anarchist groups, we can
not ignore the influence of the discussions on framing an anarchist movement in
Turkey. On the other hand, the Amargi journal, one of the significant initiatives of
anti-militarism and conscientious objection in Turkey, refuses any organizational
attempts to capture the power. Instead, the journal represents affinity group-type
organizations by locating itself outside of the existing political structures in the
anarchist movement in Turkey. The article highlights the importance of autonomous

organizing as follows:

The autonomous type of organizing has some opportunities to
change the habits and perceptions of those accustomed to

22 Ertan (2019) relates the affinity between the Turkish socialist movement and the Alevi community to
the urbanization process in Turkey. According to him, the Alevi community isolated itself as a result of
the suppression of the rebellions that took place during the Ottoman period and established an
autonomous social system away from the central authority. This semi-closed autonomous social system
of the Alevi community began to erode with the secular policies of the republic. With the rising rural-
urban migration in the 1960s, the Alevi community began to integrate into the cities. In this case, Ertan
states that urbanization triggers an identity crisis through the active adaptation of Alevis to socio-
economic life. In addition, Ertan states that Alevis, who became more visible in the urbanizing
environment, participated in political movements predominantly as a part of leftist politics in this period.
In this context, the socialist movement ensured the integration of Alevis into urban life and the central
state apparatus during the disintegration of traditional Alevism. (Ertan, 2019, p.933-934).
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generating solutions at the societal level. People who are in

political struggle have a disease named ‘“missionary-

rebelliousness.” Missionary rebel who searches his/her

salvation at the societal level starts to think on behalf of others

who have their own will. Autonomous organizing enables

changing scales of politics from macro-level to

micro...Amargi, by its article, served the perspective of

developing an anarchist tradition and also protecting the

existing ones. This perspective is clear and correct that any

anarchist cannot deny. Although there are no settled styles, we

encounter people and groups who identify themselves as

anarchists, obsessed with the complex of self-righteousness

(Anonym, 1994).
The articles analyzed for their diverse strategies of framing the anarchist movement in
Turkey represent different perspectives of organizational understandings in practice.
Some of them were put into practice in different spaces and periods within the 35-
years history of the anarchist movement, while others remained as provocative
attempts to push self-proclaimed anarchists to develop strategies for social
organizations. When the question arises whether any of these frames became
successful in the mobilization of the anarchist movement or not, we can mention
temporary successes with numerous organizing experiences. However, how the
anarchist movement was framed by the movement intellectuals is significant to
understanding the anarchist movement's organizational dynamics in Turkey as a

process.
4.1.3. The Process of Mobilization of Anarchist Movement in Turkey

After elaborating on the emergence of the anarchist movement within the specific
circumstances that occurred following the 1980 military intervention in the previous
section, | will focus on the significant events that influenced the mobilization of the
anarchist movement in Turkey. During the interviews, participants highlighted the
specific processes in their personal histories of activism. When | categorized the
respondents of the study according to their participation dates in an anarchist

organization or group, | noticed that the participation in an anarchist formation is
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concentrated between certain periods. These periods intersect with the participants’

personal histories of anarchist activism.

Therefore, to be able to grasp the underlying conditions that affected the mobilization
of the anarchist movement in Turkey, | differentiated these periods for the analysis.
This analysis will provide a ground of explanation for which processes produced what
kind of resources for the mobilization of the anarchist movement in Turkey. In this
section, | will analyze the experiences of the participants by utilizing both the political
opportunity structure and resource mobilization perspectives complementary.
Although stages of the anarchist movement can be determined as a much shorter span
of time, I discuss the mobilization of the anarchist movement in Turkey in three main
stages as follows: 1995-2001, 2002-2011, 2012 and later.

Political processes are dynamic processes outside of the anarchist movement that
create conditions favorable for the mobilization of the anarchist movement or restrict
activities of self-proclaimed anarchists. As | mentioned before, although anarchism
refers to a-political action outside of the institutions, the anarchist movement’s
emergence is influenced by the opportunities and constraints developed at the
institutional level. According to McAdam, “a movement represents a process from
generation to decline, rather than a discrete series of developmental stages” (1982, p.
36). By emphasizing the political dimension of the social movements, McAdam
highlights the dynamic processes of social movements developed through strategic
interactions with and responding to the political environment (McAdam et al., 2001,
p.16). On the other hand, resource mobilization refers to the economic, social, and
cultural structural factors. Through utilizing these factors, activists engage in
activities, form organizations, and carry out their projects. Zald and McCarthy explain
that resource mobilization theory includes many resources located in the larger society.

And, they continue,

These include all levels of government, foundations, religious
institutions, and conscience constituencies, groups that
support movement’s goals, even though its members are not
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eligible to receive the direct output of the policy/political

changes that the movements advocate (2002, p.150).
Therefore, what | refer to as resources are not only tangible resources like money and
goods but also spaces for organizing, supporters, sympathizers of the group, access to
media, and available institutional resources for the mobilization of the anarchist

movement in Turkey.

When | first classified the interviewees who participated in the study according to the
date they were organized in an anarchist group, | noticed that joining an anarchist
organization intensified at specific periods. This clustering within the sample group
shows that there may be a relationship between the first organizational experience and
the conditions specific to the period. In total, eight participants were organized in an
anarchist group for the first time between 1995-2001, which | categorize as the first
period of the anarchist movement. The first organizational experience of the other
eight interviewees in an anarchist formation coincides with the period of 2002-2011,
which | define as the second period of the anarchist movement in Turkey. The
remaining three interviewees were organized in the period after 2012. The reason for
developing this classification is that although the size of the research group is not
sufficient to make such a generalization, data obtained from the interviews on the
experiences of self-proclaimed anarchist activists provide valuable insights into the

differentiation of periods of the anarchist movement in Turkey.

In this section, I will focus on the dynamics of the anarchist movement in Turkey
through the experiences of the interviewees on anarchism, anarchist groups, and the
anarchist movement, specific to the specified periods. In this way, | will discuss what
social, political, or cultural factors have increased interest in an anarchist organization
at certain times and to what extent individuals have been politically mobilized through

these organizations.
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4.1.3.1. The first period: 1995-2001

We can see that the political socialization of the majority of the interviewees who were
organized in the first period, which | determined as between 1995 and 2001, was
through socialist organizations. The fact that the family members were leftists and
were already organized in leftist organizations caused the interviewees to meet the
socialist movement at an early age. One of the interviewees, A9, expresses this

situation as follows:

Many people in my family were organized in leftist groups. |

was questioning the thing in the 98-99 period, so okay, we are

leftist, but the authority part of this situation bothered me (A9,

39, Female).
A9, whose political socialization took place within the family, the majority of which
are organized leftists, stated that as a result of her questioning about authority, she
became interested in anarchism during her university years and that they formed an

anarchist group of 5-6 people in the small city where she studied at university.

On the other hand, the processes experienced by our interviewees, who were organized
for the first time in a socialist organization, then became interested in anarchism and
left the organizations they were members of, vary according to their positions in their
current organizations. For example, one of the interviewees, A14, had a high position
within a socialist organization before turning to anarchism. Al14's reasons for leaving
the current organization are primarily due to intra-organizational discussions and
conflicts to gain power. During this period, when he was in the minority group, Al4
states that he started to question the concept of authority. While describing this, he

said, "You embrace democracy when you remain in the minority."

At that time, | was in another Marxist-Leninist group. At the
beginning of 99, it's classic such thing discussions within
organization, taking a side in those discussions, your side
cannot be active there, etc. With these processes, a break began
there, but this break is not only an organizational break but
also a questioning of mentality. And after a while, you start to
feel that the perception of power that your position gives you
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creates alienation between you and people. You know, there
are people with political intentions and good intentions, but in
your eyes, they are not subjects but objects. You feel the thing;
they are people responsible for doing the assigned tasks; you
are the person who will determine those tasks. There was
always such an ethical tension to this; the real breaking point
was after that discussion. Classic, you cling to democracy
when you are in the minority (Al4, 43, Male).

On the other hand, although A15, one of the interviewees, was organized in a socialist
organization when he started to be interested in anarchism, he did not have any
problems with the separation processes because his position was lower. In fact, A15
states that he heard about anarchism thanks to the "in-organization training activities"
of the socialist organization of which he was a member and that the process of breaking

away from the organization started in this way.

SIP (Socialist Ruling Party) had good educational strategies.
We read other groups' magazines and developed discussion
strategies with them. Not a good thing; it is an agent-like thing.
But it developed us. In those training, | turned to anarchism.
Then | started researching. In '97, | was working as a bartender
in a hotel at that time. | decided - magazines such as Apolitika
and Ates Hirsiz1 were published at that time - one day, | took
a break from lunch and went to Kaos publications, Cagaloglu.
Such was my first contact with the anarchists. Because there
were no others. | was disappointed when | first met them. Of
course, | went as a person who was excited and believed in the
revolutionary struggle of the working class. | immediately ask
such naive questions, “how can I be organized? Give me a
task.” When X said, read a book, improve yourself, you don't
need to do anything, | said if anarchists are like that, we're
screwed. Then I started my own search (A15, 42, Male).

At this point, A15's experiences of the first interaction with anarchists are important
in terms of seeing the positioning of the anarchist movement at that time. In the mid-
90s, we can talk about the existence of an anarchist group that focused on intellectual
activities against the political organization, criticized it, and was therefore accused of
being pacifist by the next generations. However, for young people who became
interested in politics and anarchism in the second half of the 90s, this intellectual group

is "a group that ignores the excitement of the youth and is even gerontocratic.”
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Many anarchists in Turkey were in this situation. Getting

organized was not something everyone wanted. People wanted

to be seen; to engage in political activity, but the organization

was a huge debate. I think there was a phobia among the group

that positioned AGF negatively: organizing is taboo. It is a

subject that is always half discussed and not understood. We,

| did not see myself as a person against organizing (A6, 43,

Male).
It is necessary not to ignore the conditions of the period that shaped this attitude of the
younger generation, who were acquainted with politics, socialism, and anarchism in
the 1990s, towards older intellectual anarchist groups organized in socialist
organizations before 1980. The situation in Turkey in the 1990s is worth being
researched in many different ways. At this point, one of the arguments may be that the
younger generation of anarchists differed from the first-generation anarchists since
they grew up in an environment where the effects of the military coup faded, Turkey
became more and more integrated with the West, private TV channels were opened,

and the Internet began to be used.

There was a strong fanzine culture. You have a lot of peers,
and you go through a lot of similar emotional processes. Those
were the years when the war, the first Gulf War, was
questioned more deeply, and also the military. There was
nothing then that questioned the army. There was the leftist
movement, the Kurds, who had always suffered from the force
of an army and coups, and there were also the anti-militarists,
who took a different, slightly deeper approach than these. And
there were people in their 20s in those circles; they were
publishing fanzines, magazines, and stuff. We found them and
shared them with each other (A6, 43, Male).

It is possible to talk about two main factors that were effective in the formation of this
social and cultural environment in Turkey in the 90s, as stated by A6, one of the
interviewees. Firstly, the 90s was a period in which the daily results of the economic
and social transformations caused by Turkey's rapid integration into the world markets
with the effect of the neoliberal economic policies of the Ozal administration in the

1980s were felt concretely.
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The second factor is the weakening of the cultural hegemony of the socialist left after
the 1980 coup. At this point, it is essential to underline that cultural, artistic, and
intellectual production in Turkey was carried out by socialist or social-democratic
intellectuals until the 1980s. After the September 12 coup, the socialist movement did
not only lose power in the political sense. Many socialists went abroad after the coup
and encountered issues that had not been discussed in Turkey until that day and were
not on the agenda of the socialist movement. Through these people, the new debates
introduced into the cultural and intellectual environment in Turkey have led to the

cultural environment becoming polyphonic.

The crisis of 95 was over, or there was a strange relief. But

they did affect it. The paper was cheap; the magazine could be

printed, right? People were experiencing artificial relief before

2001, leading to the crisis. Tiny transformations lead to

substantial cultural differences. That was such a time. And it

was the Seattle or the Rage Against the Machine albums, post-

punk, all of which were influential. These have shaped me

(A6, 43, Male).
The second-generation anarchists, who lived their early youth in such a social and
cultural climate, did not experience the criticism and discussion processes that the first-
period anarchists carried out in groups by breaking away from socialist organizations.
The socialist left is not something to be overcome for them; it is something that has

already been criticized, and its shortcomings and mistakes have been discussed.

However, there is another side of the coin that we should not ignore in order to
understand the period. It would not be wrong to say that the two generations differed,
especially in terms of their attitudes towards organization. What is important is the
conditions under which the differentiation in the perspectives of organization between
these generations is concentrated. During the 10-year period, we call the 90s,
significant turmoils Turkey had experienced; such as the civil war that continued with

the Kurdish movement in the East and Southeast regions?; the continuation of tortured

23 The PKK, which has been carrying out guerrilla operations since 1984 to establish an independent
Kurdish state in Turkey, has gained strength with the developments after the Gulf War. At the same
time, this situation has also increased the ethnic awareness among the Kurdish citizens of Turkey,
especially those living in the southeastern part of the country. During the 1990s, Turkey also witnessed
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interrogations and unsolved murders?*; the 1994 economic crisis?®; the Corum-Maras
Massacres?®; the Madimak Massacre?’; the Susurluk incident?®; and 28 February
process have an impact on young generations' prioritization of the field of action in
political struggle. Interviewees A5 and A6, who were university students in the 90s,

describe their experiences as follows:

There was only one thing, the force of the state apparatus was
more complicated, more sophisticated, no longer making a

a heightened awareness and politicization of Kurdish identity, its visibility in mainstream public-
political discourse, and the rise of Turkish nationalism, which saw the Kurdish rebel movement and the
PKK as the main enemy (Somer, 2004, p.235). The PKK's challenge to Turkey's political order and
territorial integrity has become the most important item on the country's domestic and foreign policy
agenda. The PKK's violent actions and the Turkish army's campaign to suppress the PKK proved costly:
more than 20,000 people died in the conflicts; It has caused large-scale social and economic problems
in Southeastern Anatolia; and caused the government to devote a large part of its economic resources
to the fight against the PKK (Sayari, 1997, p.46-47). After the capture of PKK leader Ocalan in 1999,
Kurdish separatism's reduced threat to state security and the EU's pull in the context of democratization
further changed the domestic environment of Turkey's Kurdish conflict. (Somer, 2004, p.235).

24 Human rights violations increased in Turkey in the 1990s, with the lack of freedom of expression and
increased restrictions on the press and political activists. According to a report published by Human
Rights Watch (1990), human rights activists and lawyers report that more than 90 percent of political
suspects and more than 50 percent of people suspected of ordinary crimes have been tortured. Torture
in police stations is practiced by methods such as detaining the victim for a long time, applying electric
shocks, directing high-pressure water to the victim, and faking it. In 1990, Helsinki Watch reported that
seven people had died while in custody under suspicious circumstances. In three of the cases, the
security forces claimed that the detainees had committed suicide. Torture is not limited to police
stations, either. In 1990, many credible reports claimed a resurgence of torture in prisons, largely in the
form of mass beatings with batons or wooden sticks. (Human Rights Watch, 1990). Among the hundreds
killed in the early 1990s, nine journalists and four distributors of pro-Kurdish publications were killed
in 1992 alone. According to the figures of human rights groups in 1993, six journalists and eight
distributors lost their lives. (Bruinessen, 1996).

%5 At the beginning of 1994, there was a very serious financial crisis in Turkey, which also affected the
real economy. According to Ozatay, in the first quarter of 1994, the Turkish lira depreciated by nearly
70 percent against the US dollar. The Central Bank intervened heavily in the foreign exchange market,
and as a result, it lost more than half of its international reserves. Economic growth decreased by 6
percent (Ozatay, 2000, p.327).

% See details in https://hakikatadalethafiza.org/en/truth-commission-for-the-mass-killing-of-alevis/ and
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/12/19/maras-katliam-nedir-olaylar-nasil-basladi-neler-yasandi

27 See  details in  https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/2015/07/150702_sivas_1993
https://m.bianet.org/english/human-rights/210014-the-ones-massacred-in-madimak-26-years-ago-
commemorated-in-sivas and https://www.duvarenglish.com/human-rights/2020/07/02/turkey-
remembers-victims-of-sivas-massacre-on-27th-anniversary

28 See details in https://dbpedia.org/page/Susurluk_scandal and https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-
turkiye-57230730 Retrieved on 09.05.2022.
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coup or hanging, but torture continued in the 90s. The years of
tortured interrogations also coincide with this. The second half
of the 90s was the year when the struggle of the IHD
(Assossiaciaton of Human Rights) was on the rise (A6, 43,
Male).

At that time, there was concrete pressure, but the state could

not do this; for example, it could not prevent organization.

Now it hinders all forms of organization. | don't know if fear

has dominated or whether people's life expectancies have

changed. But I'm talking about the days when cell phones

didn't exist. For example, can you imagine such a world? (A5,

43, Male).
The point emphasized by both interviewees is that in the 1990s, with the intense
pressure on the opponents, there was no political or social retreat. In fact, despite all
the pressures applied, the state could not prevent the organizing efforts of opponents.
The 1990s, especially with the birth of the human rights movement in Turkey, is
essential in terms of understanding the foundation on which many social movements

that exist today are based.

Up to this point, | had discussed the general political processes in Turkey in the 1990s,
when the anarchist movement started to organize. The country-specific conditions
played an essential role in the differentiation of anarchists regarding the methods of
political struggle, and the differing perspectives on organization led to the
factionalization between the first and second generations. In such an environment, the
Anarchist Youth Federation, the first anarchist organization aimed at massification

directly on the axis of anarchist politics, was established in 1998 in Istanbul.

Then came the period of organization for anarchists. AGF was
established. That group influenced a certain segment of youth,
including us. There were a lot of young anarchists who argued
for the current intellectual anarchist stance, even the
gerontocracy within anarchism. It was in such an environment
that AGF emerged. AGF was oriented towards active struggle
and organization (Al5, 42, Male).

At this point, another dynamic that affected the course of the anarchist movement in

Turkey was the alternative globalization protests. Demonstrations such as Seattle,
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Prague, and Genoa have increased the interest in anarchism of the younger generation,
who became informed of anarchist movements and protest demonstrations in the world
with the use of the Internet. It was in this context that young people, who were also
affected by the aesthetics of violence exhibited by the black bloc, which took an active
part in these protests, turned to anarchism. One of the interviewees, A6, describes the

period when he became interested in anarchism.

Thanks to the actions in Seattle and Prague. That's how | found
anarchists. So I heard the word anarchy somewhere. There was
internet in the mid-'90s, good or bad. That's how | met. Neither
revelation came, nor did I go to the library and meet the word
anarchy. Of course, through the anti-globalization protests
(A6, 43, Male).

The widespread use of the internet as a material resource has been critical in facilitating
the transfer of knowledge and experience between anarchist movements in different
countries. While first-generation anarchists were able to access anarchist literature
through their networks in Europe, it became easier to reach written and visual materials
about anarchism with the internet in the 90s. In the case of alternative globalization,
the black bloc's actions have also increased anarchist visibility in Turkey. A8, one of
the interviewees, talks about the impact of alternative globalization actions on their

own organization process as follows.

That was probably the year 2001 when the Seattle events broke
out. In fact, I can say that | was organized based on that
activism. There was Seattle, Genoa, and the Global Justice
Movement. I'm talking about the sphere of practice right now.
There were protests in Prague at that time, and even our friends
were going to these protests. We were preparing articles about
these protests for the newspaper. Frankly, there was such an
anarchist frenzy at that time, like Seattle. John Zerzan's books
were being translated, and we were reading and discussing
them. They were good times, rich in terms of both intellectual
sense and action (A8, 38, Male).

As A8 stated, we can claim that with the alternative globalization protests, interest and
curiosity towards anarchism have increased in Turkey. With the increasing interest,

the translation of anarchist books into Turkish has also gained momentum.
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Interestingly, the works of primitivist anarchists like Zerzan were translated into
Turkish during this period. In addition, during this period, Murray Bookchin's books
were also translated into Turkish, discussed in anarchist circles, and even organizations
and groups focused on the struggle for ecology began to form along Bookchin's
libertarian municipality line. Rediscovered by the Kurdish movement in Turkey in the
2000s, Bookchin's direct impact on anarchists was that the distinction between
ecological struggle and liberal environmental activism was drawn from the very
beginning. It would not be an exaggeration to claim that this perspective brought by
anarchists, who have been involved in the ecology movement in Turkey since its early
days, influenced the ecology movement in Turkey.

On the other hand, A14, while describing the impact of anti-globalization movements
on the anarchist movement in Turkey, touches on the relationship between the

anarchist movement and the current socialist movement.

At least at first, our main problem was that we had trouble

explaining anarchism to our leftist friends. But Seattle gave us

very serious legitimacy. For example, at that time, when the

IMF Turkey officer at that time came to Turkey, we joined the

demonstration as anarchists, and this was accepted. For

example, this acceptance was definitely not related to the

politics of anarchists in Turkey. We were accepted there with

the effects of Seattle, Genova, and anti-globalization

actions (Al4, 43, Male).
The issue of legitimacy mentioned by the interviewee is significant. The activities of
anarchist groups in anti-globalization protests have resulted in the acceptance of the
anarchist movement in Turkey by the socialist movement; even if they were not
entirely accepted, the presence of anarchists in the political arena was not regarded as
strange by socialists. Hence, anti-globalization movements have been a source of
legitimacy for the anarchist movement in Turkey. In this way, it became easier for
them to be visible in the social opposition area dominated by the socialist left and to
socialize organizationally within the existing social movements. The results of this

socialization will be discussed later in the analysis chapter.
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4.1.3.2. The second period: 2002-2011

By the 2000s, the anarchist movement in Turkey had increased its visibility compared
to the 90s. The main centers of the movement were generally university circles in
Istanbul, Izmir, and Ankara. The main reason for this was that most of the activists in
the anarchist movement were university students. In this period, it can be said that
small anarchist groups started to form in cities such as Mersin, Sivas, Eskisehir, and
Van, as well as metropolitan cities. A7, who was a university student at that time and
was organized in the Ankara Anarchy Initiative, summarizes the general situation on

campuses as follows:

There was an atmosphere created by organizations that
emerged from the complex and challenging period of the 90s
and the heavy tortures of the state, many of whom are still in
prison and have not yet fully established their university
organization. There was a void in the field. There was a
socialist movement that was still dealing with the concerns of
the 90s, preferring to be illegal, invisible, and professional
revolutionary, far from daily life and social space, and in this
sense, it was a kind of leftist arrogance. This actually points to
a period when parties like the TKP and organizations like the
TGB started to grow. These groups were beginning to reach
much more college students at that time. The faculties were
entering their own axis (A7, 37, Male).

In the early 2000s, the weak organization of the socialist movement on university
campuses, whose experienced cadres mainly were in prison or abroad, created a
political vacuum in the field. This gap, caused by the inability of left-wing
organizations to be fully organized on university campuses, has caused many other
political groups to increase their influence. During this period, the activities of some
groups close to the nationalist side of the leftist movement at universities and the
number of organized members increased. On the other hand, the anarchist movement
has also organized in this area left empty by the left and has started to increase its

visibility, especially on campuses.
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Anarchist groups continued the momentum they had gained with the organizations at
the end of the 90s by increasing their activities in university circles in the early 2000s.
One of the most critical factors in increasing the organization activities of the anarchist
movement in this period was the implementation of democratization reforms within
the scope of Turkey's EU Harmonization Process. One of the interviewees, AlS8,
described this process as follows: “The political environment at that time was a little
better. It was a more comfortable environment where the AKP was in the EU
harmonization process. You could protest.” (A18, 31, Female). Another interviewee,

A15, describes how anarchist groups increased their visibility in Istanbul as follows:

We were constantly in action. | can say that it was the most
democratic period in Turkey after the 90s because we could
make demonstrations in Taksim. Even the police did not come
to the demonstrations anymore. So we were a crowd that was
constantly marching around Taksim with black flags. On the
other hand, there are anarchists in Taksim apart from the AGF.
There were IMF demonstrations in 2009. In that process, we
formed a team in Taksim and Avcilar: anti-civilization
anarchists and green anarchists. We were putting out fanzines
and weekly newsletters. It was a colorful process, with
demonstrations, camps, etc. (Al5, 42, Male)

In this period, Turkey's EU candidacy status has put pressure on Turkey to adopt EU
rules. This resulted in extensive reforms between 1999 and 2004. The pre-accession
strategy included providing assistance to Turkey for faster alignment with the EU
acquis through various programs and financing schemes. In the context of this process,
in order to participate in Community programs and agencies and meetings between
candidate States and the Union, Turkey had to undertake democratization and human
rights reforms. (Alpan, 2021). One of the most significant changes in Turkey, which
had just emerged from the environment of political pressure in the 1990s and where a
liberal atmosphere started in line with the democratization reforms, was the Justice

and Development Party's (AKP) coming to power alone by winning the 2002 elections.

It was the time when the AKP was a new power, and everyone
was undecided and confused. With the EU harmonization
process, in a sense, freedoms were paved. During the 90s, |
had a childhood who knew and witnessed the tyranny of the
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state from time to time. My views on the state were formed at

a much earlier age. The difference between that period was

this: everything was smoother, and everything seemed much

more effortless. You were less likely to get in trouble getting

organized or saying something. The last Molotov fired during

the protests in Ankara was in 2004-2005. After that, along with

this softening, the forms of action of the organizations began

to soften. But at that time, the left could not use this situation

very well (A7, 37, Male).
Established in 2001 under the leadership of Recep Tayyip Erdogan, AKP defines itself
as a mass party with a "conservative democrat” identity and political vision. The
Justice and Development Party (AKP), which came to power in the general elections
held on 3 November 2002, stated that one of its main tasks was EU-Turkey relations.
In its first period, the party used the EU's full membership process as a tool to gain
support and legitimacy in both domestic and foreign policy. In this process, the rising
liberal wave and democratization process in Turkey has relatively widened the range

of action of the organizations.

In the second period of the anarchist movement in Turkey, another important dynamic
affecting the movement was the protest demonstrations in Greece in 2008. The Greek
revolt started with the murder of Alexis Grigoropoulos by a police officer and soon
spread to different cities. One of the interviewees, Al1, describes the impact of this

revolt on the anarchist movement in Turkey as follows:

The response to the 2008 uprising in Turkey was perhaps a bit
of anarchist clenching. When 1 contacted the anarchists
towards the end of 2008, there were such entrenched
formations, and they wanted to do something. They wanted to
be constantly mobilized and in action all the time. Because the
newspapers of the leftist movements in Turkey did not even
write anything about anarchists in the rebellion in Greece, they
did not even say anarchist. Some wanted to do something to
eliminate this invisibility (Al11, 36, Male).

Having a strong organization in Greece, the anarchist movement was also influential
during the 2008 Greek Revolt. The fact that the media affiliated with the socialist
groups in Turkey did not include the anarchists in the Greek Revolt in their news drew
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the reaction of the anarchists in Turkey. Arguing that this was done deliberately to
ignore the presence of anarchists in the Rebellion, the anarchists carried out actions in
front of the Greek consulate buildings in Turkey. A2, one of the interviewees, stated
that the organization of the Ankara Anarchy Initiative increased during the Greek
Revolt, especially high school students started to come to the office of the initiative,
and some of them were organized in the group. The visibility of anarchists, which had
increased under the influence of the black bloc in the Seattle protests, likewise
increased during the Greek Revolt. Al stated that the anarchist image formed during
the Greek Revolt was beneficial for them and that they benefited from this image in

their organizational work.

(Socialists). They have an anarchist profile in mind. In Greece,
after the murder of Alexis. We also took advantage of this
situation. There was an image created there; that image is an
anarchist profile that is constantly shattering, dispersing, and
destroying (A1, 32, Male).

In fact, the importance of the Greek anarchist movement for the anarchist movement
in Turkey is not limited to the 2008 Greek Revolt. The existence of a strong anarchist
movement so close geographically and culturally has been important for anarchists in
Turkey. A6 describes the influence of the Greek anarchist movement on anarchists in

Turkey as follows:

In Thessaloniki, there was the Anarchy Initiative. And they
had repulsed a police attack, maintaining their autonomy. They
had short videos. If I'm not mistaken, it may be on Indymedia's
Greek extension site. It was an exciting thing. It was a level we
couldn't get over here. We look at what they say, clear
sentences, you are impressed. There is cultural affinity, you
know, there is also a human thing, similarity in behavior and
such. I think the movement in Greece affected the anarchists
in Turkey the most. It affected us a lot (A6, 43, Male).

The Greek anarchist movement also influenced the anarchists in Turkey in terms of
their organizational forms and strategies. The Thessaloniki Anarchy Initiative had
effects on the establishment of the Ankara Anarchy Initiative, which was founded in

Ankara in the early 2000s as an initiative organization form.
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For example, | got involved in the initiative after the Greek
issue faded away. | have already witnessed the connections
established at that time. Friends were coming from Greece.
There was such constant communication. It continues today.
There is no organization at the moment, but, for example, |
personally have connections with anarchists in all countries.
Relationships were first established on a platform, and after
the contacts started, they continued through individuals (A1,
32, Male).

It is also an essential issue that geographical and cultural proximity facilitates relations
between anarchists in the two countries. While geographical proximity made it easier
for anarchist groups to visit each other, cultural proximity facilitated the meeting of
perspectives on events on the same political ground. After the 2008 Greek Revolt, it
is possible to say that the relations between the anarchists of the two countries have
become stronger. The most important factor facilitating the establishment of these
relations is the newspapers and magazines published by anarchists in Turkey in order
to announce their political activities and carry out their propaganda activities. So much
so that a part of Ahali newspaper, published by Ankara Anarchy Initiative, was sent to
Europe through anarchists who came to Turkey from abroad. A7 explains that besides
the Greek anarchist movement, they also establish relations with anarchists in other

countries:

With the newspaper process, recognition began to increase in
Turkey and Europe. During this period, anarchists from
Europe came and began to associate with the Ankara Anarchy
initiative. For example, a Starbucks employee named Maria, a
member of the CNT was being laid off, and there was a global
call for action. We were the only ones from Turkey who
answered that call. At that time, Starbucks was on the newly
opened boulevard in Kizilay. We dropped homemade smoke
bombs there. We still have close relations with anarchists from
Germany, France, Greece, Albania, and Portugal. We were
invited to the antifascist fighting tournament in Russia held
every year. An organization leading to any martial arts so that
those on the anti-fascist front can develop their fighting skills.
For example, we also had relations with anarchists in
Azerbaijan. After the Alexis actions from Southern Cyprus, we
ensured that two anarchists who fled to Cyprus illegally and

112



from there to Turkey passed to Greece via Turkey (A7, 37,

Male).
Following the agendas of anarchists in other countries and the participation of
anarchists in Turkey in international calls for action are among the factors affecting
the establishment of these relations. Also, as A7 mentioned, thanks to the already
established relations and networks with anarchists in Turkey, when anarchists in other
countries need to relocate for different reasons, this can also be done through Turkey.
At this point, the informal and loose organization of anarchist movements can be seen
as both an advantage and a disadvantage. It is a disadvantage because relationships are
usually built on individuals. When the person establishing the relationship leaves the
movement for any reason, the same relationships have to be established again through
other individuals. However, in some cases, the person leaving or moving away from
the movement may transfer the networks and relations she/he has established abroad
to others in the group. The reason why this is an advantage is that when the
relationships are established on a personal level, the risks are also on a personal level.
Relationships that are not established through any organizational affiliation are as

flexible and secure as they are fragile.

The Diren-Istanbul process, which started due to the arrival of the World Bank (WB)
Group and the International Monetary Fund (IMF) in Istanbul on 6-7 October for the
2009 Annual Meetings, is another important event in the second period of the anarchist
movement. The Diren-Istanbul project, which was organized not only over the
opposition to the IMF and the World Bank but also on problems such as urban
transformation, gentrification, and ecology, has been an important initiative where
many organized/unorganized people with different ideological backgrounds meet on
common ground. Al5, one of the organizers of the Direnlstanbul process, describes

the formation process of the Direnlstanbul project as follows:

On May 1, 2009, our circles became apparent in terms of
action and organization. Actually, it was project-based rather
than a "let's get together and form an organization™ mentality.
There were individualists, insurrectionary anarchists, or
anarchist communists in the group, but in perspective, they
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were people who were against the rigid organizational

structure. Then the IMF meeting and the Direnlstanbul process

started. Again, they were project-based and action-based.

Until then, we were at odds with many anarchists, for example.

Anarchists were quarreling with each other in mailing groups

and forums. They managed to come together with

Direnlstanbul. Our aim was to wage an anti-IMF struggle. The

organization was organized to be established and then dissolve

itself. 1t was founded by anarchists, but many different groups

joined: Trotskyists and Autonomist Marxists. Many

movements emerged after the project was over, such as

Freedom to Earth Association, Black Sea is in Revolt, Animal

Liberation Initiative, and Black Bloc (Al5, 42, Male).
The Diren-Istanbul process, which affected many ecology-oriented movements after
it, created a form of action that was initially organized by anarchists but later expanded
with the inclusion of different groups, which in a way culminated in the 2013 Taksim
Gezi Park protests. In addition, the Black Bloc established during the Direnlstanbul
process led to events that would significantly affect the mobilization of the anarchist

movement in the following years.

4.1.3.3. The third period: 2012 and after

From the Direnlstanbul process to 2012, anarchist organizations in Turkey continued
their activities in areas such as ecology, anti-militarism, LGBTQ+ struggle, and
feminist struggle. Through the increase of both the police repression against anarchist
groups and the discussions about the use of violence within the movement, the process
that started with the arrest of some anarchist groups that joined the Black Bloc protests
on May 1, 2012, will create the conditions for the current situation of the anarchist
movement. The tension between anarchists who accept the use of violence as a form
of political action and anarchists who oppose political violence caused the movement
to focus on problems within itself. A11l, who participated in the demonstrations with

the black bloc on May 1, 2012, describes that period as follows:
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The police operation was quite extensive. | remember that a
police team of 20-25 people came to my house. So, | don't even
have a gun. They carried out operations in different parts of
Turkey and brought a group of 60-70 people to Vatan Police
Department. In this process, there was a 3-4-day custody
period. Some anarchists were released later. Those who could
be proven from the footage or who confessed their guilt were
sent to prison. An anarchist group of 20-25 people was
imprisoned there for three months. The lawsuits continued at
that time. In that process, criticism came from the team that |
called pacifists against this activism. There was a lot of
marginalization of those who carried out that activism, and
separations occurred (All, 36, Male).

For the anarchists, who were targeted by the police and the state for the first time with
their anarchist identities, the process after May 1, 2012, resulted in intra-movement
debates and the departure of some people from the movement. The distinction between
anarchists who advocate violence as a form of action and anarchists who are against
violence has increased more than ever before. The Taksim Gezi Park protests, which
developed after such a process, interestingly coincided with the beginning of the
stagnation period of the anarchist movement in Turkey. All states that a strong
anarchist group could not be found in Gezi since the Gezi Park protests were in a
period where the anarchists had not yet recovered after the police operation in 2012.
Stating that the Gezi process was a critical breaking point for the anarchist movement
in Turkey, A14 emphasizes that while the anarchist movement was expected to emerge

stronger from the Gezi process, it gradually weakened afterward.

The first of the most severe breaking points for us, very
strangely, was Gezi. The Gezi was actually the proof of
everything we said until that date. We had theories that self-
organizations and social movements without leaders would be
decisive in social struggle. While we were discussing these
theories, we came across Gezi. The Gezi was actually a
moment when we were thrilled. Because the logic of Gezi was
not strange to us anyway, but, strangely enough, we couldn't
handle that process. The mood created by the Gezi Protests
turned into a severe problem for all of us (A14, 43, Male).

Anarchists, who entered the Gezi process with tensions and debates within the

movement, could not reach a consensus on many issues related to the general situation
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of the movement. The differentiation of different organizations in the movement
regarding political and organizational understanding has caused this situation to
deepen. On the other hand, the following statements about the anarchist movement in
Turkey were included in the thesis written by Sofuoglu in 2016 at the International
Security Department of the Police Academy on the Black Block actions of May 1,
2012:

they have managed to get out of what we might call the
dormant phase. In a way, this state of awakening; It can be
seen in examples such as Greece, France, USA. A similar
situation was experienced in Turkey during the Gezi Park
events, which took place exactly one year after the May 1,
2012, Events. It is not possible to argue that the anarchist
movement in Turkey entered a dormant phase after the May 1,
2012, Events and that the time difference between the two
events was long. However, this example shows that the
anarchist movement may come out of a possible sleep phase
in Turkey as well. First of all, it should be noted that it would
be a huge mistake to attribute the events only to anarchists.
Although many people from different sections and ideological
standpoints took part in the events, the contribution of
anarchists to the Gezi Park and the anarchist side of the events
cannot be denied (p. 161).

The situation of the anarchist movement in Turkey after the Gezi Park events is not
much different from the other movements that constitute the social opposition,
considering the current conditions in Turkey. The killing of 5 demonstrators during
the Gezi protests and the inability to sustain the mobilization that started with Gezi are
important points in terms of social opposition. Although the anarchist movement,
which entered Gezi with discussions within the movement, continued its activities in
university circles after this period. However, it could not regain its vitality before 2012.
Many socialist and anarchist organizations entered a period of stagnation as a result of

the increasing pressure on the social opposition, especially with the war in Rojava?®,

2 Northern Syria's autonomous region of Rojava was established during the ongoing Syrian civil war,
initially as part of the insurgency against Syrian President Bashar al-Assad and later to combat the
Islamic State/ISIS. The main armed force in the Rojava region is the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDG),
whose main part is the Kurdish-dominated People's Protection Units (YPG). The Turkish state sees the
YPG primarily as a part of the PKK and has always opposed Kurdish autonomy in Rojava. Turkey has
carried out numerous military operations against Rojava since 2016. In 2018, in the Afrin region, which
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the collapse of the peace process®, and the 6-7-8 October Kobani events®l. The
influence of the anarchist movement, which has a loose organizational structure, is
expected to decrease even more under these conditions than other groups. A16 stated

that this situation is also reflected in the environment in universities:

It was a war period in the Kurdistan region, at least in Rojava.
Other than that, | remember it was a challenging process. |
even remember talking to my friend about the thing;
organizations are weakening, and people and institutions are
losing power. We were talking about the importance of staying
together during this period. It was a time when there was
pressure on universities. These were the times when the AKP
government started to show its oppression very clearly. The
thing | remember most clearly is that there is pressure on us,
and we can lose power because of this pressure (Al6, 28,
Male).

The gradual weakening of the anarchist movement in Turkey and its disintegration
started with the Surug® and Ankara Train Station®® massacres in 2015. On 20 July, 33
people lost their lives in the suicide bombing attack against people from different
movements and organizations gathered under the organization of the SGDF (Socialist
Youth Associations Federation) to rebuild Kobani. Afterward, many demonstrators
were injured due to police intervention during the protest actions across Turkey. After

the Suru¢ Massacre, an international call for action was made under the name of the

is part of Rojava, Turkey, together with allied Syrian opposition forces, launched a military operation
codenamed “Olive Branch” to retake the town of Afrin from the SDF (CAAT, 2022).

30 peace process refers to the peace negotiations between the Republic of Turkey and the Kurdistan
Workers Party (PKK) between 2009 and 2015. Although the peace process came to an abrupt end in
2011 due to political crises and a lack of commitment, the process regained momentum with the
announcement of a new, more public, more serious and more formal peace process by the Government
at the end of 2012. However, as a result of the changes in the balance of power with the intensifying
war in the region, and the strong tensions and disagreements about the events in neighboring Syria, the
peace process officially ended in the summer of 2015 (Savran, 2020, p.778).

31 See details in https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-29688108 Retrieved on 09.05.2022

32 See details in https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-33593615 and
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-29530640 Retrieved on 08.05.2022.

3 See details in https://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/10/turkey-suicide-bomb-killed-in-
ankara Retrieved on 08.05.2022.
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Anarchy Initiative. Police intervened in the protest in Eskisehir, Turkey, and 16
anarchists were detained. The 10 October Ankara Train Station Massacre, which took
place a few months after the Suru¢ Massacre, can be described as the most critical
breaking point of the anarchist movement. As a result of the bomb attacks in front of
the Train Station, where the groups gathered for the Peace Rally, which is planned to
be organized with the participation of DISK, KESK, Turkish Medical Association,
TMMOB, HDP, and many non-governmental organizations, 107 people lost their
lives, and more than 500 were injured. According to Al, after this process anarchist

movement wholly dissolved:

On July 20, when we got the news of death, we were all

building a house in Izmir. We called a few of our friends, and

they stopped coming. Of course, it's very understandable. It

was not about us; there was a decline in all organizations. For

the first time in Turkey, anarchists have been murdered and

people we are directly connected with. | think we couldn't get

over that process psychologically. This is the first reason,

when the activities decreased even more, together with fear,

there was a gradual retreat, and we could not produce a

political strategy. No matter how hard we tried to continue, |

can say that after October 10, we completely dissolved (AL,

32, Male).
As the interviewee stated, the common point of many movements and organizations
from different branches of the social opposition is that they entered a period of
stagnation in the post-2015 period, with the effect of the losses and increasing pressure.
After 2015, the political atmosphere in Turkey limited the activities of social
movements and organizations, and one of the movements most affected by this

situation was the anarchist movement.

In this section, | have referred to specific political processes and resources that
influenced the mobilization of the movement between 1995 and 2001, which |
described above as the first stage of the mobilization process of the anarchist
movement in Turkey. Accordingly, in the first period of the anarchist movement in
Turkey, one of the dynamics supporting the differentiation arising from the

organizational strategies between the first- and second-generation anarchists was the
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economic crisis and political instability environment in Turkey. Another is the
increasing visibility of anarchist actions in anti-globalization movements in Turkey
with the increase in Internet access. This process prepared the establishment of AGF,
the first anarchist organization organized with an anarchist identity. As | mentioned
before, anarchist politics emerged in the favorable political, cultural, and social
conditions that emerged with the military coup weakening the hegemony of the
socialist left in Turkey. By the 90s, anarchist politics transformed into a movement
within the conditions specific to the period. In this process, on the one hand, the
reflections of the economic and political transformations that Turkey has experienced
after the 1980s on social life are effective in the formation of these conditions.
However, on the other hand, those mentioned above, social and political ruptures are
effective in helping the younger generation of anarchists acquire an organized political
struggle perspective. It is possible to say that these developments in Turkey during the
mentioned period created political opportunities that accelerated the mobilization of

the anarchist movement.

On the other hand, this situation signifies the beginning of the differentiation between
the first generation anarchists, who continue to exist as an intellectual circle, and the
new generations. However, in the emergence of new anarchist circles in the '90s, it is
essential to highlight the infrastructure provided by the periodicals and discussion
channels published by the first generation of anarchists. The political activities of the
first generation of anarchists formed a kind of intellectual infrastructure for the next
generations. This shows that anarchists have a good educational background and are
proficient in other foreign languages, enough to translate and interact with anarchist

organizations in Europe.

In the 2002-2011 period, the anarchist movement continued its organization,

especially on university campuses, as the pressure on civil society and social

opposition decreased due to the democratization reforms that Turkey started to

implement in line with the EU Harmonization process. In addition, with the effect of

the 2008 Greek Revolt that took place in this period and the anarchists, one of the

groups that were influential in the Revolt, the interest of the younger generations in
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anarchism and anarchist groups increased in Turkey. In this period, thanks to the
relations and communication networks developed by anarchists in Turkey with
anarchist groups abroad, experience and knowledge transfer between anarchist groups

abroad and in Turkey increased, and solidarity networks were established.

Finally, in the period after 2012, the anarchist movement in Turkey entered a period
of stagnation and disintegration, both due to the internal debates of the anarchist
movement and the effects of the divisions within the movement, as well as the
increasing pressure on the social opposition. In this case, the effect of the pessimistic
environment created by the death of some anarchists in the bomb attacks that took

place one after the other in 2015 should not be ignored.

In this section, | discussed which conditions were influential in the mobilization
process of the anarchist movement and the organization processes of anarchist groups
in Turkey. To do this, | dealt with the mobilization process of the anarchist movement
in 3 stages, as | mentioned at the beginning. In line with the information I gained from
the interviews, | focused on the specific key events and processes that stood out at each
stage. When we consider these events and conditions in terms of political opportunity
structures, it is possible to say that country-specific political opportunities have a
decisive influence on the mobilization of the anarchist movement. However, these
political processes are not stable. While the restrictive and oppressive political
environment in the first period enabled the movement to mobilize rapidly and the
organizations to increase, it caused the movement to lose power in the third period.
The main reason for this situation is that the discussions within the anarchist movement
in the third period negatively affected the indigenous relationships that would feed the

movement and provide continuity.

On the other hand, the periods in which the communication and solidarity practices of
the anarchist movement with the anarchist movements and organizations abroad
increased were the periods when the anarchist movement in Turkey was most active.
The intensity of these relationships and the increasing anarchist visibility around the

world have increased the organizational socialization of the anarchist movement in
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Turkey with other social movements. It is possible to say that the alternative
globalization movements and the 2008 Greek uprising had a unifying effect on the
anarchist movement in Turkey. In addition, these movements and rebellions have been

a source of legitimacy for the anarchist movement in Turkey.

From the Resource Mobilization Perspective, the participation of individuals with
good educational backgrounds in the first period of the mobilization of the anarchist
movement facilitated the anarchist movement's access to many intellectual resources.
The availability of these intellectual resources and their novelty in the context of
Turkey has enabled anarchist activists to be influential in other new movements,
especially in the anti-militarist and ecology movements. This diversity, which provides
operational maneuvering space for the anarchist movement in the political sense, has
also caused the anarchist literature to significantly impact the early formation stages

of the mentioned social movements.

4.2. The Organizational Practices of the Anarchist Movement

In his research on movement anarchism Williams (2017) states that although a wide
range of organizational types exists in anarchist movements, certain forms are much
more frequent. For instance, media-oriented groups, infoshops, bookstores, syndicalist
unions, and generalist anarchist organizations can be observed in Europe and America.
There is little transference from previous waves of organizational activity in the
anarchist movement, as in other small, decentralized organizations. This indicates that
the anarchist movement consists of very temporary organizational structures.
Nevertheless, the repeated consistency of locations from the first generation suggests
local and structural factors that contributed both to the routine creation of anarchist
organizational forms and to the socialization of new anarchists. (p.227).

In fact, there is always trial and error in anarchist practices.
When you first start anarchism, you start with classical
anarchism. As it continues, animal liberation, women's
struggle, etc. That's actually why anarchist experiences are so
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plentiful and discontinuous: questioning. And every
experience leads to questioning. As your interrogation
progresses, different identities emerge, but then problems arise
within those identities as well. Anarchists with adjectives-
specialization, compartmentalization, black-red, black green,
etc. (Al5, 42, Male).

4.2.1. The Partiality of Anarchist Organizations in Turkey

Depending on the context that changes throughout the life cycle of the organization,
the elements of the organization -membership, rules, sanctions, hierarchy, and control-
can also change; some elements may appear and disappear depending on the problems,
tensions, and conflict. Each time the composition of changing organizational elements

constitutes the organization’s partiality. As den Hond et al. (2015) discuss,

it might seem that organizational elements can be “switched

on and off” at the organizers’ will, suggesting a high level of

voluntarism and agency in social movements. However, it is

more likely that there are path dependencies and contingencies

in a movement’s social order; hierarchies may be connected

with rules and rules with monitoring and sanctioning. Yet

various organizational elements need not be permanently

present at the same time for effective mobilization in the long

run (2015, para.3).
I describe the anarchist organizations within the anarchist movement in Turkey as
partial organizing since they do not access one or more formal organizational elements.
However, I argue that “anarchist conduct” is a set of principles regarding how social
life should be organized anarchistically and draws the borders of the anarchist
organization type. The categorization developed by den Hond et al. supplements
organizational elements (membership, rules, sanctions, hierarchy, monitoring)
determined by Ahrne and Brunsson (2011) with the ideal-typical anarchist
organization principles (autonomy, direct democracy, social control, mutual aid,
voluntary association). If we define the anarchist conduct for organizations as the
combinations of these anti-organizational principles, they represent defined order in

an anarchist organization. We can expect that organizational forms and structures of
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anarchist organizations may vary over time due to the presence or absence of the

elements of organizations.

Organizations are the contingent balance between defined order and emergent order,
and | argue that all anti-organizational principles might not be present simultaneously.
Although the scope and the context of the study prevent me from developing a
longitudinal analysis of one or more anarchist organizations in Turkey, I will focus on
the presence or absence of the elements of anti-organizations. One reason | discussed
the changing mobilization dynamics of the anarchist movement over time in the
previous section is to describe background information in the context of organizational
forms of the anarchist movement in Turkey. In this way, I reckon to introduce at least
a time dimension to the organizational analysis. Following the classification developed
by den Hond et al., | discuss to what extent anarchist organizations consist of the
organizational elements and ideal-typical anarchist organizational principles. To do
this, 1 focus on the combination of the organizational elements with anarchist

principles through participation, financial resources, and decision-making processes.

4.2.1.1. Participation

Membership numbers generally explain participation in social movements. They
represent formal, documented, and measurable support for social movements.
Membership indicates formal participation in social movement organizations. In this
section, | will discuss the issue of participation in organizations within the anarchist
movement in Turkey. | asked the interviewees about their involvement in
organizations in order to understand their experience with participation processes. In
addition, I wanted to find out if the interviewees knew the processes of the new recruits
during the period they were organized. The purpose of asking these questions was to
understand whether the organization's practices in participation have changed over
time. However, the answers of the interviewees show that the participation strategies

of anarchist organizations in Turkey differ.
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What is common to all organizations within the anarchist movement in Turkey is the
absence of an official membership system. Although some organizations have a formal
membership system, it is not used to recruit new participants. In line with the answers
given by the interviewees about participation, it is observed that the informal
participation processes also differ within the movement. While the first strategy does
not aim to increase the number of participants in the organization, it prioritizes the
security or adaptation problems that may arise from the new participants. For this
purpose, the participation process is not complete without establishing a full trust
relationship with the person who wants to join the organization. At this stage,
organized individuals who socialize with the person who wants to join the organization
are in a position to decide whether that person is eligible to join the organization or
not. Considering that the groups that adopt this strategy are generally small in number,
the person who wants to join the organization should have the same perspective as the
organized people. One of the interviewees, A16, explains this strategy as follows:

We operated a process by looking at his belief in the struggle,

his will, what he can give, and his reliability. So let's meet first,

be friends socially, and get to know. It's about getting to know

the person, like, let's talk to his family if necessary. It's not like

you come as soon as you meet. There were people with whom

we put a period of 3 months and started the conversation after

that (A16, 28, Male).
The main factor observed in the participation strategy described by A16 is the
compatibility of the new participants to the existing order of the group. It is an attitude
towards protecting the internal dynamics of the group, not increasing the number of

members.

Similar to this strategy, another participation strategy that does not focus on increasing
the number of organizations determines participation in the organization through
involvement in the activity that the organization basically carries out. The basic

participation strategy of the Taganka® (Tachanka) organization, which carries out

34 Tachanka, horse-drawn military equipment with a heavy machine gun behind it, used by the Ukrainian
Revolutionary Insurgent Army, the Makhnovists, or the Black Army.
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training activities for young people in a workers' neighborhood in Ankara, is that the
individual who wants to join the organization must regularly come to the neighborhood
and actively participate in the activities of the association. A6 explains the
participation strategy of Taganka, which adopts platformist® organization principles,
as follows:

We were a very closed group anyway, and our organized

number did not exceed 10-15 people. Our understanding of

organization was actually rigorous. Because we said that if he

comes to the neighborhood, okay, this person thinks like us—

a narrow form of organization. And because there were few

students among us, we couldn't become huge in number. Our

maximum number was 20 or so. We were adopting

platformism, Makhno. The core staff, the periphery, and

another periphery outside that perimeter. Actually, it's a bit

like leftist organizations. Maybe there was no chiefdom but

that narrow cadre (A10, 44, Male).
The difference between the participation strategy adopted by Taganka from other
anarchist organizations is that Tacanka, which carries out organizing activities through
a legal association, has official members as well as unofficial participants. The main
reason for adopting formal membership and informal participation strategies is that the
organization does not openly organize in the neighborhood with its anarchist identities.
The motivation for this strategy is that it will be easier and safer to organize in a
workers' neighborhood through a legal association and an official membership system.
In this sense, the subject and venue of the organization determined the membership

strategies of the organization.

On the other hand, there are also organizations within the movement that adopt a more
inclusive participation strategy. In these organizations, the distinction between
members of the group and people close to the organization but outside the organization

is unclear. In this situation, which the interviewees call the "¢evre-ceper" relationship,

3% Platformism is a trend within the anarchist movement that shares affinity with organizing in the
tradition of Nestor Makhno and the "Organizational Platform of Libertarian Communists". The platform
derives from the experiences of Russian and Ukrainian anarchists. According to the platform, the four
main principles that should be in an "anarchist" organization are ideological unity, tactical unity,
collective action and discipline, and federalism.
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the difference between who is an organized member and who is not is unclear. The
interviewee, Al (32, Male), made the analogy of the “stock market” for this type of
participation. Joining the organization is like the stock market; the number of members
constantly changes and does not remain constant. These organizations, whose
members are usually university students, operate on campuses. The group that can be
called the "gevre-geper” of the organization is also university students. In such
organizations, the number of participants appears more than in demonstrations such as
May 1 and March 8, when the "periphery" is also included. However, the routine work
of the organization is carried out by a small group of participants, such as publishing
newspapers, designing posters, setting up booths on campuses, and finding financial

resources for the organization's activities.

Another participation strategy is entirely different from the other strategies mentioned
here in terms of purpose and motivation. One of the aims of this strategy, adopted by
the AGF (Anarchist Youth Federation) and seen in other anarchist organizations in
Turkey, is to increase the number of participants as much as possible. For this purpose,
branches are opened in different locations but connected to the center. Although this
method is defined as an autonomous organization type by organizations, the fact that
branches are tied to the center at all decision-making stages does not comply with the
logic of an autonomous organization. This strategy serves to overstate the
organization's impact by distributing branches in different locations. One of the
interviewees, A8, argues that the reason for this strategy is the focus on propaganda

and organizing activities in the organization:

But this is what happens in organizations when propaganda is
at the forefront. That's what our organization did. Propaganda
and organization. Here, when you come from this leftist
mentality, the situation turns into pulling people's legs. Here |
organized you; you went and opened a branch there; it's like
you introduced me (A7, 37, Male).

In addition, participation in organizations that adopt this type of organizational
strategy provides an opportunity to diversify the resources that the organization can

reach. Stating that those who are interested in anarchism generally belong to the
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middle, middle-upper class individuals, A15 stated that this result also affects the

organization's participation strategy:

There was always a concern about organizing rich children.

But this was not very systematic. Because most of the young

people who turned to anarchism and that kind of sabotage were

actually from the middle class. But | didn't hear him say, "let's

organize that rich man"” (A15, 42, Male).
The fact that anarchist organizations generally do not have regular financial resources
has led some organizations to produce strategies focused on diversifying their financial
resources. As in this example, this may also affect the participation strategy. The
contributions from the participants who are in good financial condition cover some of

the expenses to be used for the organization's activities.
4.2.1.2.  Financial Resources

Anarchist organizations in Turkey generally have limited access to financial resources
to provide a stable income. If there is no fixed and regular source of income,
organizations have to diversify their methods of providing financial resources in order
to continue their activities. Accordingly, anarchist organizations have sought to
provide financial resources through legal or illegal methods. In anarchist
organizations, the majority of which are university students, the main financial
resource is the participants' pocket money or scholarships. Apart from these, A2 stated
that they organized a solidarity concert in order to pay the debts of the organization
office:

| don't remember at all that we had money at that time. We
were organizing things like a solidarity concert or something.
I remember one. The newspaper had a lot of debt. We
organized a solidarity concert in 2008. We sold the tickets for
the concert at schools. It was the first time | had worn a skirt
to an event at a bar. | guess it means something to me. As |
said, we didn't care much about these issues (A2, 30, Queer).

The fact that organizations with strong "¢evre-¢eper™ relationships provide financial

resources from the activities they organize for solidarity shows that these relationships

can be functional. Since members and the organization's close relations are generally
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young university students, it determines the content of the solidarity activity to a great
extent. A7 explains to what extent they have diversified their resources to finance the

Ankara Anarchy Initiative (AAI) as follows:

At that time in Europe, there was an economic contribution by

organizing a party for us. But since the exchange rate was not

as advantageous as it is today, we could pay the rent of the

office with that money. We sold a lot of beer in METU at the

festivities to earn the rent money. No two people lived in a

house between us; at least five people stayed. Sometimes it

went up to 10. We weren't paying for food, and we were

stealing all the time. In fact, we turned it into a source of

income for a period. At that time, we talked to the bar owners

in Sakarya and Konur and made needs lists. A little

embarrassing on the one hand, but it was a fact. That's how we

could survive. At that time, the Beytepe team got into the

pirated CD business. We were making archives and

discographies. Or we were making street music (A7, 37,

Male).
The situation described by A7 is a good example of how organizations can diversify
their financial resources to generate income. First of all, since the basic financial
resources of individuals and institutions are pocket money and scholarships, people
make living arrangements to reduce their fixed expenses such as rent, food, and
clothing. Therefore, there are common houses where people in the organization live
together. Sometimes the number of people staying in these shared houses can reach up
to ten. In this way, people who reduce their rental expenses meet their dressing and
food needs by stealing from markets and stores. This does not pose an ethical problem
for anarchists, who regard private property itself as theft. This behavior, also defined
as expropriation, argues that the person should meet her/his basic needs. If she/he
cannot meet them, her/his share has already been stolen by others, and in this case,
theft is a legitimate act. A7 stated that theft or expropriation was also done as a
"business™ for a while and that they sold the products stolen from the markets to the
pubs, the owners of which they knew, according to their needs. To do this, the
organization must have a good local network. This again shows how important the
relationships with the environment are for the organization. In addition, relations with
anarchist organizations in Europe are also crucial for providing financial resources.
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With the money collected from the solidarity parties organized in Europe, the
organization can meet some of its needs. This depends on the solid and good relations

between anarchists in different countries.

On the other hand, some anarchist organizations can benefit from the opportunities
provided by legal institutions and organizations to provide financial resources. For
example, A8 states that the facilities provided by the municipality, for a while,

constituted the primary financial resource of the organization:

The municipality had become our most significant resource for

a while. We were doing our activities in Kadikdy Youth

Center. We were using the whole youth center, and we were

doing sports there, kickboxing or something. Apart from that,

we organized tournaments and got funding from the

municipality. At the same time, the center had a restaurant, and

our friends were working there. There were no dues (A8, 38,

Male).
AGF, like Taganka, carried out its organizing activities through a legal association.
However, although Tacanka is affiliated with a legal association, it did not apply for
funding support to provide financial resources. Claiming that this is an ideological
choice, A9 (39, Female) states that they cover the organization's expenses with the fees
collected from the members instead of the funds. The fact that the organized people

also work full-time jobs ensured the regular collection of dues.

On the other hand, AGF benefited from the facilities in the youth center of the
municipality. Receiving funds from the municipality and the salaries earned by the
organization members working in the restaurant in the youth center enabled the
organization to diversify its financial resources. Another work undertaken by AGF to

provide financial resources is described by A5 as follows:

AGF opened a shop in Usak. A man named Mehmet in Usak,
a friend of AGF, was also an anarchist. He owns a silver shop.
Like the ones in Kizilay, it's not very big, but the man sells
silver there. And the income pays the shop's rent, he sends
money to Istanbul, and the magazine is financed with that
money. Therefore, AGF cares about that shop. Because the
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money source finances many things, it makes good money

(A5, 43, Male).
In this example, an anarchist living in another city associated with the AGF was
financially supported by the organization to start a business. In return, a specific part
of the money earned by the shop is reserved for the organization of AGF. Thanks to
this financial relationship established with this person, who is not a direct member of
the organization and can be described as a sympathizer, the organization has
established a regular income source to cover some of its expenses while establishing
its network in different cities. However, this financial strategy is important for
diversifying income sources; establishing such a relationship requires serious planning
and a relationship of trust. It is possible to state that AGF follows a different strategy
for providing financial resources than other anarchist organizations. Diversifying its
resources as much as possible, AGF used legal and illegal methods together.
Considering that the organization with the highest number of participants among them
is AGF, its expenses are higher, and its connections are much higher than other

organizations to access the resources to meet these expenses.

4.2.1.3. Decision-making mechanism

An ideal-typical anarchist organization should take decisions based on consensus
within the organization in line with the principles of direct democracy. Again, in an
ideal-typical anarchist organization, the sharing of work and duties should be
determined by rotation according to the wishes and interests of the individuals, but in
a way that does not crystallize the positions within the organization. DeLeon (2019)
states that anarchist theory emphasizes avoiding hierarchical arrangements within the

group and continues as follows:

At the heart of the anarchist theory is an aversion to structural,
hierarchical arrangements in which a leader emerges that
dictates orders and tells others what to do without counsel or
suggestion. The types of leadership and organizational
structures/styles that anarchists find problematic are static
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leaders that remain in power for an indefinite amount of time,
and that dictate orders and policy without full counsel from
those generally affected by these decisions (2019, para. 15).

Based on anarchist theory, anarchist organizing principles or anarchist conduct
opposes hierarchical associations, specialization, and majority rule in an organization.
However, the skeptical approach of anarchist theory to authority does not ignore the
possibility of hierarchical relations depending on the authority in an anarchist social
order. This persistent skepticism towards authority reminds us that social control
mechanisms in anarchist groups must also work. In the defined order of anarchist
organizations, this principle of social control is an essential factor that ensures that the
organization adheres to the anarchist principle. However, authoritarian associations
and static leaders may also emerge within anarchist organizations due to the emergent

order.

In this part of the study, | will discuss the intra-organizational decision-making
mechanisms of anarchist organizations in Turkey, how tasks and work are distributed
among the participants, and whether there is any control mechanism in these processes.
For this purpose, | asked the interviewees how they make decisions within the
organization and how the task allocation within the organization is realized. A13, who
is organized in the Eskisehir Anarchy Initiative (EAIJ), states that they decide what to
do in the organization at joint meetings and that work and task sharing are done in line

with the abilities and competencies of the individuals:

We were writing leaflets together in a meeting. Another task
sharing was actually determined according to the individual
skills of the individuals. Graffiti, for example, were made by
people who were seriously willing to do this. For example, it
changes depending on the drawing ability of the person in
charge of preparing the banner or who is more involved in this
job. Or if a poster is to be made, in connection with the person's
experience who has computer knowledge and can use that
program. In fact, task sharing was based entirely on
individuals' personal skills or what they could do. This was
also sometimes seen in communication with other groups. This
was undertaken by people who had strong communication
skills, had better influence, or could propagate effectively
(A13, 28, Male).
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The low number of organized participants and the fact that all of the present
participants were students ensured that the social order in EAI was established through
affinity or friendship. EAI, which we can also describe as the affinity group, is an
organization that does not require a complex network of relationships and where the
participants manage the decision-making and task distribution processes through face-
to-face communication. On the other hand, decision-making processes in Taganka,

which has a small number of participants, are different from EAI:

There is a certain young population there, but of course, we
talk more in discussions due to years of experience. Of course,
as we talk, we actually draw attention. Because certain age
groups start to manage things, this bothers me after a while.
Because | criticize things, | have the truth in my head. And as
| see the mistakes, I try to intervene in them. As you intervene,
your name comes to the fore, “anyway, these are platformists,
these are men who are inclined to authority anyway” (A5, 43,
Male).

As stated by A5, characteristics such as age, experience, and competence of the
participants influence decision-making processes. The experience and competence
that increases with age will inevitably create differentiation among the participants in
the group. The fact that there were individuals who formed the first anarchist
organizations in Ankara in the 1990s among the participants caused these experienced
people to have a more respected place in the group than the new participants. One of

the interviewees, A5, emphasizes that the experienced person has the right to

"convince" others:

But we are not saying that it can be done with authoritarian
methods. This is also partly in Tachanka. The experienced one
always has the right to have a say. And he has the right to
persuade the other person. Persuasion processes work, and you
are convinced. Even if you are convinced, no one can ask a
question like, “why are you being persuaded? That's
authority.” No, because that discussion process convinced
him. This is how we looked (A5, 43, Male).

The process described by A5 shows that authority within the organization arises

indirectly from a form of relationships that are established and legitimized by age,
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experience, and competence. The difference of Taganka is that the prominent status of
a high-profile participant, which can also be observed in other organizations, stems
from an order accepted by all participants within the organization. On the other hand,
A15 explains how the decision-making and task distribution processes in AGF differ

from other organizations as follows:

DAF (Revolutionary Anarchist Action) and AGF (Anarchist

Youth Federation) are all made up of uncertainty. And this

uncertainty causes some high-profile people to come forward.

The division of labor is like this: “you know the camera, come

here.” it's like a family business. Nothing has order but seems

to be in order because it is challenging (A15, 42, Male).
A15, who took part in both organizations (DAF and AGF), states that the uncertainty
in the decision-making and task-sharing processes causes some participants to come
to the fore and become decisive in the decision-making processes within the
organization. This "uncertainty” about how the processes within the organization will
work is overcome by the emergence of "leaders” who solve the uncertainty and
coordinate the participants. It is possible to say that the chief and leadership positions
in the mentioned groups are similar to Taganka, depending on age and experience.
However, unlike Taganka, in these groups with many participants, the difference
between the position of these informal leaders and the position of a newcomer to the
organization is quite significant. This situation led to the formation of peripheral-cadre
groups closer to the leaders. In some cases, as A18 mentioned, it has reached the point

where it determines the participatory strategy:

It seemed like we were all talking and making decisions
together. But it was still what X and Y said. Because they
could somehow manipulate it, and because the people around
them believed in them, they could implement those decisions.
| think that's why they give so much importance to the high
school organization. Because he knows it will be easier to
interfere with them. The struggle for rights cannot be like this.
It means a closed organization, such as a sect or congregation
(A18, 31, Female).
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In organizations where influential individuals in decision-making processes come to
the fore and positioning is visible, leaders can develop strategies to organize younger
individuals that they can more easily influence to maintain their current positions. This
strategy not only increases the number of participants but also ensures that new
participants who believe in the leader's competence and, in some cases, even admire
the leader are included in the organization for the "periphery-cadre” formed around
the leader. Thus, the leader, who creates a buffer zone around him that consists of
participants who believe in his legitimacy and accept his authority, strengthens his own

position against objections or interventions that may come from other participants.

In this section, | have tried to discuss the two questions I initially asked. These are
"What strategies are used by self-proclaimed anarchist activists for an anarchist
organization?" and "What are the structure and internal dynamics of an anarchist
organization?" Anarchist organizations can be defined as partial organizations because
they do not have one or more of the formal organizational elements (membership,
sanctions, control, hierarchy, and rules). However, on the other hand, anarchist
organizing principles and anarchist conduct express a defined order in anarchist
organizations. Accordingly, the basic anarchist principles of organization are
autonomy, mutual aid, direct democracy, social control, and voluntary associations.
Through decision-making mechanisms, financial resources, and participation
dynamics, | tried to evaluate how formal organizational elements and anarchist

organization principles are included in anarchist organization processes.

Accordingly, anarchist organizations that adopt different strategies in their
participation processes generally determine whether these strategies aim to increase
the number of organized participants or not. While participation in smaller groups
proceeds through individual relations, participation processes are managed to depend
on propaganda activities in large groups. On the other hand, some anarchist
organizations have a formal membership system. However, official membership is not
effective in the process of joining the organization. The specific characteristics of the
locality in which the organization operates are essential elements of the adoption of
formal membership processes. The official membership system can also diversify the
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organization's resources and propaganda areas. That is, the presence of membership,
which is one of the formal organizational elements in anarchist organizations, is

instrumental in this case.

Generally speaking, it can be said that anarchist organizations in Turkey have limited
access to financial resources. In organizations where most of the participants are
university students, the primary financial resource of the organization is student
scholarships and pocket money. When it comes to expenses such as the rent of the
office, expenses of newspapers, magazines, and printing costs, the organization's
limited budget becomes a problem. Participants who resort to legal and illegal methods
to overcome their financial problems reduce the expenditures required for their basic
individual needs. On the other hand, in organizations where the participants are
middle-class individuals working full-time jobs, the most basic financial resource is
dues. Another strategy developed for financial resources is founding associations.
Associations established to operate in areas not directly related to the anarchist politics
of the organization, such as education and the environment, enable organizations to
find material input by receiving funding support. Informal anarchist organizations
supported by official and formal organizations are less financially fragile than other

anarchist organizations.

The main factor in the differentiation of decision-making mechanisms among
anarchist organizations is the number of participants. In organizations where the
number of participants is low, decisions are taken in face-to-face meetings. In these
organizations, task sharing is carried out in line with the interests and wishes of the
people. On the other hand, in large numbers of organizations, it is possible to say that
certain crystallized positions within the organization become evident over time. In
these organizations, which do not have determined decision-making mechanisms,
positions such as leadership or chief are emerging as the number of participants
increases. In this case, the distance between the newly recruited individual and the
informal leaders' increases. This gap is closed by the narrow cadre organized around
the leader. The purpose of narrow cadres is to act as a bridge between the
organization's leader and other participants, maintain control in the organization, and
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supervise the implementation of the decisions taken by the leader by other participants.
These narrow cadres fulfill the function of a kind of social control apparatus within

the organization.
4.3. Ongoing Debates on Anarchist Organizations in Turkey

In this part of the work, I will touch on some issues that have been the subject of debate
in the anarchist movement in Turkey for many years. In line with the experiences of
the interviewees, we can list the most fundamental problems in the anarchist
movement as follows: the influence of the socialist left on individuals in the anarchist
movement, the oligarchization of anarchist organizations, and the involvement of
anarchists in other social movements. In the following sections, I will focus on how

these problems were grounded by the interviewees.

4.3.1. “Coming from the Left”: The Relationship with Socialist

Movement

In the first part of the analysis chapter, | discussed the emergence of the anarchist
movement in Turkey. As | mentioned in that section, the anarchist movement in
Turkey was born due to the ideological and organizational discussion processes that
the individuals in the socialist movement went through after the September 12, 1980
coup. After the coup, the first-generation anarchists stated that the structural and
intellectual problems they saw in their old organizations pushed them to a personal
questioning process. They discussed the concepts of authority, domination, and
freedom and how these concepts were handled in practice in the functioning of
socialist organizations. As a result of these discussions, the first anarchist activist
circles began to form. Some former leftists broke away from socialist organizations,
turned to anarchism, and started publishing activities gathering around small
publishing circles. The skeptical approach to the concept of the organization, criticism
of science and rationality, and anti-violence, which are frequently seen among the first

generation anarchists, clearly reveal the intellectual transformation that these people
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went through when they left the socialist organizations. By the mid-1990s, the number
of second-generation anarchists started to increase in Turkey. A19 notes that there are

distinct differences between first-generation anarchists and later anarchists:

Those who left the socialist organizations in groups in the 90s
and 2000s formed their own circles without any change. On
the contrary, they came to the anarchist ranks as ready circles.
They took a roughly anarchist stance, keeping the reflexes of
the old left tradition intact. Thus, some leftist groups' old/new
diseases were unfortunately carried over to us. They spoke, but
their language was not our language. They were writing, but
what they said was not our word. Some even felt blessed as
some left groups embraced them as "true anarchists.”
Unfortunately, many of our friends who cannot break with the
left trajectory do not want to see that their anarchy is just a
name while caricatured the road and locked in the target (A19,
NI, Male).

A19 explains the reason for this differentiation between generations as the second-
generation anarchists participated in the existing anarchist circles without going
through a process of questioning like the first generation anarchists. Accordingly, the
second-generation anarchists became anarchists without engaging in the fundamental
intellectual questioning that distinguishes anarchism from the mainstream current of
socialism in Turkey. The participants, who moved from socialist organizations to
anarchist groups in groups or individually, brought with them problems within leftist
organizations. A19 states that "anarchists close to the left have always remained
leftists” for this situation. On the other hand, according to A11, the main reason for the
leftist tendencies of anarchists in Turkey is the first generation of anarchists who came

from socialist organizations.

If we think in this context, people who escaped the troubles of
the left and were overwhelmed by the chiefs on the left became
anarchists in Turkey. Anarchists did not open a field directly;
they came with their left experience and became anarchists.
The first generations were like that. The next generations
became directly anarchists. As | said, such things happen when
it comes to proving themselves to the left. This is something
related to our Turkish history as well. Yes, there was
anarchism in Turkey in the past, in the Ottoman period, but
there were few people who called themselves anarchists until
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the 80s. After that, they started to organize a little more, and
they started publishing magazines. Of course, what they do is
very valuable, but there are still problems with coming from
the left (A4, 32, Male).

Al1 claims that the main problem from the first period is that individuals left socialist
organizations and participated in the anarchist movement. Stating that the anarchist
movement, since its first emergence, is characterized by the fact that people who want
to escape from the problems in the socialist organizations or who could not reach the
positions they want in the left organizations are anarchists, the interviewer states that
this situation brings with it the problem of "proving oneself to the left" in anarchist
groups. On the other hand, A10 states that not all anarchists from the left movement

are anarchists with similar motivations, and the difference between them is crucial.

On the one hand, the coming of a person from the left and from

a socialist structure is really this: There is a group that has

come by observing those authoritarian relationships and the

hierarchical structure very directly, drawing conclusions in

their own way and thinking of the possibility of a more

libertarian form of struggle, | think that is different. We can

call it a segment that has come to the correct conclusions.

Secondly, a section of people carries the habits of that type of

relationship even though they actually want to be in a more

liberal structure (A10, 44, Male).
A10 claims that some anarchists with a leftist organizational background have joined
anarchist groups by questioning their experiences in their former organizations and
drawing "correct conclusions.” Accordingly, the difference between anarchists who
reach the correct conclusions and anarchists who reach the wrong conclusions is
evident in the processes in the functioning of the organization. According to A10,
individuals who come to anarchist groups with correct results have abandoned their
authoritarian tendencies, or at least try to do so; people who come to anarchist
organizations with wrong results try to maintain their relationships in their old
organizations. Claiming that the chief of the AGF can be shown as an example of this
situation, A18 states that this person has created an authoritarian, introverted, and
masculine anarchist organizational culture by combining his experiences in his former
organization with anarchism.
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In AGF, X is someone who came from the leftist movement

and ran the practices of that movement. and the left movement

in Turkey is very masculine and authoritarian. And he

combined his experiences there with anarchism, yet he does

the same things; practically nothing has changed. The

anarchist movement in Turkey is very closed. And the

anarchist movement is also very male in this country (A18, 32,

Female).
The interviewees stated that the problems such as the use of authority and internal
violence in anarchist organizations are experienced by people who have experience in
socialist organizations in these groups. Accordingly, people who internalize socialist
organization problems and continue them in anarchist organizations cause asymmetric
power relations to emerge within the organization. It is an essential point that all
interviewees mention the problems experienced within the anarchist organizations as
individual deficiencies. According to the anarchist theory, the problem of authority,
which can repeatedly occur in all social relations and arrangements, advocates that
individuals should be a constant suspicion toward authority and that organizational

functioning should be regulated in a direct, horizontal, and participatory way.

In the case of Turkey, these acknowledgments towards individuals who experienced
their first political socialization in socialist organizations ignore the relational structure
of authority. The authoritarian relations that can occur in any condition and social
arrangement are matched by coming from the tradition of the socialist movement. As
mentioned by interviewee All, this situation also shows the tendency of individuals
in the anarchist movement to prove themselves to the left. This argument is
strengthened not only by "former socialists” who have established authoritarian
relations but also by the tendency to show the reasons for authoritarian relations in
anarchist organizations as the internalization of the principles of socialist forms of
organization. So much so that the socialist tradition is seen as the main problem of

anarchist organizations in Turkey being masculine, closed, and authoritarian.

These analyzes, which are made on individuals without mentioning the self-
reproduction of authority and asymmetric power relations or the patriarchal system

emphasized by anarchist theory, miss the deeper structural causes of the problems. Of
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course, all these do not mean that the socialist organizations in Turkey are not
authoritarian and patriarchal. However, this reasoning is too direct a cause-effect

relationship to be the root cause of the problems of anarchist organizations in Turkey.

4.3.2. The Problem of Oligarchy in Anarchist Organizations

According to Michels' iron law of oligarchy thesis, oligarchic tendencies and leaders
emerge from formalization and bureaucratization processes in highly-structured
organizations (2001). However, since formalization and bureaucratization processes
will not be seen in low-structured and informal organizations such as anarchist
organizations, questions about the processes in which oligarchic associations are
produced are significant. Although Michels sees anarchism as a polyphlactic
alternative to the problem of oligarchy in one of the chapters in his Political Parties
book, we should not ignore that hierarchical and authoritarian relations can be
established within anarchist organizations, and authoritarian leader figures may
emerge.

On the other hand, de Bakker et al. argue that a conceptualization that misses the
normative basis of oligarchy will not be sufficient for us to understand the processes
of oligarchy in informal organizations. (2017). Leach’s (2005) conceptualization of
oligarchy highlights the normative character of the concept rather than defining the
oligarchy as a result of process of formalization and bureaucratization. According to
the authors, the normative core of the concept of oligarchy is the loss of democracy.
That is, the loss of democracy can be encountered in all informal or formal
organizations. In this section, I will focus on the processes of oligarchy in anarchist
organizations in line with the interviewees' experiences. A8, one of the interviewees,
expressed the problems in the way the autonomous organization strategy was

implemented in his former organization as follows:

So it goes like this, for example, here we have our office in
Kadikdy, you go, you become autonomous of Maltepe, you
become autonomous of Kartal, you become the autonomous
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Marmara, and so on. But in essence, this is not how things
work. You know, it's a completely Marxist structure. It has an
autonomist platform, it seems right when you look at its
structure, but unfortunately, it is like a continuation of a
Marxist organizational structure. Because of centralization
again. Maltepe is constantly getting permission from Kadikoy.
When someone tells you to be autonomous over there, it's
hierarchical anyway. It's a bit like branching (A8, 38, Male).

In this example, we see that the organizational strategy is implemented not by the joint
decision of the participants but by the decisions taken by the chief himself. In addition
to having a chief position in an anarchist organization, we can talk about an
organizational structure formed by the decisions taken from the center and whose
functioning is determined in line with the orders taken from the center. The reason
why centralization is so high in organizations is due to the problems in the decision-
making stages and the lack of social control within the organization. So much so that
it is not possible to talk about an inclusive decision-making process that works with

the principles of direct democracy in such anarchist organizations:

Of course, chiefs have "hitmen." For example, | was on a
narrow cadre. You are holding secret meetings. They said,
“you as a youth are the organization's future,” and so on. We
are subjected to brainwashing, and you are given such a
mission. Actually, we were his hitmen, you understand? You
don't understand right now. After a while, there are clearances
and stuff. The function of that narrow cadre is actually to
redeem people who oppose the chief.

What is the relationship of the narrowcast members with the
other members?

Like control, for example, think of it as if what decision will

be made in large meetings is determined in a narrow cadre

meeting (A8, 38, Male).
Individuals in the narrow staff gathered around the chief over time assumed the
function of implementing the decisions taken by the chief. This narrow staff, which
also provides control within the organization, is the unit where the main decisions are
taken. Despite this, decision-making meetings are held with other participants of the

organization. However, since the decision has already been taken in a narrow staff
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meeting, meetings open to all members are for show. It is inevitable for leaders to form
in organizations where positions within the organization are so prominent. On the other
hand, the loss of democracy in anarchist organizations without a leadership position
occurs due to specific individuals taking on the same jobs for a long time. Al6
describes his own experience in this regard as follows:

But after a while, the person who takes too much initiative
becomes authoritarian. An anarchist organization must also
avoid this. To prevent this, a specific control mechanism
should be established. We couldn't do that, so we already had
problems. | was on the initiative for a little while. It already
disbanded shortly after | entered. | haven't had a chance to
observe much. But in the next group, we witnessed one of our
friends start to become authoritarian. We have already
removed him later (A16, 28, Male).

The fact that people who take the responsibility of doing duties for a long time begin
to have more say creates hidden positions within the organization by getting ahead of
the initiative of others. This oligarchization situation, which is the result of
specialization, resulted in the dismissal of the person who started to show authoritarian
tendencies, in the example cited by A16. In this example, it is possible to talk about
the existence of an internal social control mechanism in which the participants in the
organization monitor each other, and those who act outside the principles of the
organization are removed. On the other hand, Al15 argues that the root of the
oligarchization problem in anarchist organizations is the inability to fully internalize

the concept of the anarchist organization.

They make stickers: "AGF is our life." What the hell is this?
You are advertising yourself there. It creates an organization
like a sect. Organize the AGF rather than anarchism. Anarchist
principles cause problems because they are obstacles to an
organization. You can say right because we also have a
principle that aims to abolish itself. In this sense, any principle
that the organization is questioned about could not be accepted
by the AGF. If one thing belongs to the anarchist perspective,
it is the principle of self-dissolution when the organization
degenerates (Al5, 42, Male).
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According to the interviewee, the transformation of the organization, which should
remain as a means, into an end, and the attitudes of anarchists reaching organizational
fetishism are the main problems of the anarchist movement in Turkey. According to
anarchist principles, an organization that begins to degenerate should dissolve itself.
What is meant by corruption here is the emergence of leaders in the organization and
the establishment of hierarchical and authoritarian relations, that is, oligarchization.
Therefore, this organizational approach, which ignores the means-ends equivalation,
is basically a corrupt structure that does not comply with anarchist organizing

principles.

4.3.3. The Relations with “Organic Allies”

During the interviews, | asked the participants about their relations with other social
movements other than the socialist movement. In the answers | received to these
questions, | realized that the anarchist movement in general has close relations with
the LGBTTIQ+ movement, the ecology movement, and the animal liberation
movements in Turkey. For example, A7, one of the interviewees, stated that they had
close relations with the LGBTTIQ+ movement in Ankara when he was organized and
that anarchists even saw LGBTTIQ+ activists as their organic allies. A14 explains the
problems faced by socialists and anarchists in the early days of Kaos GL in Ankara

with the following incident:

Some people came to us with some demands. They said that
on May 1 last year, gays came, and all the media focused on
them. This spoils the political color and attitude of May 1.
That's why we won't let them into the demonstration area this
year. But they are walking with you. Therefore, we ask you
not to stand side by side with them, do not interfere when we
interfere with them. When they came with such suggestions or
even such threats, we said, yes, we are with them; this
intervention is not only against them but also against us (A14,
43, Male).
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Al4 reports that anarchists and LGBTTIQ+ activists marched in the same cortege on
May 1 at that time, and leftist organizations, which were uncomfortable with
LGBTTIQ+ activists entering the May Day area, warned anarchists about this issue.
Stating that this situation caused tension between anarchists and socialists, the
interviewee conveys that later on, they went through a process of self-criticism because
this protective attitude of anarchists had a masculine tone. On the other hand, A2, who
is both an anarchist and an LGBTTIQ+ activist, describes the period when they

organized with anarchists at the university as follows:

| was the youngest in the LGBTTI+ movement at that time. At
that time, the leftists dared to produce homophobic discourse
openly. There were also situations where you could call it
ignorance, with bad or good intentions. He does not see it as a
political problem; he accepts that oppression relationship, but
he does not have the capacity to understand, nor did the leftist
movement have an organizational infrastructure to offer this
capacity. Where can you find information about that at that
time? There was Kaos GL, and then there were the anarchists.
Anarchists, for example, were the only group that made up this
discourse in areas where LGBTTIs were not open. For
example, one of the actions | observed before getting close to
the anarchists at the DTCF was this. There was a trans murder,
and anarchists organized a protest at DTCF. It was leftists who
reacted. “Why are you protesting here just because a
transvestite was killed? Here is a political area.” Some said this
is not a political issue (A2, 30, Queer).

Stating that there were few resources for people to learn about LGBTTIQ+ activism
at that time, A2 stated that anarchists carried out actions against hate crimes and
homophobia in areas where LGBTTIQ+ individuals were not open, and they organized
studies and readings on these issues. On the other hand, A15 claims that the close
relations established by anarchists with other movements are the main reason for the

weakness of the anarchist movement in Turkey:

When anarchists engaged in such movements, those areas
were owned by politically powerful groups. Because the
anarchists were not organized. And many anarchists withered
in those movements. When | became vegan, | advocated for
anarchism through the vegan perspective of animal liberation
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for many years. In fact, I, myself, have only existed in one part
of anarchism or existing social movements. For example, it did
not seem possible for an anarchist who was in the struggle for
animal liberation to be also in the struggle for workers'
liberation. Because you are moving away from the agenda of
the workers. Your struggle was seen as eliminating abattoirs,
even removing farms, and leaving workers unemployed. It is
because strict distinctions were made (A15, 42, Male).

A15, which has also been involved in project-based movements such as Direnlstanbul,
as well as anarchist organizations, claims that because anarchists are unorganized,
politically powerful groups in other areas of action have begun to dominate these
movements. The fact that anarchists could not develop a holistic struggle strategy
resulted in individuals within the movement to struggle in the field of social opposition
through other movements. A15, who argues that this situation brings
compartmentalization and specialization, states that the separation of struggle areas
causes different movements to be perceived as rival movements. On the contrary, A18
claims that the activeness of anarchists in different social movements is a result of the

authoritarian and masculine nature of anarchist organizations in Turkey:

Actually, I am not in an anarchist struggle, I am not fighting
over anarchism, but I am using anarchist practices in my own
work. Those who did not give up the struggle continued like
this. They were active in urban movements, ecology, and
animal rights movements. But they developed these struggles.
As we entered these movements, we began to change these
movements. When | first got into the animal rights movement,
there were only animal lovers. There were very few people
working in the sense of rights. Since | am an anarchist, | knew
that the context of rights was important, so we were able to
transfer anarchist methods of struggle there. In fact, | can say
that the anarchist movement in such a terrible position in
Turkey strengthened other movements. We all left the
anarchist organizations and started working more strongly in
other movements (A18, 32, Female).

The interviewer claims that anarchists' participation in other social movement areas
develops these movements. A18, who is also an activist working in the field of animal
liberation, states that she applies anarchist methods while working in this field. In

conclusion, it is essential to state that the problem of oligarchization in anarchist
145



organizations in Turkey alienates the individuals from anarchist organizations. These
individuals who move away are included in movements such as ecology and animal
liberation. As the interviewee stated, this situation caused the anarchist movement to
lose power. At the same time, individuals who participated in the organizations of
other movements with an anarchist perspective also changed those movements. The
influence of anarchists in the transformation of the animal liberation movement from
animal philanthropy to rights-based activism in Turkey is at a level that cannot be

ignored.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

In this research, | aimed to understand the mobilization dynamics of the anarchist
movement in Turkey and the organizational structures of the formations within the
movement. Accordingly, | had online and face-to-face interviews with 19 self-
proclaimed anarchist activists involved in any anarchist group or formation in Turkey.
In addition to this research in which I used the semi-structured interview technique, |
examined the articles on the subject of anarchist organization in periodicals published
by anarchist groups in Turkey. In line with the data | obtained, | structured the analysis

chapter into three main sections to discuss the anarchist movement in Turkey.

| tried to discuss the conditions of emergence, mobilization, and organizational
dynamics of the anarchist movement in Turkey through social movements literature. |
have employed the concepts of partial organization and oligarchization alongside
Political Process Theory, Resource Mobilization Theory, and Framing to discuss

anarchist organizing practices and the internal dynamics of organizations.

In the first part of the analysis chapter, | focused on the emergence and the mobilization
processes of the anarchist movement in Turkey. Considering that some conditions
must be transformed for the emergence of a new form of political activism, I discussed
what political and social conditions had been transformed for anarchist activism to
emerge in Turkey. Accordingly, the anarchist movement that emerged after the
September 12, 1986 coup is structurally related to the socialist movement. The process
that started with some ex-socialists moving away from their organizations in the post-
coup period and criticizing the authoritarian tendencies of the socialist movement in
Turkey resulted in some former socialists turning to anarchism. However, at this point,
it would not be correct to establish a direct cause-effect relationship between the

September 12 military coup and the emergence of the anarchist movement. The
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conditions that created the emergence of the anarchist movement are the products of
the processes that led to the transformation of the socialist movement in Turkey and
its rapprochement with other leftist movements and new intellectual debates in the

world.

Moreover, | reviewed articles focusing on discussions of anarchist organizations in
periodicals published by anarchist groups in Turkey. In these articles, it is possible to
say that different frames have been developed regarding the fields in which the
anarchist movement in Turkey should operate, based on the anarchist organization
discussions. Some periodicals argue that anarchist organizations should remain a mere
broadcasting and propaganda activity; otherwise, anarchists will attempt to establish
vanguard organizations similar to socialist organizations. In other periodicals, while
an anarchist organization was approached positively, there were differences of opinion
on what form the organization should take. One group argued that small autonomies
would minimize hierarchical and authoritarian relationships, while the other group
argued that anarchists should be organized in neighborhoods. From these periodicals,
it is seen that there are differences in the definition, perspective, and method of
organization within the anarchist movement. These differentiations in strategic
frameworks led to the differentiation of organizational experiences in the following

years.

In the next section, | focused on the mobilization processes of the anarchist movement
in Turkey. | noticed that the dates when the interviewees first joined an anarchist
organization clustered at specific intervals. | argue that there is a correlation between
these date ranges and the mobilization dynamics of the anarchist movement. In this
direction, I divided the mobilization process of the anarchist movement in Turkey into
three phases: 1995-2001, 2002-2011, and after 2012. The main result that emerged in
the period 1995-2001, which I define as the first period of the anarchist movement, is
that the second-generation anarchist activists who turned to anarchism in this period,
unlike the first-generation anarchists, had a more positive point of view towards the
organization. As a result, there were divisions between the first-generation anarchists

and the second-generation anarchists over the issue of organization. As a result of these
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divergences, towards the end of the 1990s, the Anarchist Youth Federation was
established, the first anarchist organization aimed at massification with an anarchist

political identity.

I would argue that several factors were significant at the beginning of the formation of
anarchist organizations. First of all, the political and economic processes that Turkey
went through, the war conditions, and the interrogational torture that continued after
the coup caused the second-generation anarchists to determine a more organized and
action-oriented strategy. Secondly, with the use of the internet and the translation of
anarchist literature into Turkish, second-generation anarchists' opportunity to have
information about other movements and anarchist movements in the world has
increased. The third factor related to this is the effect of anarchist visibility in the
alternative globalization movements in the 90s. In particular, the anarchist movement,
whose visibility increased worldwide with the black bloc tactic, began to revive in
Turkey during this period.

The period 2002-2011, the second period of the anarchist movement, indicates a
process in which the organizations within the movement increased and differentiated.
The first of the main processes and conditions effective in this period is that some
democratization and human rights reforms implemented by Turkey within the scope
of the EU Harmonization process, which accelerated with the Justice and Development
Party's coming to power in 2002, reduced the pressure in the field of social opposition.
During this period, anarchists, who carried out their organizing and propaganda
activities comfortably, concentrated on university campuses in metropolitan cities
such as Istanbul, Ankara, and Izmir. During this period, another factor that was
influential in developing the anarchist movement was the 2008 Greek uprising. The

anarchist image embodied in these actions affected anarchists in Turkey.

The post-2012 period, which is the last period of the anarchist movement, can be
defined as the period when the anarchist movement lost power and began to wither
away. With the increasing pressure on the anarchists before Gezi Park 2013 and the

events of black bloc protest on May 1, 2012, the movement turned to its own internal
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discussions. After the Gezi protests, which took place in such an environment, the

anarchist movement gradually entered the dormant phase.

It is possible to explain the emergence and mobilization conditions of the anarchist
movement in Turkey with the political process approach. The purpose of the anarchist
movement and its methods to achieve this goal do not involve a direct demand from
the state and its institutions like other mainstream social movements. The principle of
compatibility of ends and means of anarchist theory and the fact that this principle
caused the anarchist movement to stay away from the state and state-like formations
in the way of achieving the goal caused the anarchist movement to escape from
academic scrutiny in the context of social movements. However, this does not mean
that the anarchist movement will not be affected by political processes. Although the
movement does not request the state to achieve its goal, the political opportunity
structures must be suitable for the movement to continue its mobilization. In this study,
I claim that the anarchist movement in Turkey, like other movements, has been
affected by the availability or constraints of political opportunity structures during the

periods it emerged and continued to mobilize.

To this end, in the first part of the analysis chapter, | discussed which political
opportunity structures were influential during the emergence and mobilization of the
anarchist movement in Turkey. It does not seem possible to conclude that country-
level political opportunities are always favorable or detrimental in the mobilization
process of the anarchist movement. Even if the county-level opportunity structures
were not suitable, the strength of anarchist movements in other countries or other
anarchist movements positively affected the development of the anarchist movement
in Turkey. The anarchist movement, a new movement in Turkey, does not have a
tradition on which to base its legitimacy on. However, in this case, it is seen that the
movement provides its legitimacy through the anarchist movements abroad. Within
the scope of the thesis, in addition to the country-specific political opportunities
mentioned above, the economic, human, moral, and other resources that the anarchist
movement can reach are among the crucial factors affecting the mobilization of the

anarchist movement in Turkey.
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At this point, the fact that the anarchist movement consists of middle-class, foreign
language-speaking, and highly educated individuals shows that the movement has
access to specific human resources. This human resource enabled the anarchist
movement in Turkey to communicate and cooperate with anarchist groups in other
countries. It is seen that the anarchist movement's access to middle-class, well-
educated, and foreign language-speaking human resources was influential in
establishing these relations, which we can define as a source of legitimacy, and in
translating the works of anarchist thinkers into Turkish. Financial support from
anarchist groups abroad within the scope of solidarity helped anarchist organizations
in Turkey to diversify their financial resources.

In the second part of the analysis chapter, | focused on the internal dynamics of
anarchist organizations in Turkey. In this discussion, which | conducted on
organizational practices, | discussed the stages of participation, financial resources,
and decision-making in anarchist organizations. My main claim in this section is that
in anarchist organizations, where the form and structure of organization reflect the
political ideology, the principles of organization constitute an "anarchist conduct of
organizing." | argue that this can also be considered the defined social order of an
anarchist organization. Moreover, | argue that anarchist organization, which I
conceptualize based on the concepts of complete organization, partial organizing, and
ideal-typical anarchist organization in the literature, is a contingent balance between

anarchist conduct and emergent order.

The main point where anarchist organizations differ is whether formal organizational
elements are included in the formation processes of the organization. While the stages
of participation are determined according to strict criteria or for certain purposes in
groups where formal elements are included, the basis of participation in organizations
without formal elements is based on perspective similarity. At this point, it is essential
to emphasize that some organizations set an inclusive participation strategy and

distinguish themselves from others. Accordingly, the boundary between the "¢evre-
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ceper” relations® and those who participate in the organization is unclear. As for
financial resources, the common feature of anarchist organizations in Turkey is that
none of them have regular and fixed incomes. Financial resources are acquired through
dues, solidarity activities, or expropriation/theft. However, at this point, organizations
with a formal organizational element and a large number of participants have much

more opportunities to develop their financial resources.

In the last part of the analysis chapter, | focused on the internal discussions of the
anarchist movement in Turkey. | have classified the main debates in the movement as
relations with the socialist movement, the problem of oligarchization in anarchist
organizations, and the relations of anarchists with their organic allies. The prominent
theme in the relations with the socialist movements, which is the subject of the first
discussion, is that anarchists see the source of the problems experienced within the
movement and organizations as anarchist individuals affected by the socialist
movement. In this case, people left the socialist movements because they could not
find what they wanted in those organizations. These people were inclined to perform

authoritarian tendencies when they joined the anarchist movement.

The second topic of discussion is the oligarchization of anarchist organizations. The
oligarchic relations, which started due to the emergence of some individuals in the
decision-making and task-sharing stages, caused the materialization of some positions
within the organization over time. In this way, the organizations' direct democracy and
participatory processes are interrupted. While these people are removed in
organizations with social control mechanisms such as face-to-face surveillance among
members, positioning in some organizations has led to the formation of narrow-cadre
groups. Finally, the problem in the relations of the anarchist movement with other
social movements is that anarchists are assimilated and leave the anarchist movement.
The counter-argument on this issue is that the weakness of the anarchist movement in
Turkey causes anarchists to be active in other movements and transform these

movements.

3 Periphery relations
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The topics that | define as the main discussions within the anarchist movement in
Turkey, coming from the left, oligarchization of organizations, and relations with
organic allies, are essential in understanding the organizational dynamics of the
anarchist movement in Turkey. First of all, the "leftist attitude," claimed to originate
from individuals with a socialist organizational background within the anarchist
movement, seems to be related to the fact that the anarchist movement emerged from
the left movement. Although the effects of individuals cannot be ignored, the
persistence of this problem points to the structural relations between the anarchist
movement and the left movement. The definition of this influence as "leftism™ by the
anarchist movement stems from the fact that it emerged as a reaction to the
authoritarian relations within the left in the first period of the anarchist movement and

that the left movement criticism was continuous in the following periods.

It is seen that formalization and bureaucratization processes are not effective in the
oligarchization debate of anarchist organizations. The handling of oligarchization as a
process related to the loss of democracy provides an opportunity to discuss the
oligarchization processes of anarchist organizations. In this context, two main reasons
for oligarchization in anarchist organizations can be identified. First, the large number
of participants in relatively larger anarchist organizations led to the emergence of
certain groups that were influential in decision-making processes. This organizational
structure, which can be described as the leader, narrow cadre formations gathered
around the leader and the remaining participants, are the situations in which
oligarchization is most evident. On the other hand, in other anarchist organizations,
the oligarchization process progresses in the form of individuals who stand out with
their characteristics such as age, experience, and talent, dominating the task sharing
within the organization. The fact that these individuals, who take on more tasks than
other participants in task sharing, have a more significant say in the process causes the
disruption of direct democratic functioning within the organization. It can be said that

this process is also valid in terms of age and experience.

The problem that arises in relations with organic allies is that anarchist activists

participate in these movements instead of the anarchist movement. This situation is
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cited as the reason why the anarchist movement could not develop in Turkey, as it lost
a severe human resource. On the other hand, it is stated that the shift of human
resources within the anarchist movement to organic allied movements, the ecology
movement, LGBTTQ+ movement, etc. strengthens these movements. As | mentioned
before, the anarchist movement, which has a well-equipped human resource, affects
other movements, and these movements are transformed when anarchists participate
in other movements. In general, although the anarchist movement has never been
decisive in terms of the organization in Turkey, it can be said that they have been
influential with the new discussions and perspectives they have brought to the field of

social movements.

To sum up, this study tries to answer specific questions related to the anarchist
movement in Turkey. There is a gap in scholarly knowledge regarding the anarchist
movement in Turkey. | try to address this gap by discussing the dynamics of the
anarchist movement in Turkey from different levels. First, | focus on its emergence
and mobilization processes to explain the influential conditions for organizing the
anarchist movement. | discuss which opportunity structures, existing networks of
relations, and resources are influential in each period of the anarchist movement in
Turkey. The research shows that the anarchist movement is highly affected by the
country-specific opportunity structures, so | can describe the life cycle of the
movement by giving reference to the major political processes that Turkey came

through in the last 35 years.

The anarchist movement, which emerged in an environment where the left lost its
influence and hegemony due to the oppressive methods of the 1980 military coup,
passed into the stage of the organization when it came to the 90s, with the influence of
the oppressive processes that continued on the dissidents in Turkey. At this point,
although the political opportunity structures are not suitable, there is a shift from the
pacifist-intellectual line to the action-based and organizational form of struggle within
the anarchist movement. In the 2000s, the anarchist movement increased its
organization, especially in university circles in metropolitan cities, with the effect of

democratic reforms for freedom of association and expression, along with the EU
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Harmonization process. The anarchist movement, which developed its field of action
during this period, developed its relations with other social movements and the
anarchist movement abroad. In the post-2012 period, the anarchist movement entered
a dormant phase due to internal disputes and political and economic conditions such
as war, crisis, and increasing political pressures. Although there are still active
organizations within the movement, the anarchist movement in Turkey lost its vitality
in the second half of the 90s and the beginning of the 2000s.

Another question that | tried to answer in this study was what kind of strategies
anarchist activists developed and what resources they used in their organizing
processes. | used the social movement organizing perspective instead of the social
movement organization line to discuss the different anarchist organizations in Turkey.
Accordingly, I have considered organizations as constantly changing and transforming
processes rather than static entities. From this point of view, | have argued that the
formal, highly-structured, and hierarchical form of organization that dominates
discussions of social movement organizations is not suitable for explaining anarchist
organizations. | have pointed out that anarchist organizations should be defined as
partial organizations because they do not contain one or more of the formal
organizational elements. In this context, | discussed the strategies and resources
individuals develop during the organizing process in anarchist organizations, which
are a partial type of organization. In order to do this, | have studied elements such as

participation, financial resources, and decision-making in anarchist organizations.

Organizations within the anarchist movement in Turkey deal with these elements with
different strategies and methods in their organizing processes. Although it is observed
that the general tendency in participation is an informal participation strategy, the fact
that some organizations carry out activities through the associations such as ecology
associations and neighborhood associations has led to the combination of formal
membership and informal participation strategy in these organizations. As for financial
resources, similar strategies and resources are seen in all anarchist organizations
discussed within the scope of the study. The inadequacy of anarchist organizations'

access to financial resources and the irregularity of available resources have pushed
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organizations to diversify their financial resources as much as possible. To achieve
this, legal and illegal methods have been used. In the decision-making processes, the
increase in the number of participants in the organization negatively affected
democratic participation and decision-making processes. While decisions are taken
together in meetings attended by everyone in small organizations, professionalization

and positioning have increased in relatively large organizations.

Another question | discussed in this thesis was how to explain the structures and
internal dynamics of anarchist organizations. At this point, | realized that
oligarchization processes came to the fore in anarchist organizations. | defined
oligarchization as the loss of democracy and discussed how the loss of democracy
occurs in an anarchist organization. It is observed that the oligarchization process has
started as a result of the positioning and the emergence of leaders in large organizations
that were mentioned in the previous section. The existence of leaders and narrow cadre
groups formed around the leaders who affect the decision-making processes is an
indication that direct democratic methods do not work in these organizations. On the
other hand, in small organizations, the oligarchization process occurs in the form of
differentiation of individuals in terms of age, competence, and experience, and
experienced participants come to the fore in decision-making processes. However,

leadership and positioning are implicit in these organizations.

The importance of this thesis for sociology would reside in its offering a
comprehensive account and sociological portrayal of the anarchist movement in
Turkey, which was a topic mainly overlooked in the literature. So, this research
contributes to sociology literature by situating the anarchist movement in Turkey in
relation to organizational dynamics and strategies. Another critical point of this study
is that it focuses on the experiences of self-proclaimed anarchist activists while dealing
with the emergence and mobilization process of the anarchist movement in Turkey
within the political processes. Conducting a study on a highly-sensitive research
subject such as anarchist activists necessitates continuous review and evaluation of
methodological concerns throughout the study. This situation required me to
constantly evaluate my position as a researcher, not only in the data collection phase
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but also in all processes of the thesis work. On the other hand, | encountered some
limitations during the research phase. Because self-proclaimed anarchist activists are
difficult to reach, the diversity of activists interviewed for the research is small. The
major limitation of this study is that most of the interviewees are well-educated
middle-class males and that | cannot reach different activist groups within the anarchist
movement. Future research on the anarchist movement in Turkey can address the

anarchist movement with the gender perspective that is missing in this study.
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B. TURKISH SUMMARY / TURKCE OZET

GIRIS

1980 darbesinden sonra siyasi ve toplumsal baglamda ortaya ¢ikan anarsist hareketin
Tirkiye'de 35 yillik bir gegmise sahiptir. O yillarda, anarsist aktivistler birka¢ gazete,
dergi ve fanzin yayinladilar; farkli 6l¢ek ve formlarda olusumlar organize ettiler; diger
toplumsal hareketlere aktif olarak katildilar; ve bazi durumlarda bazi Onemli
hareketlerin baslaticisi oldular. Ancak Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareket akademide ihmal
edilen bir alandir. Dogrudan anarsist aktivistlerin faaliyetlerine odaklanan sadece
birkag yaymn mevcuttur. Ulusal Tez Merkezi'ne (YOK Tez Merkezi) gore, 1995 ile
2019 yillar1 arasinda anarsizm tizerine 19 tez yazilmistir. Bunlardan ikisi doktora tezi,
biri sanatta yeterlik, geriye kalanlar ise yiiksek lisans tezleridir. Caligmalarin ¢ogu
anarsizmin felsefi koklerine ve din ile anarsist diislince arasindaki iliskilere

odaklanirken, bunlardan sadece li¢ii Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketle ilgilidir.

Ote yandan sosyologlar da anarsist orgiitler ve érgiitlenme pratikleri konusundan uzak
kalmislardir. Bu durumun nedenlerinden biri, anarsist gruplarin sayilarinin az olmasi
ve ¢ogunun resmi bir orgiitsel yapiya sahip olmamasidir. Resmi yapinin olmamasi, bu
gruplara ulagsmay:r ve oOrgiitlenme pratiklerini ve ydntemlerini analiz etmeyi
zorlastirmaktadir. Anarsist hareketin akademideki goriinmezliginin diger nedeni,
anarsizm hakkindaki yaygin olan tiim anarsistlerin her tiirlii orgiitlenmeye karsi
olduklaridir. Bu dnyarginin temelinde 6rgiit kavramini formel 6rgiitle 6zdeslestirmek
ve informel Orgiit bigimlerini géz ardi etmek yatmaktadir. Bu durumda, anarsist
orgiitlenme kavrami bir tezat olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Bu calismanin amaci,
anarsist aktivistlerin kendi deneyimlerine odaklayarak Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin

dinamiklerini agiklamaktir.

Tezin bu boliimiinde anarsist hareketin tarihine deginip ¢agdas toplumsal isyanlarin
ve protestolarin olusumunda ve Orgiitsel dinamikleri baglaminda anarsizmle ilgili
giincel tartismalara gececegim. Sonrasinda ise, tarihsel olarak siyasi siddet ve anarsist

hareket arasindaki iliskilere odaklanacagim. Bu yolla, klasik donem ile giiniimiiz
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kosullar1 arasindaki anarsizme iliskin siyasi siddet tartismalarinin stirekliliklerini ve

stireksizliklerini géstermeyi amagliyorum.

Entelektiiel, politik ve toplumsal bir hareket olarak anarsizm, Aydinlanma ve Fransiz
Devrimi'nden sonra on sekizinci yiizyilin sonlarinda ortaya ¢ikmis ve modern ulus-
devlet, kapitalizm ve modernlesme siireglerine karsi bir tepkinin ifadesi olarak
sosyalizm ve milliyet¢ilik hareketleriyle eszamanli olarak yiikselmistir. Siyasi
anlamda ilk kez Fransiz Devrimi'nde olumsuz olarak kullanilan "anarsi" ve "anarsist"
kelimeleri, medeni ve kurumsallagmis diizenin yikimina atifta bulunan bir hakaret
olarak kullanilmistir. Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, kendisini anarsist olarak tanimlayan ilk
diisiiniirdii. Proudhon'un etkisi altinda, Orgiitlenmemis ve otoriter olmayan bir
toplumun “doga yasalar1” temelinde birligini vurgulayan ilk anarsist diisiince ve
pratigin ilk olusumlar1 ortaya ¢ikmaya basladi. Klasik anarsizm, devletin ontolojik
olarak kotii oldugunu ve reddedilmesi gerektigini iddia eder. Esasen, hi¢bir giiciin
toplumu kisitlamadig1 veya engellemedigi, boylece farkli yasamlarin ve iliskilerin bir

arada var olabilecegi bir sosyal ideali hedeflerler.

Anarsist hareketi 19. ylizyilin sonlarma dogru hizla gelisen sosyalist hareket icinde
konumlandirmak miimkiindiir. Ozellikle anarsistlerin 1864'te Birinci Enternasyonal'in
(Uluslararasi Is¢i Birligi) olusumuna katilmasi bu argiimani giiclendirmektedir. Ancak
anarsistlerin Enternasyonal'den atilmasiyla sonuglanacak bu siire¢, Anarsistler ve
Marksistler arasinda uzun vadeli bir kan davasinin baslamasina neden oldu.
Marksistler proletaryay1 yonetici sinifa doniistiirmeyi amaglayan siyasi orgilitlenmeyi
savunurken, Anarsistler is¢ilerin mesleklerine gore ekonomik Orgiitlenmesini
savundular (Woodcock, 1977, s. 35-45). 20. yiizyilin baslarinda, 6zellikle Fransa'da,
Italya ve Ispanya'da sendikalizm, anarsizmin bir kitle hareketine doniismesine énemli
katkilarda bulundu. Anarko-sendikalist hareketler Latin Amerika'da, ozellikle
Arjantin ve Uruguay'da da etkiliydi. Ancak otoriter hiikiimetler, savas ve siyasi baski1
nedeniyle anarsist hareketler diinya genelinde dagilmaya basladi. Anarsistlerin maruz
kaldig1 baski, ayn1 zamanda bir kitle hareketi boyutuna ulasan anarsizmin sonunu da

isaret etmektedir. Ayrica 1917 Sovyet Devrimi ile Marksist-Leninizm sosyalizmin tek
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gecerli bicimi olarak kabul edilmis ve bu durum 20. yiizyilin ortalarinda anarsist

hareketin yeniden canlanmasina kadar stirmistiir (Woodcock, 1977, s.44-47).

Yillardir toplumsal aragtirmalarda anarsist hareketlerin orgiitleyici 6zellikleri ihmal
edilmis olsa da, son zamanlarda toplumsal hareket arastirmalart ve Orgiitsel
caligmalarda anarsist siyasete ve anarsist orgiitsel pratiklere olan ilgi artmistir. Bu
durumun ortaya ¢ikmasinda 90'lardan sonra toplumsal hareketlerin ve ayaklanmalarin
degisen karakterleri etkili olmustur. 1991'de Sovyetler Birligi'nin dagilmasiyla birlikte
anarsizm, radikal bir felsefe ve politik pratik olarak yeniden ortaya ¢ikmaya basladi.
1994'te Meksika'da Kuzey Amerika Serbest Ticaret Anlasmasi'na karsi Zapatista
isyaniyla baslayan anarsizm ve anarsist hareketler, kiiresel sol i¢cin dnemli hale geldi.
1996 yilinda Zapatistalar tarafindan diizenlenen Kitalararas1 Insanlik ve
Neoliberalizme Karsi Karsilasma, alternatif kiiresellesme hareketi i¢indeki
aktivistlerin ulusétesi bir ag, Halklarin Kiiresel Eylemi (Dupuis-Déri, 2019, s. 471-

472) olusturmasini saglayan siireci baslatti.

Anarsizm, 1990'larda baslayan alter-kiiresellesme veya kiiresel adalet hareketinde
gecerlilik kazanmaya baslar. Bu protestolar sirasinda, 1999'da Seattle'da DTO karsit:
protestolarin arkasinda bir koalisyon olmasina ragmen anarsist veya anarsist baglantil
gruplar dikkat ¢ekti (Hammond, 20135, s.293). Bu protestolar sirasinda bazi anarsist
gruplarin kullandig1 "kara blok" taktigi ana akim medyanin dikkatini ¢ekti. Sonraki
yillarda anarsist hareketlere olan ilgi Occupy protestolartyla doruga ulasti. Occupy
Protestolar1 diinyanin farkli bolgelerine yayildi ve sonraki yillarda bir¢ok gosteriyi
etkiledi. Disalvo (2005), Occupy protestolarindaki temel ayrimin, yatay siireglere
oncelik verenler ile Occupy'nin temel degerinin egemen sinifa karsi bir Kitle hareketi
icinde binlerce insani sokaklara ¢ikarmak olduguna inananlar arasinda gelistigini
belirtiyor. Ote yandan Disalvo (2005), anarsistlerin yataycilig1 bir taktik olarak degil,
temel Orgiitlenme stratejileri ve nihai hedefleri olarak benimsediklerini ve bu tutumun

Occupy protestolar1 sirasinda (2005, s.267) belirginlestigini ileri stirer.

Anarsizmin canlanmastyla ilgili literatliriin bir parcasi olarak, anarsist gruplar ve

orgiitler tarafindan siyasi siddet kullanimina iligkin tartigmalar, tarih boyunca anarsist
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hareketteki devamlilik ve siireksizlikleri anlamak agisindan Snemlidir. Belirli bir
anarsist grubun Orgiitleme stratejilerini analiz etmek ic¢in, bu taktiklere gomiili
siddetin derecesini ve yoniinii anlamak onemlidir. Cagdas toplumsal hareketler ve
politik siddet icindeki anarsist gruplar arasindaki iliskiler {izerine kayda deger
miktarda literatiir yaymlanmistir. Ancak siyasi siddet ve anarsizm iizerine yapilan
caligmalarin 19. yiizyila kadar uzanmasi sasirtict degildir. 1880 ile 1915 arasindaki
doneme, Avrupa'daki hiikiimet bagkanlarin1 ve hanedan tiyelerini hedef alan “eylemli

propaganda” olarak bilinen anarsist strateji hakimdi (Colson, 2017, s.167).

Avrupa'nin dort bir yanindaki suikast ve bombalama eylemlerini takiben, 1898'de
Osmanli Imparatorlugu da dahil olmak {izere Avrupa hiikiimetleri tarafindan Roma'da
Uluslararas1 Anti-Anarsist Konferans diizenlendi. Bu konferans, 1904'te St.
Petersburg'da imzalanan ve “Avrupa ic¢i polis iletisimi ve bilgi aligverisinin”
artmastyla sonuglanan anti-anarsist protokoliin ilk adimrydi. Bu iki olay, modern polis
gbzetiminin ve diinyanin her yerindeki resmi polis gii¢leri arasindaki isbirliginin
temeli olarak kabul edilmektedir (Jensen, 1981, s.324). Bantman'a (2013) gore,
anarsist terorizme orantisiz odaklanmanin sonucu, tarihsel olarak, anarsist hareketin
katilimcilarinin hem gelistirdigi hem de muzdarip oldugu, onun amaglarimin ve
yontemlerinin carpitilmis temsilleriyle sonug¢lanan oOnceki bir imaj sorununu
pekistirmek olmustur. Bir bagka sonug da, anarsistlerin diger tarihsel temsillerinin

gblgede kalmasidir (Bantman, 2013, s.6).

Anarsizmin canlanmasi, genel olarak anarsist hareketin doniisiimiinii ifade eder. Daha
genis anlamda, degisen baglamlara ve teknolojilere paralel olarak taktik ve stratejilerin
yeniden kurgulanmasi anlamma gelir. Anarsizmin siyasi siddetle iligkisi
diistintildiiglinde, giinlimiiziin temel kaygilari, 19. ylizyilda oldugu gibi otoriteler i¢in
meydan okumalar yaratan suikast ve bombalamalardan ziyade anarsist gruplarin
orgiitlenme siiregleriyle ilgilidir. Anarsist siyaseti cagdas toplumda giivenlik
tartigmalarinin  konusu yapan seyin, anarsist gruplarin Orgiitlenme mantiginin

tanimlanmasinin zorlugu ve tahmin edilemezligi oldugu iddia edilebilir.

177



LITERATUR

Bir toplumsal hareket olarak anarsizm, tarihinde anarsist hareketin tutarli bir tanimini
yapmaya meydan okuyan, ortaya ¢ikis ve yok olma donemlerine sahiptir. Anarsist
hareketin klasik donemi ile yeni anarsist hareketler arasinda belirli siireklilikler tespit
edilebilirken, son zamanlardaki anarsist hareketler olduk¢a farkli dinamikler i¢cinde
orgiitlenmistir. Tiirkiye'deki ¢agdas anarsist hareketin dinamiklerini belirlemek igin
anarsizmin toplumsal bir hareket olarak hangi zeminde tanimlandiginin agikliga
kavusturulmasi gerekmektedir. Bu calisma kapsaminda, Tiirkiye'deki ¢agdas anarsist
hareketi analiz etmek i¢in bir baslangic noktast olarak Diani'nin toplumsal hareket
tanimin1 kullanmay1 tercih ediyorum. (Diani, 1992). Diani'nin kavram tanimi, sosyal
hareketin sosyal bir dinamik olarak anlagilmasini saglayan iletisim veya ortak eylem
yoluyla ¢esitli bireyler, gayri resmi gruplar ve kuruluslar arasindaki etkilesim

stireclerinin 6nemini vurgular.

Anarsist hareketler, toplumsal hareket literatiiriindeki terim ve kavramlarla ele
alabilir. Ancak, bu tiir bir analiz yapabilmek i¢in anarsist hareketlerin boyutlarin
yeniden incelememiz gerekiyor. Anarsist hareketler, diger hareketler gibi, kolektif
kimlikleri ve kurum dis1 eylemlere aktif olarak katilan belirli hedefleri paylasan yogun
ve yaygin iliski aglarina gomiilii bireylerden ve farkli 6rgiitlerden olusur. Williams,
bir hareket olarak anarsizmin hem diger toplumsal hareketlerden bagimsiz oldugunu

hem de etkilesimleri oldugunu ve bazi durumlarda onlarla Ortiistiiglinii 6ne siirliyor
(2017, s.4).

Tirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin Orgiitsel dinamiklerini aciklamak i¢in toplumsal
hareket literatiiriinii kullanmama ragmen, toplumsal hareketler orgiitlenmesi kavrami
calismanin konusuna uygun degildir. Calismanin konusunu tanimlamak i¢in farkl bir
yol izlemeye karar verdim. Anarsist 6rgiitleri tanimlamak i¢in 6rgiitsel ¢calismalardan
"kismi orgiitler" terimini 6diing aldim. Ahrne ve Brunsson (2011), organizasyonun
belirli bir tiir sosyal diizen oldugunu one siirmektedir. Buna goére orgiit, hiyerarsi,
tiyelik, kurallar, yaptirimlar ve izleme unsurlarindan bir veya daha fazlasini iceren

kararlastirilmig bir diizendir (s.84). Bu nedenle, resmi kuruluslar iiyelik, kurallar,
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hiyerarsi, izleme ve yaptirim unsurlarina erisime sahip olduklarindan, tam
kuruluglardir. Bu noktada yazarlar, tiim kuruluslarin bu unsurlarin tiimini
benimsemesi gerekmedigini iddia etmektedir; ayr1 ayri kullanilabilirler. (s.86). Kismi

oOrgiitleri tanimlamay1 miimkiin kilan sey budur.

Kismi organizasyonlar, yukarida bahsedilen resmi organizasyonlarin tiim unsurlarini
igermeyen, bazi organizasyon bicimlerinin eksik veya heterojen oldugu anlamina
gelir. (Ahrne ve Brunsson 2011, de Bakker ve digerleri, 2017). Bu nedenle, bir anarsist
oOrgiitii, bir orgiitlii tamamlayan tiyelik, kurallar, hiyerarsi, kontrol ve yaptirimlarin tiim
unsurlarina ayni anda erigmeyen kismi bir Orgiit olarak tanimlayabiliriz. Anarsist
orgiitlerde bir veya daha fazla eksik unsur olabilir. Anarsist Orgiitlerin kismiligi,
anarsist yasam tarzlar1 veya anarsist davranis olarak tanimlanan bir dizi kararin
sonucudur. Bu kismiligin, diger orgiitler, kurumlar ve sosyal, politik ve ekonomik
yapilarla iligki ve etkilesim siireci iginde ortaya ¢ikan diizeni nasil etkiledigi, anarsist

orgiitleri analiz etmek i¢in 6nemli bir konudur.

Ote yandan, resmi 6rgiit yapismin tiim unsurlarina sahip olmayan kismi drgiitler s6z
konusu oldugunda, oligarsinin ortaya ¢ikisini gézlemlemek zorlasir. Laamanen ve ark.
(2019), olusturucu sosyal diizene sahip (su anda hedeflenen sosyal diizeni
deneyimleyen) yatay orgiitlerin (kapsayici demokratik katilimi benimseyen ve otorite
ve liderlikten kaginanlar) kararlastirilmis diizenden kagindigini iddia ediyor. Ancak bu
kaginma orgiit i¢indeki oligarsik toplumsal diizeni engellemeyebilir (s.296-297). Bu
nedenle, Leach'in (2005) oligarsi kavramsallastirmasi, oligarsinin kismi orgiitlerde
ortaya c¢ikisin1 anlamak icin 6nemlidir. Leach'in kavramsallagtirmasi, Tiirkiye'deki
anarsist Orgiitlerin i¢ dinamiklerini anlamak i¢in 6énemli bir zemin saglayacaktir. Bu
orgiitlenmelerdeki oligarslagsma siireci, bu calismada tartisilmasi1 gereken temel bir

soru olmaya devam etmektedir.

Toplumsal hareket teorileri, toplumsal hareketlerin neden ortaya ciktiginin, bireylerin
belirli hedefler i¢in nasil orgiitlendiginin ve hareketlerin sonuclarinin daha genis
sosyal, politik ve ekonomik siiregleri nasil etkilediginin altinda yatan kosullar1 analiz

etmek icin 6nemlidir. Toplumsal hareketler karmasik ve ¢ok katmanli fenomenlerdir;
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bu nedenle, sosyal hareket teorileri, farkli perspektiflerden sosyal hareketlerin farkli
seviyelerine odaklanir. Bu anlamda zengin olan toplumsal hareket literatiiri,
toplumsal hareketlerin tiim siireclerinde yer alan farkli dinamikleri ve kosullar1 analiz
etmemizi saglar. Ayrica sosyal hareket teorileri, odag1 farkli fenomen seviyelerine
yonlendirerek, anarsist hareketler gibi marjinal hareketlerin ortaya ¢ikmasinda ve

harekete gecirilmesinde etkili olan boyutlar1 anlamada da 6nemlidir.

Kaynak seferberligi teorisi, toplumsal hareketlerin ortaya ¢ikmasinda ve harekete
gecirilmesinde hangi siireclerin ve gruplarin hangi kaynaklarin etkili oldugunu analiz
etmek i¢in degerli teorik mercekler saglar. Bu ¢alismada, Tiirkiye'de anarsist hareketin
ortaya ¢ikmasi ve harekete gecirilmesi sirasinda anarsist aktivistlerin kullandigi ¢esitli
somut ve soyut kaynaklara odaklanacagim. Ortaya ¢ikisindan giinlimiize kadar olan
mobilizasyon siireci boyunca, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin gelisiminin 6zelliklerini
farkli kaynaklarin belirledigini iddia ediyorum. Anarsist hareketin seferberlik siireci
icinde belirli kaynaklarin mevcudiyetinin siirekliligi gozlemlenebilir. Analiz
boliimiinde, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareket i¢in mevcut kaynaklar, ortaya c¢ikisi ve
mobilizasyon siiregleri ile anarsist orgiitlerin i¢ Orgiitsel dinamikleri dogrultusunda

tartisilacaktir.

Tirkiye'de 1980 askeri miidahalesinden sonra ortaya ¢ikan anarsist hareketi tartismak
i¢in siyasi siireglere odaklanmak gerekir. Tiirkiye'de toplumsal hareketler alaninda
anarsist siyasetin ortaya ¢ikmasini saglayan gii¢ iliskilerinin mevcut yapilanmasini
hangi siyasi firsatlarin etkiledigi Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin 6zelligini anlamak
icin 6nemli bir noktadir. Ayrica, yalnizca anarsist hareketin yasam dongiisiinii dolayl
olarak etkileyen siyasi firsatlar degil, ayn1 zamanda anarsist hareketin mobilize olmasi
icin mevcut yerli orgiitsel giiciin 6zellikleri ve bireyler tarafindan deneyimlenen ve
onlar1 anarsist siyasete girmeye ikna eden 6znel siiregler de degerlendirilmelidir. Bu
nedenle, siyasi silire¢ yaklasimi, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin Orgiitsel

dinamiklerinin ayrintili bir incelemesi i¢in 6nemli analitik mercekler saglar.

Bu tezde ayrica, ozellikle anarsist gruplar tarafindan yayinlanan siireli yayimnlarda

formiile edilen Tirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin ¢erceveleme siireclerine
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odaklantyorum. Bu siireli yayimlarin anarsist orgiitlenmeyi nasil tanimladigini ve
orgiitler i¢in nasil hedefler koydugunu tartisiyorum. Bu anarsist siireli yayinlarda
gelistirilen ¢ercevelerin, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin iizerine insa edildigi baslica
toplumsal catigsmalar1 veya argiimanlar1 anlamak i¢in gerekli oldugunu savunuyorum.
Bu gergeveler, sadece bireylerin anarsist harekete dahil olmasinda etkili olmadi, ayni

zamanda Tirkiye'deki anarsist orgiitsel dinamikleri de belirli sekillerde etkiledi.

METODOLOJI

Bu caligmayla ilgili metodolojik kaygilarla basa ¢ikmak, siirecin en zorlu kismiydi.
Sorun, anarsist aktivistlerin drgiitlenme pratiklerini sekillendiren kosullar1 tarihsel bir
stire¢ i¢inde agiklayabilmek i¢in aragtirma konusuna nasil yaklasmam gerektigiydi. Bu
arada, yanitlayicilarin deneyimlerinin  agiklamalarini arastirmanin  merkezine
yerlestirmekten kaciniyordum. Bu calisma, bireysel goriis ve deneyimlerden daha
fazlasini arar; bunun yerine, tiim bu deneyimlerin varligini etkileyen kosullar1 belirli

bir baglam i¢inde agiklamay1 amaglar.

Bu endiseler, saha arastirmama baslamadan oOnce beni ¢agdas toplumda
anarsist/anarsist gruplarin ortaya ¢iktig1 uzam-zamansal baglam iireten baglantilarin,
etkilesimlerin ve iligkilerin haritasin1 genisletmeye itti. Bu arastirma konusunu
se¢cmekteki birincil motivasyonum, Tirkiye'deki anarsist orgiitlenme pratiklerinin
temellerini agiklamakti. Bunu yaparken bireylerin deneyimlerini, bu deneyimlerin
nasil ortaya ¢iktigina odaklanmadan ac¢iklamaktan kaginmaya ¢alistim. Bu yiizden, bu
aragtirmay elestirel gercekci bir metodolojik bir perspektife sahip bir vaka ¢aligmasi

olarak tasarladim.

Bhaskar (1975) tarafindan formiile edilen elestirel gercekeilik, sosyal arastirmalarda
pozitivist ve yorumlayic1 paradigmalara 6nemli bir alternatiftir. Elestirel realist
yaklagimin ontolojik ve epistemolojik varsayimlari dogrultusunda kendimi bir
arastirmact olarak konumlandirmis olsam da, yaklagimin ilkeleri dogmatik olarak
kullanilmamistir. Bu tez i¢in bu konumun se¢ilmesinin temel nedeni, ¢alisma icin
toplanan nitel verileri toplumsal hareketler literatiirii ile tamamlayarak tarihsel olarak

anarsist orgiitlenme pratiklerini Tiirkiye baglaminda aciklayabilmesidir. Bu arastirma
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icin kullandigim yontem ve teknikleri sunmadan once, elestirel gercekei yaklagimin
temel ontolojik ve epistemolojik varsayimlarini, bu arastirmanin sinirlarini, tasarimini
ve olanaklarii etkiledigi i¢in kisaca ele aliyorum. Bu noktada 6énemli olan anarsist
kelimesinin Tiirkiye'de bir tiir siyasi aktivizmden ziyade her zaman bas belas1 ve
sapkin bir bireyi ifade etmesidir. Tiirkiye'de anarsist hareketin ortaya ¢ikis siireci, bir
grup siyasi eylemci olarak “anarsist”in ortaya cikisina atifta bulunur. Dolayisiyla
elestirel gercekei yaklasim, Tiirkiye'de belirli bir donemde anarsist aktivizmin ortaya
c¢ikmast icin hangi doniistiiriicii kosullarin karsilandigin1 tespit etmek igin bu

calismaya da rehberlik edecektir.

Elestirel gercekeiligin ontolojik ve epistemolojik varsayimlari, oldukg¢a baglamsal bir
metodoloji kullanmak i¢in saglam bir zemin saglar. Elestirel gercek¢i yaklasim,
Tiirkiye'deki anarsist drgiitlenme pratiklerinin kosullarini agiklamay1 amaglayan bu tez
icin oldukca elverisli bir yaklasimdir. Sayer, elestirel realist arastirmanin gesitli
arastirma yontemleriyle uyumlu oldugunu iddia eder (2000, s.19

Bu nedenle, vaka ¢aligmasi Tiirkiye'deki anarsist 6rglitlenme pratiklerinin kosullarin
anlamaya calistigim baglamsal agiklamalar icin yeterli araglar sagladigi i¢in bu
calisma i¢in yogun bir vaka caligsmasi tasarimi uygulamaya karar verdim. Bir vaka
caligmasi tasariminin kullanilmasinin ¢esitli sekillerde bircok avantaji vardir; ancak,

ayn1 zamanda sinirlamalar1 da var.

Ayrica, bu stratejinin arastirma konusu i¢in ¢esitli avantajlar1 oldugu i¢in veri toplama
yontemi olarak yar1 yapilandirilmis goriismeleri segtim. Ilk olarak, yar1 yapilandirilmis
goriismeler, sosyal fenomenlerin ¢ok daha esnek yollarla ortaya ¢iktig1 kosullar i¢in
aciklamalar iiretmek icin katilimcilarin bireysel deneyimlerinin analiz edilmesini
saglar. Ikincisi, yar1 yapilandirilmis gériisme stratejisi, “gevsek bir sekilde organize
edilmis, kisa omiirlii veya zayif belgelenmis sosyal hareketler” iizerine aragtirmalarda
ve saha gbzlemi ve yapilandirilmig anketler yoluyla veri toplamanin miimkiin olmadig:
durumlarda biiylik bir avantaja sahiptir (Blee ve Taylor, 2002). , s. 93). Tiirkiye'deki
anarsist hareketler gorece kisa Omiirli Orgiitler ve inisiyatiflerle karakterize
edilebildiginden, bu durum bu arastirma i¢in gegerlidir. Son olarak, yar

yapilandirilmig goriisme stratejisi, bu calismada oldugu gibi, katilimcilarin yiiksek

182



riskli aktivistler oldugu durumlarda olduk¢a faydalidir. Bu goriisme stratejisi
sayesinde, goriismeci ile yanitlayanlar arasinda giiven olusturmak daha kolay hale

gelir.

Anarsist/otorite karsit1 aktivistlerle 18 yar1 yapilandirilmis goriisme ve 1995-2000
oncesi donemi deneyimlemis olan 6rneklemim arasinda tek kisi olan bir katilimciyla
bir kilit bilgi kaynag1 goriismesi gerceklestirdim. Bir dnceki soru setindeki bazi
sorularin 1995 o6ncesi donemle ilgisi olmadig1 i¢in farkli bir soru seti ile kilit bilgi
kaynag1 goriismesi yapmay1 tercih ettim. Ayrica saha arastirmasi siiresi Covid19

pandemi kosullar1 nedeniyle 2019-2021 yillar1 arasinda siirdii.

Bu caligsma igin verilere erigim nispeten sinirliydi, bu ylizden arastirma igin ikinci bir
analiz birimi eklemeyi planladim. Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin ilk asamalarindan
giiniimiize kadar anarsist gruplar veya bireyler tarafindan ¢esitli dergiler, gazeteler ve
fanzinler yayinlandi. Bu dergiler ve fanzinler genellikle aperiyodik olarak
yayimlanmaktadir. Bu yayinlari Can Bagkent (2011, 2012) tarafindan diizenlenen bir
anarsist yayinlar antolojisinden, farkli c¢evrimici bloglardan, kiitiiphanelerden,
arsivlerden ve ayrica arastirmaya katilanlarin bazilarmin sagladig kisisel arsivlerden

topladim.

Orgiitlenme sorunlari ile ilgili tartismalar1 bulmak igin 4'i fanzin, 2'si gazete ve 7'si
dergi olmak iizere 13 yayini inceledim. Mevcut tiim sayilar1 daha ayrintili incelemek
icin aralarindan bes dergi sectim. Anarsist bir orgiitiin nasil olmas1 ya da olmamasi
gerektigi ve Tiirkiye'deki anarsistler i¢cin hangi orgilitlenme bi¢iminin en uygun oldugu
gibi konulari tartisan makalelere odaklandim. Son olarak, analiz i¢in bes dergiden yedi

makale se¢tim.

ANALIZ

Bu calisma kapsaminda, Tiirkiye'de anarsist aktivizmin ortaya ¢ikmasi igin tarihsel
olarak hangi doniisiimsel kosullarin yerine getirilmesi gerektigine odaklanmak

onemlidir. Kara dergisinin yayin tarihi olan 1986'y1 Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin
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doniim noktast olarak belirleyebiliriz. Ancak, Tiirkiye'deki toplumsal muhalefet

tarithinde miinferit bir an degildi.

1980 askeri miidahalesinden sonra sosyalist hareketlere yonelik artan devlet baskisi,
Tiirkiye'de anarsist hareketin ortaya ¢ikmast icin en 6nemli “firsat”t1. Siyasi firsat
perspektifinden devlet baskis1 arttiginda toplumsal hareketlerin mobilizasyonunda bir
azalma beklenebilecegi i¢in bu durum ¢eliskili goriinebilir. Ancak, sosyalist hareketin
dagilmasindan sonra toplumsal hareketlerin parcalanmis alani, anarsist hareketin
ortaya ¢ikmasina yer agmustir. Ideolojik olarak anarsizm, mevcut siyasi sistemlerden
bir geri ¢cekilmeyi ifade etse de, hareketin yoriingesi siyasi siireglerdeki degisikliklere

baghdir.

Tiirkiye baglaminda, anarsist aktivizmin varligini besleyen temel mekanizma, 1980
askeri darbesinden sonra sosyalist hareketin ¢oziilmesiydi. Ancak askeri darbe ile
anarsist hareketin ortaya ¢ikisi arasinda dogrudan bir sebep-sonug iliskisi kurmak
elverigsizdir. McAdam'in (1982) One siirdiigii gibi, baglica toplumsal siiregler
toplumsal hareketlerin ortaya c¢ikisint dogrudan degil, mevcut gii¢ iliskilerini
doniistiirerek onlarin ortaya ¢ikisini dolayli olarak etkiler (s. 40-41). Bu argliman
dogrultusunda, belirli bir hareketin tiim toplumsal muhalefet alani {izerinde hegemonik
giicii varsa, yeni hareketlerin bu harekete alternatif olarak ortaya ¢ikmasi i¢in mevcut
hareketin giiclinii kaybetmesi veya dagilmas1 gerektigini iddia ediyorum. Tiirkiye'de
anarsist hareketin ortaya ¢ikisinin nedeni budur. 1980 askeri darbesi, anarsist hareketin
ortaya cikisini dogrudan degil, Tirkiye'de sosyalist gruplarin muhalif toplumsal

alandaki hegemonik giiciinii sinirlayarak dolayli olarak etkilemistir.

Askeri darbe ile sosyalist orgiitlerin yasaklanmasi ve sol hareketin genel yenilgisi, baz1
sosyalistlerin ge¢mise ve kendi orgiitlerine yonelik 6zelestirel bir siirece girmesine
neden olmustur. Tirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin, sosyalist siyasetin otoriter
egilimlerine bir itiraz olarak sosyalist hareketten ¢ikmis olmasi, birinci nesil
anarsistlerin hemen hemen hepsinin eski sosyalist olmalar1 ger¢eginden anlasilabilir.
Bu noktada eski sosyalistler ve 1980'lerden sonra ivme kazanan entelektiiel sosyalist

dergi ¢evreleri arasindaki mevcut aglarin etkisi de goz ardi edilmemelidir.
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Ayrica, anarsist hareketin mobilizasyon siirecinde hangi kosullarin etkili oldugunu ve
Tirkiye'deki anarsist gruplarin orgilitlenme siireclerini ele aldim. Bunun igin anarsist
hareketin mobilizasyon siirecini 3 asamada ele aldim. Miilakatlardan edindigim
bilgiler dogrultusunda her asamada one ¢ikan belirli kilit olaylara ve siireclere
odaklandim. Bu olay ve kosullan siyasi firsat yapilari agisindan ele aldigimizda,
anarsist hareketin harekete gecirilmesinde tlilkeye 6zgii siyasi firsatlarin belirleyici bir
etkiye sahip oldugunu sdylemek miimkiindiir. Ancak, bu siyasi siirecler istikrarli
degildir. Birinci donemdeki kisitlayici ve baskici siyasi ortam, hareketin hizla harekete
geemesini ve oOrgiitlenmelerin artmasini saglarken, liclincli donemde hareketin giig
kaybetmesine neden olmustur. Bu durumun temel nedeni, li¢iincii donemde anarsist
hareket i¢inde yasanan tartigmalarin, hareketi besleyecek ve devamlilik saglayacak

yerli iligkilerini olumsuz etkilemesidir.

Ote yandan anarsist hareketin yurt disindaki anarsist hareketler ve orgiitlerle iletisim
ve dayanisma pratiklerinin arttig1 donemler, Tirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin en aktif
oldugu donemlerdir. Bu iligkilerin yogunlugu ve diinya capinda artan anarsist
goriiniirliik, Tirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin diger toplumsal hareketlerle oOrgiitsel
sosyallesmesini artirmigtir. Alternatif kiiresellesme hareketleri ve 2008 Yunan
ayaklanmasinin Tirkiye'deki anarsist hareket lizerinde birlestirici bir etkisi oldugunu
sOylemek miimkiindiir. Ayrica bu hareketler ve isyanlar Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareket

i¢in bir mesruiyet kaynagi olmustur.

Kaynak Seferberligi Perspektifinden, anarsist hareketin mobilizasyonunun ilk
doneminde 1yi egitim ge¢cmisine sahip bireylerin katilimi, anarsist hareketin birgok
entelektiiel kaynaga erisimini kolaylastirdi. Bu entelektiiel kaynaklarin mevcudiyeti
ve Tirkiye baglamindaki yenilikleri, anarsist aktivistlerin diger yeni hareketlerde,
ozellikle de anti-militarist ve ekoloji hareketlerinde etkili olmalarini saglamustir. Siyasi
anlamda anarsist harekete operasyonel manevra alani saglayan bu gesitlilik, anarsist
literatliriin bahsi gegen toplumsal hareketlerin erken olusum asamalarini 6nemli

Olclide etkilemesine de neden olmustur.
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Calisma kapsaminda, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist orgiitlerin i¢ dinamiklerine de odaklandim.
Orgiitsel uygulamalar iizerine yiiriittiigiim bu tartismada anarsist orgiitlerde katilim,
finansal kaynaklar ve karar alma asamalarini ele aldim. Bu boliimdeki temel iddiam,
orgiitlenme bi¢iminin ve yapisinin siyasi ideolojiyi yansitti§i anarsist Orgiitlerde,
orgiitlenme ilkelerinin bir "anarsist 6rgiitlenme davranis1" olusturdugudur. Bunun ayni
zamanda anarsist bir orgiitiin tanimlanmis sosyal diizeni olarak da diisiiniilebilecegini
savunuyorum. Ayrica, literatiirdeki tam Orgiitlenme, kismi orgiitlenme ve ideal-tipik
anarsist Orgiitlenme kavramlarina dayanarak kavramsallagtirdigim anarsist
orgiitlenmenin, anarsist davranis ile ortaya ¢ikan diizen arasinda olumsal bir denge

oldugunu savunuyorum.

Anarsist oOrgiitlerin farklilik gosterdigi temel nokta, Orgiitiin olusum siireclerinde
formel orgiitsel unsurlarin yer alip almadigidir. Resmi unsurlarin yer aldigi gruplarda
katilimin asamalar1 kat1 kriterlere gére veya belirli amaglar i¢in belirlenirken, resmi
unsurlarin bulunmadigl organizasyonlarda katilimin temeli perspektif benzerligine
dayanmaktadir. Bu noktada bazi kuruluslarin kapsayict bir katilim stratejisi
belirlediklerini ve kendilerini digerlerinden ayirdiklarini vurgulamak énemlidir. Buna
gore "gevre-geper" iligkileri ile Orgiite katilanlar arasindaki smir belirsizdir. Mali
kaynaklara gelince, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist orgiitlerin ortak 6zelligi, hi¢birinin diizenli
ve sabit geliri olmamasidir. Mali kaynaklar, aidatlar, dayanisma faaliyetleri veya
kamulagtirma/hirsizlik yoluyla elde edilir. Ancak bu noktada, resmi bir organizasyon
unsuru olan ve ¢ok sayida katilimcisi olan kuruluslar, finansal kaynaklarini gelistirmek

icin ¢cok daha fazla firsata sahiptir.

Analiz boliimiiniin son boliimiinde, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin i¢ tartismalarina
odaklandim. Hareketteki ana tartismalari sosyalist hareketle iliskiler, anarsist
orgiitlerdeki oligarklasme sorunu ve anarsistlerin organik miittefikleriyle iligkileri
olarak smiflandirdim. {1k tartismanin konusu olan sosyalist hareketlerle iliskilerde one
cikan tema, anarsistlerin hareket ve orgiitler i¢inde yasanan sorunlarin kaynagini
sosyalist hareketten etkilenen anarsist bireyler olarak gormeleridir. Bu durumda
sosyalist hareketlerden ayrilan ya da bu orgiitlerde istedigini bulamayan kisiler,

anarsist harekete katildiklarinda otoriter egilimler sergileme egilimindeydiler.
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Ikinci tartisma konusu, anarsist orgiitlerin oligarklasmasidir. Karar verme ve gorev
paylasimi asamalarinda bazi bireylerin ortaya ¢ikmasiyla baslayan oligarsik iliskiler,
zamanla Orgiit iginde bazi konumlarin gerceklesmesine neden olmustur. Bu sayede
orgiitlerin dogrudan demokrasisi ve katilimer siirecleri kesintiye ugramaktadir. Sosyal
kontrol mekanizmasina sahip Orgiitlerde bu kisiler gruptan uzaklastirtlirken, bazi
orgiitlerde konumlanma dar kadrolu gruplarin olusmasina neden olmustur. Son olarak,
anarsist hareketin diger toplumsal hareketlerle iliskilerindeki sorun, anarsistlerin
asimile olmalar1 ve bu hareketlere katildiktan sonra anarsist hareketten ayrilmalaridir.
Bu konudaki kars1 argliman, Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareketin zayifliginin, anarsistlerin

baska hareketlerde aktif olmasina ve bu hareketleri doniistiirmesine neden oldugudur.

SONUC

1980 askeri darbesinin baskici yontemleri nedeniyle solun etkisini ve hegemonyasini
kaybettigi bir ortamda ortaya cikan anarsist hareket, 90'lh yillara gelindiginde
orgiitlenme asamasina ge¢mistir. Bu noktada, siyasi firsat yapilart uygun olmasa da,
anarsist hareket i¢inde pasifist-entelektiiel ¢izgiden eylem temelli ve Orgiitsel
miicadele bigimine dogru bir kayma yaganmaktadir. 2000'li y1llarda AB Uyum siireci
ile birlikte orgiitlenme ve ifade Ozgiirliigline yonelik demokratik reformlarin da
etkisiyle anarsist hareket, Ozellikle biiyliksehirlerdeki iiniversite c¢evrelerinde
orgiitlenmesini artirmistir. Bu donemde eylem alanini gelistiren anarsist hareket, diger
toplumsal hareketlerle ve yurt disindaki anarsist hareketle iliskilerini gelistirmistir.
2012 sonras1 dénemde i¢ ¢atigsmalar, savas, kriz gibi siyasi ve ekonomik kosullar ve
artan siyasi baskilar nedeniyle anarsist hareket uyku donemine girmistir. Hareket
icinde halen aktif orgiitler olmasina ragmen, giiniimiizde Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareket

90'larm ikinci yarisinda ve 2000'lerin baginda canliligin yitirmistir.

Bu c¢alismada yanitlamaya calistigim bir diger soru ise anarsist aktivistlerin ne tiir
stratejiler gelistirdikleri ve orgiitlenme siireclerinde hangi kaynaklar1 kullandiklariyda.
Bu noktadan hareketle, toplumsal hareket orgiitleri tartismalarina egemen olan formel,
yiiksek diizeyde yapilandirilmis ve hiyerarsik orgiitlenme bi¢iminin anarsist orgiitleri
aciklamaya uygun olmadigini1 savundum. Anarsist orgiitlerin bir ya da daha fazla resmi

orgiitsel 0ge icermedikleri i¢in kismi orgiitler olarak tanimlanmasi gerektigine isaret
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ettim. Bu baglamda kismi bir Orgiitlenme tiirii olan anarsist orgiitlerde bireylerin
orgiitlenme siirecinde gelistirdikleri strateji ve kaynaklari ele aldim. Bunu yapabilmek
icin anarsist Orgiitlerde katilim, finansal kaynaklar ve karar alma gibi unsurlari

inceledim.

Tiirkiye'deki anarsist hareket i¢indeki orgiitler, orglitlenme siireclerinde bu unsurlari
farkli strateji ve yontemlerle ele almaktadir. Katilimdaki genel egilimin informal bir
katilim stratejisi oldugu gozlenmekle birlikte, baz1 kuruluslarin dernek faaliyetlerine
iligkin calismalar yiiriitmesi, bu kuruluslarda formel iiyelik ve informel katilim
stratejisinin bir araya gelmesine yol agmistir. Mali kaynaklara gelince, calisma
kapsaminda ele alinan tim anarsist oOrgiitlerde benzer stratejiler ve kaynaklar
goriilmektedir. Anarsist Orgiitlerin finansal kaynaklara erisiminin yetersizligi ve
mevecut kaynaklarin diizensizligi Orgiitleri finansal kaynaklarin1 olabildigince
cesitlendirmeye itmistir. Bunu saglamak igin yasal ve yasadist yontemler
kullanilmistir. Karar alma siireclerinde orgiitteki katilimci sayisinin  artmast,
demokratik katilim ve karar alma siireclerini olumsuz etkilemistir. Kiiclik orgiitlerde
herkesin katildig1 toplantilarda kararlar birlikte alinirken, nispeten biiytlik orgiitlerde

profesyonellesme ve konumlanma artmustir.

Bu tezde tartistigim bir diger soru da anarsist Orgiitlerin yapilarinin ve i¢
dinamiklerinin nasil agiklanacagiydi. Bu noktada anarsist orgiitlerde oligarklagsma
siireglerinin 6n plana c¢iktigini fark ettim. Ancak resmilesme ve biirokratiklesme
siireclerinin yasanmadig1 anarsist orgiitlerde oligarklasma sorunu goriinmezdir. Bu
ylzden oligarsizmi demokrasinin kaybi olarak tanimladim ve anarsist bir Orgiitte
demokrasi kaybinin nasil gergeklestigini tartistim. Bir onceki boliimde bahsedilen
biiyiik orgiitlerde liderlerin konumlanmasi ve ortaya ¢ikmasi sonucunda oligarklagma
siirecinin bagladig1 goriilmektedir. Karar alma siireclerini etkileyen liderlerin ve dar
kadro gruplarmin varligi, bu oOrgiitlerde dogrudan demokratik yontemlerin
islemediginin bir gdstergesidir. Ote yandan kiiciik orgiitlerde oligarklagma siireci
bireylerin yas, yetkinlik ve deneyim agisindan farklilagmasi seklinde gergeklesmekte
ve karar alma siireclerinde deneyimli katilimcilar 6n plana ¢ikmaktadir. Ancak,

liderlik ve konumlandirma bu organizasyonlarda ortiik olarak vardir.
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