
2003 is the tenth anniversary of the founding of the Turkish
Academy of Sciences (TÜBA). The present second issue of Diary
continues to be one of the windows of TÜBA to the scholarly
community outside of Turkey.  As in the previous issue, in this issue
too we continue to reproduce some of the articles already published
in Günce, TÜBA’ s two-monthly periodical in Turkish, as well as
articles specifically written for Diary.

The present issue starts with an article by PPrrooffeessssoorr EEnnggiinn BBeerrmmeekk,
TÜBA’ s president. Bermek takes up the development and significance
of science academies in the West and then offers a preliminary
assessment of the achievements made and problems faced by young
TÜBA. In his article PPrrooffeessssoorr HHaalliill ‹‹nnaallcc››kk argues that the best
strategy to overcome foreigners’ prejudices about a country (in this
case Turkey) is not coming up with “tales against tales” but
presenting the truth through methodogically sound, therefore
objective, research and publications. The article by PPrrooffeessssoorr DDiinnççeerr
ÜÜllkküü underlines the importance of innovation in scholarly pursuits,
a relatively recent feature of research and publications in several
countries, including Turkey.

Recently personal narratives of scholarly lives and pursuits have
become a point of considerable interest. PPrrooffeessssoorr IIsseennbbiikkee TTooggaann’s
article written in this vein brilliantly conveys the frustrations-
achievement equation in the otherwise a very successful scholarly
career of a Turkish historian. In recent years, TÜBA started to play a
leading role in foresight projects. In this issue of the Diary we present
the progress report on one such project directed by PPrrooffeessssoorr MMeehhmmeett
ÖÖzzttüürrkk. 

TÜBA is greatly grieved by the loss of its three world-known
esteemed members in the last two years. In this issue, PPrrooffeessssoorr
CCooflflkkuunn ÖÖzzggüünneell pays tribute to PPrrooffeessssoorr EEkkrreemm AAkkuurrggaall
(Archeology), PPrrooffeessssoorr TToossuunn TTeerrzziioo¤¤lluu to PPrrooffeessssoorr MM.. GGüünnddüüzz
‹‹kkeeddaa (Mathematics), and PPrrooffeessssoorr RReemmzzii SSaannvveerr to PPrrooffeessssoorr MMuurraatt
SSeerrtteell (Economics).

With our best wishes.  

Editor
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Engin Bermek
President, Turkish Academy of Sciences
(bermeke@tuba.gov.tr)

The science academies are the institutions where
scientific revolution in the West was first carried out
and institutionalized. They provided shelter to open-
minded scientists in an era when the university had
been confined to scholastic line of thought. Academies
are also among the first institutions that started the
Enlightenment process. The fact that Galilei was one of
the founding members of Italian Accademia dei Lincei,
which was the first of its kind, is significant in this
respect. 

By time academies have become institutions where
norms of new scientific understanding and ethics of
science developed. They have also presented a pattern
for the transformation of universities in the
contemporary sense, but this transformation of the
universities was completed with delay, after the French
Revolution. In the following years the university
adopted its contemporary form with its structure
designed in accordance with v. Humboldt model that
integrated research and education. Thereafter, the
academy and the university have evolved until the
present day as complementary institutions. 

At our age academies are institutions which are the
defenders of freedom of thought and that strive to
ensure the formation and adaptation of norms of
scientific competence and ethics, provide a platform
for free and science-based discussion and analysis of
social issues, offer guidance to the society and decision
makers and, furnish scientific consultancy when
required. Scientific competence, as apparent in the
academies’ structuring, is the ground on which these
institutions stand. No other criteria (whether political,
economic, or social) play a role in their functioning.
Most recently, this prerequisite was clearly stated in the
2001 Activity Report of All European Academies
(ALLEA). The establishment and institutionalization
of scientific norms in a country is guaranteed by
having such high-powered science academies.

The Turkish Academy of Sciences (TÜBA) was

founded on September 2, 1993 by a decree law and
began its activity on January 7, 1994. As such, TÜBA is
a very recent member of the world’s community of
science academies. Currently, as honorary institutions
with a long history, science academies in developed
countries hold symbolic functions. Developing
countries in turn are making considerable efforts to
establish their own academies and to assign them
active duties. Almost none of the developing countries
have science academies older than 30-40 years. Where
such institutions are lacking, efforts are being made to
create one and assign to it some substantive functions.

Among the first institutions that present-day
Turkey’s neighbors in the Balkan Peninsula established
after gaining their independence in the nineteenth
century were the science academies. However, in the
course of the nineteenth century the Ottoman Empire
did not make a conscious effort to that end; work at the
time focused on establishing higher education
institutions to serve practical fields such as engineering
and medicine. This may be regarded a natural
preference for a line of thought that associated
development exclusively with technological progress,
even with the use of technological products only, and
that refrained from scientific activity as the basis of
development as well as from social sciences. The same
preference was prevalent in the second half of the
twentieth century too, particularly in 1960s, when
elements of scientific infrastructure outside the
university were being assembled. At the concerned
stage, priority was given to institutions which were
wedded to the concept of technological advance.
Under the circumstances it was not possible to
establish an academy of sciences that encompassed all
fields of science, including those with a
complementary function to the above-mentioned
institutions. It may be unfair to say that there was
absolutely no effort to do so. The idea of the
establishment of an academy of sciences was taken up
in 1960s by the Turkish Grand National Assembly, but
this attempt failed because of conflicting opinions
arising from different views and expectations on this
matter. 

Science academies are considered as  an  important
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indication of the development level of scientific culture
in a country. Therefore, efforts in developing countries
focusing on the establishment of science academies
may be accepted as an expression of the fact that in
these countries scientific/technological progress is
started to be perceived with its dimensions beyond
technology. Given that science can develop in an
environment where concepts like freedom of thought,
culture of dialogue and science ethics are internalized
and implemented unquestionably and without limits,
need for an academy of science, which is closely
associated with the aforementioned concepts, is huge.

We think that TÜBA too has a similar mandate. Our
endeavors at TÜBA are informed by this very
responsibility on our part. We hope that in the future
our country will utilize the Academy more fully. 

Last year, we celebrated the Academy Day with an
optimistic attitude stemming from the resolution of
our country to join European Union’s (EU) Sixth
Framework Program. In the one-year period up to now
the science community in Turkey made efforts to adapt
to the competitive atmosphere evoked by this program
and to participate in joint projects with colleagues in
the EU countries. We welcome those efforts. We
consider it a national responsibility to make as much
use as possible of this program to which a participation
share corresponding to approximately one-fourth of
the total allocation made from national revenue to
research is paid. However, it should be kept in mind
that the participation share paid by European Union
member countries to framework programs in general
corresponds to only a small part (about seven percent)
of the allocation from national revenue to research.
Research and development activities in European
Union countries are carried out using resources
supplied from the countries’ national research budgets,
more than the international programs like the
framework program. It is apparent that developing
countries like Turkey should reflect their preference to
make advances in science to their national budgets and
that they should allocate to fields like science and
education as much money as that allotted by developed
countries. The developed world is in a rigorous
competition in this field; the European Union
countries where the share allocated to research is low

in comparison to U.S.A. and Japan, try to raise this
share up to three percent and make new initiations.
With a view to insuring this the EU focused on areas
identified as having priority and is exploring ways of
designing long-term research policies besides
framework programs set to achieve short- and
medium-term goals. 

At present the EU is at the stage of establishing a
new structure named European Research Council to
provide the support required by basic research, which
is seen as the main source of new, advanced
technologies. The aims of the European Research
Council, which is going to be open to all European
countries, are defined as supporting long-term and
basic quality research and encouraging research in new
and virgin areas. Thus the Council will have the focal
status of insuring participation of Europe in global
research in the most competent manner. The document
prepared by the European Science Foundation and
opened to discussion last month [May 2003] is
significant in terms of demonstrating the distance this
initiative covered in a short period of time. We believe
that besides the framework programs that Turkey has
resolved to participate in, though with delay, it is in our
country’s best interest to follow closely these new
developments in Europe and take its part in them. 
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Dinçer Ülkü
Member of TÜBA
(dulku@hacettepe.edu.tr)

Scientific research is a tool to understand the basic
laws of nature. Innovation aims to develop products
and services. These two activities are basically
different; innovation deals with technical development,
creation of business, and the like. Actually, application
of basic research results rarely follows a straight route
from science to innovation. The best-known direct
path from the basic research to the end product is the
Manhattan Project, which produced the atomic bomb.
There is almost no other example that followed the
same sequence, namely, basic research, applied
research, and development of end product. The usual
way that scientific research contributes to innovation is
a very indirect one. Basic research results are placed in
a universal knowledge pool. This is done with
scientific publications at the pre-competitive stage.
This pool is the common possession of humanity.
Then, anybody is free to take the basic knowledge from
the universal pool to make applications and/or to
develop new products and services. 

Our daily lives are full of such examples. For
instance, when the DNA molecule was being studied
and finally its structure published, nobody could
anticipate that it would open the door for genetic
engineering. Fundamental research results on how
liquids pass through holes were used to produce ink-jet
printers and artificial heart valves. Basic research on
magnetism made today’s information society possible
through recording and storing information on
magnetic media. While doing fundamental research, it
is almost impossible to predict how and where the
results could be used to improve our quality of life. But
history shows us that basic knowledge sooner or later
finds for itself some kind of application. Today the
economically most successful societies are those that
can use the results of basic research in their applied
research and come up with new products and services.
To be able to do this, one has to have a creative mind
and an education that is geared towards producing
creative spirits. 

Looking back, we see that in the past science and
innovation developed independently from each other.
A good example of this is the invention of the steam
engine that took place before the discovery of the basic

laws of thermodynamics. Today, especially in the fields
of electronics and biotechnologies,  science and
innovation are completely interwoven. The interface
between fundamental research and applied research is
broadening. The knowledge concerning the
science/innovation interface is becoming increasingly
transdisciplinary in nature, informal in character, and
practical in its applications and focus. It is sometimes
referred to as “Mode 2” knowledge to differentiate it
from classic scientific knowledge (Gibbons, 1994). 

If we look worldwide at the ratio of basic research
within the total research and development effort, we
see that its share is not more than 15 percent. If we
assume that academic research covers almost all-
fundamental research, we come up for different
countries with ratios like 20 to 75 percent of the
research and development effort and the related
workforce. In countries with small size economies and
low level of development, academic research has the
highest percentage.  It follows that these countries are
producing scientific knowledge and adding it to the
universal pool, but they are using neither the
knowledge they themselves produce nor the
knowledge produced by others. Among the research
activities the weight of the science system is measured
according to the definitions of the Frascati Manual
(OECD 1994). The statistics above are obtained
according to those definitions. 

The position of university research in science
systems varies depending on the country also. In the
Anglo-Saxon countries, especially in the United States,
university research is mostly in direct contact with the
market principles that control the economy. To be able
to continue their research, researchers are extremely
anxious to get contracts from the private sector,
government funding agencies, and local authorities.
Many of them work partly for the private sector that
eventually leads to the establishment of their own
businesses. Although the university is the cradle of
basic research, applied research in energy, public
health, agriculture, defense and the like is also carried
out in the universities. In countries like Germany,
France, and Italy University research is in very close
contact with national laboratories. They cooperate in
fundamental research as well as in applied research
and/or mission-oriented research. In countries like
Japan and Korea applied research had been all along
more  popular  than  basic  research.  In  recent  years,
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particularly in Japan, fundamental research is funded
more generously. 

Today it is generally accepted that scientific
research is carried out for three different reasons - for
finding out fundamental laws of nature, developing
products and services, and solving practical problems.
It seems to be important for countries like Turkey that
we place at least as much emphasis on applied research
as on basic research. Applied research contributes
directly to the socio-economic development of a
country. In most cases, to realize this goal the necessary
fundamental knowledge exists in the universal pool.
Both the public and the private sector should make
ample use of that precious knowledge.

It is important to understand the significance of
innovation. Scientists and engineers of a country
should be able to recognize, pursue, and exploit
breakthroughs in science, no matter where in the
world they occur. Japan, for example, has a big share in
the world market concerning the consumer
electronics. Yet scientists in the US made the bulk of
the original research in that field.

Carrying out basic research is absolute necessity.
However, basic research all by itself is not adequate to
create wealth and prosperity.

‹senbike Togan
ODTÜ
(istogan@metu.edu.tr)

A friend of mine had said that people spend a great
part of their lives trying to learn about themselves, and
that the most difficult task is to learn about yourself. It
is very difficult to understand oneself because people
continuously change due to their everyday interaction
with their environment. People do not necessarily
understand themselves by examining themselves
directly, but they do so based on their interaction with
their environment, such as their parents, siblings and
friends, and finally reach a point where they turn back
and evaluate themselves. Therefore, a person’s personal
history is not solely a product of selfexamination, but a
result of a multitude of interactions with one’s own
environment. Interestingly, when we talk about the
history of a society, nation, region or a country, we
often start by solely focusing on a particular area, often
do not transgress beyond these boundaries, and finally
specialize in that field. Researchers need to specialize
and have a command over the tools and materials used
in studying their particular field. Skills which
specialists need to have are being familiar with the
sources, learning the languages necessary to analyze
these sources, and having an understanding of the
historical philosophy and methodological viewpoints.
The following is a personal account of a learning
process leading to the study of comparative history and
the methodology used therein.

Our age of communication, networking, and
information technology, at the macro level, shapes the
questions we are asking and the subjects we are
studying at the micro level. One way to deal with this
situation is by trying to achieve some autonomy
without losing track of developments in the outside
world, to turn to cultures other than your own or your
particular area of research, and finally to conduct
comparative studies. Just as people understand
themselves as a result of their interactions with others
in their environment, we can understand our own
culture and history through comparative studies. Only
by following such a course can we go beyond the
boundaries of well-established views of our time,
evaluate our own ideas, and finally form our own
opinions in accordance with the specific
circumstances. Atatürk’s statement that people need to 
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reach the level of contemporary civilization can be
understood within the same line, where the condition
of being contemporary is a dynamic concept. 

The fact that science is integrated with politics at
the macro level and therefore with the world economy
is generally perceived as a trait of contemporary times,
however there are also those who express their
concerns on this subject. For example, in a New York
Times article (May 20, 2000) it was stated that instead
of concentrating and specializing in the classical
Chinese language, classical Chinese literature, and
Chinese culture and history as it was done by
traditional sinologists, the new group of experts were
now studying China from the perspectives of political
science and international relations, where theories at
the macro level play a dominant role. In fact, this
situation observed at many American and British
universities has brought our attention to the
integration of science with politics and economy.

When we look at the problem presented above, we
see two differing points of view. However, when we
look at the West from Turkey, we perceive the Western
world in general in a holistic way. We tend to focus on
the dominant theories, disregard the outmoded ones,
and try to understand our own position within the
changing circumstances. Looking from this point of
view, we can see that it is no longer en vogue to learn
culture, language, history, literature, beliefs, and their
political and socioeconomic structure. We can also see
that the philological method, where written or spoken
accounts are analyzed in terms of their components
and put back into their textual places, is outmoded.
Interestingly, when we look at this philological method
from the present day point of view, we cannot refrain
from seeing that it alludes to “post-modern”
methodologies.

The real definition of philology, which has the
meaning of “love of learning, logic, and science”, has
lost this meaning in time and has acquired the meaning
of “a field of study using language as a tool to analyze
a culture.” In philological work, especially when
analyzing ancient texts, knowing languages is a
fundamental aspect of methodology. The methodology
used in textual studies can be defined as the
comparison of the different meanings that words and
terms acquire according to changing perceptions of
time and place, contextualization of the texts and
understanding the historical context, development of a
critical approach to commentaries and extant
scholarship on the subject, and finally the formation of

your own opinion as a result of this process. The most
important aspect of this method is to develop the
ability to decide for yourself, and not to form opinions
by believing and following others’ ideas solely due
their importance or fame. In this sense, philology is a
means for developing the skill of independent
thinking. Understandably, there are many other ways
to think independently. Here I only mention the course
that I am familiar with since it is the course that I
followed myself.

The initial condition for independent thinking is to
enjoy what you do. Studying history from a
philological viewpoint was not a conscious decision on
my part. As an undergraduate I greatly enjoyed
learning languages. Language learning is a positivist
process that provides immediate results. Moreover, as
learning languages brings you in close contact with the
culture and the people, the course that I followed
eventually led me to study history. However, during my
undergraduate years as a history student at Istanbul
University, I felt that I could not follow Professor Zeki
Velidi Togan’s courses, nor see the connections in his
lectures; and therefore felt that I did not understand
history. An understanding of history developed
gradually as an outcome of studying languages and
cultures. I only realized retrospectively that I learned
independent thinking by working on philological
texts. I remember vividly the moments in which I came
to conclusions after extensive research when studying
as a PhD student with professors Francis W. Cleaves
and Joseph F. Fletcher, both Inner and East Asianists.
These years I was beginning to feel that I was getting a
hold on the complexity of issues in Inner Asian and
Chinese history. 

It was during my years in the Sudan, 1980-82 that I
learned to look at historical documents as documents
that describe people’s lives rather than linguistic and
historical material to be classified or categorized. It is
to be noted that this shift of perception occurred not in
the context of the history of the Turks and Mongols or
Inner Asia, but within the context of learning about a
culture that was completely alien to me. Also at that
time my object of study was not a philological text but
people, members of a society. Trying to form
connections between my observations on the field and
the analysis in literature, I became familiar with a new
field of study, which is in general referred to as “history
cum anthropology.” Having studied nomadic societies
in Inner Asian history, I was now living and working
among nomadic tribes of the Eastern Sudan. Fieldwork 
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showed that Eastern Sudanese nomads were able to
accommodate my inquiries related to the gap arising
from time to time between their own realities and
academic concerns; they just smiled shyly when I
pointed out to these discrepancies, leaving me in
contemplation. As I was trying to achieve a holistic
view of my environment, I found myself thinking
independently. 

As I talked to others and asked questions about
what I saw, read, and thought about a society which I
new little about, my comments seemed
unconventional to experts in the field, sometimes even
with discouraging results. However, Sudanese nomads
had a different outlook and encouraged me in my
studies. Therefore, independent thinking, which I
started through philology, continued with my interest
in anthropology. Much later, I understood that this
dichotomy in theory and practice was an outcome of
our way of thinking in terms of “models of dominance”
as referred to by Colin Renfrew.

After my return from the Sudan in 1982, I felt the
need to tie in my interests and try to establish relevance
between my previous work and the experience in the
Sudan. Taking the lead from the changing world of the
early eighties, I started to conduct a “field study” in the
historical texts of Central Asian history. My experience
in the Sudan, coupled with the relevant
anthropological literature had raised doubts about the
unilinear evolutionary theories and models. Just at that
point, I came across the views expressed by the
American paleontologist Stephen J. Gould who stated
that rather than transforming gradually, most of the
species in the world appear to have evolved relatively
quickly, that ‘missing links’ were found between
different evolutionary stages, and that these findings
led him and his colleague Niles Eldredge to the idea of
“punctuated equilibrium” in place of the earlier
concept of unilinear evolution. I had never been able to
internalize the generally accepted views on unilinear
evolution as they gave me a feeling of wearing a
straight jacket. Being aware that my way of thinking
was not along the generally accepted lines, I had been
trying to fit myself into the general mold. It was
Stephen J. Gould (1982), who liberated me from this
dilemma.* 

Thus, in my course toward independent thinking
the remaining barriers had been lifted. As a
consequence, I reviewed the earlier literature as well as
the new publications on Inner Asian and Chinese
studies with this free mind when I had the opportunity
to spend the years 1985-92 teaching and doing
research in the U.S. Yet at the same time my interest
became more and more focused on an analysis of
historical Central Asian texts in a contextualizing
manner. 

As context became increasingly important, the
context of world affairs was quickly changing. These
new developments such as the end of the cold war
period, the disintegration of the USSR, the formation of
new centers and nodal points visible in the opening of
new airline routes, and the emergence of micro
identities or the re-emergence of old historical
identities brought Central Asia more into the forefront
of current affairs. Furthermore, as a result of these
changes I was able to visit this region personally for the
first time and get acquainted with its people and
scholars. During all these years of undergraduate,
graduate and post-graduate study, I had been working
meticulously on maps. While maps were two-
dimensional, people were not. 

Within the framework of these changes at the
macro level, the works of three scholars in particular
helped me to understand history as a connecting link
between the present and the past. The first of these is
Marshall G. Hodgson with his work The Venture of
Islam (1974). Just like Fernand Braudel (1949) who
introduced a holistic viewpoint for the study of the
Mediterranean by disregarding the distinctions
between language, religion and race, Marshall Hodgson
(1961, 1974) emphasized the interconnections within
another cultural area, despite the differences in
appearance. It so happened that I visited Central Asia
with the UNESCO Silk Road Expeditions (1990-1991)
at about the same time. Hodgson’s study had
broadened my mind by illustrating that political
fragmentation did not necessarily mean cultural
fragmentation and decay. In the following years it
became clear to me that it was futile to put forward
interpretations on a single political structure –a
fragment of the whole— without understanding the
complexities of the cultural background and
interconnections. It was interesting that Hodgson’s
interpretation of history, Colin Renfrew’s views, and
Central Asian  sources in  languages  such  as  Persian,
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Mongolian, Chinese all converged in these respects. 

In comparative history, studying the visible micro
structure, such as fragmented political structures, with
regard to its invisible macrostructure, such as cultural
background, was not only a necessity for
contemporaneous analyses, but also for diachronic
studies. Therefore I concentrated on the 10-12th

centuries of Central Asian history over which the
shadow of Chinggis Khan had not been cast. In that
way it would be possible to analyze these centuries
within their own logical framework and dynamism. In
the historical sources one could observe that political
structures such as tribes that had been cast aside
because they were regarded as small, undeveloped,
primitive, and ineffective could create a new dynamism
as a result of continuous interaction among
themselves. Being exposed to Colin Renfrew’s views on
“peer polity interaction” (1986) encouraged me to put
forward my own views in regard to the centuries prior
to Chinggis Khan’s emergence. According to this new
interpretation, Chinggis Khan emerged as a result of
continuous struggle and competition between different
tribal groups, and not as the leader of unrestrained
primitive nomads. My work on the background of the
emergence of Chinggis Khan’s empire evolved out of
this process of thinking. As its title, Flexibility and
Limitation in Steppe Formations. The Kerait Khanate
and Chinggis Khan (1998), indicates Chinggis Khan’s
emergence was contextualized within Inner Asian
tribal history. At about the same time, while becoming
increasingly aware that the Silk Roads were a mosaic of
diversity and differences, my views were shaped
towards perceiving such transition periods in Central
Asian history (especially the 10-12th and later 14-15th

centuries) within their own complexity and not with
the values of the world today. 

Contextualization and perception of history within
a framework of independent thinking became guiding
principle for me after my return to Turkey in 1992.
Under these conditions students at the Middle East
Technical University (METU) in Ankara started to
occupy an important place in my academic
environment. Some of these students contributed to
my learning about myself. For instance when they
pointed out that the viewpoints I used in my classes
reminded them of Deleuze and Guattari, I became
acquainted with the work of these two authors called
One Thousand High Plateaus (1980). It is a great joy to
have students who broaden one’s horizons. As they are

aware of the problems you are interested most and the
questions you ask, they turn into people who know
you best. In their work, Deleuze and Guattari (1980)
claimed that social evolution was not in the form of
stages but resembled the structure of a rrhhiizzoommee, which
is a rootlike, horizontal stem growing under or along
the ground, and thus has no center. In their view
rhizome represents connection, heterogeneity,
multiplicity and is able to exist within a “asignifying
rupture.” (1993:7-9). Thus, this adventurous journey,
which started with the paleontologist Stephen J. Gould
and continued with the Islamic historian Hodgson and
the archaeologist Colin Renfrew, developed further
with philosopher Deleuze’s views and ideas. As a result
of this process, the unique historical view of Zeki
Velidi Togan, which I thought I could not understand
during my undergraduate years, and consequently his
method and style of analyzing Asian history gave me
insight and developed my perception of cultural
aspects of history. His works acquired an added
dimension by the Russian historian Lev Gumilev’s
words about the importance of the “perception of
realities” (1970:39 and 1987:31).

Throughout this process of studying history, I had
followed a certain course without being very aware of
it. This way of analysis crystallized into a method
during the course of directing dissertations. It can be
described as follows: The first task is to look at what
the sources say on a certain subject. However, in order
to perform this task it is necessary to be well
acquainted with the sources. Moreover, it is necessary
to know not only what is written in the sources, but
what is not written as well. That is, it is also necessary
to clarify issues not written in the work, such as who
wrote the source, what were the predominant thoughts
at the macro level at the time the work was written and
therefore what place it holds within the given historical
context, and lastly how the work contextualizes the
said problem. The next phase consists of trying to find
answers to questions already formulated based on the
problematics in the field of Asian and Eurasian history.
This stage forms a rather labor intensive process and
consists of a great amount of comparative study.
Comparative work somehow helps to distinguish what
is clear and what is not; unclear points start to form the
core of the future studies. In conclusion, the ideas and
arguments presented need to be reviewed, and the
methodological approach needs to be clearly defined.
After  this  process,  it  is  time  to  turn  to  the  views
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presented within the scientific community from
different cultures and viewpoints. It is also important
to understand within which kind of macro context
these views were put forward by different researchers.
In other words the contextualization of studies at a
macro level is as important as the conceptualization of
sources. The last phase is to understand and to know
how your ideas tie in with the latest discussions in
social sciences, intellectual history, and philosophy.

In other words, in the method followed the starting
point is not theory but the historical sources
themselves. The internal logic of the structure of the
study as well as its conclusion are tested against the
current theoretical discussions. The encouragement
and support of my colleagues and friends from
different pursuits have always played an important role
in finding these points of discussion.

Finally, the conclusions reached and the
methodology used are reviewed again in order to
determine whether textual deductions and conclusions
are overlapping or contradictory with current
theoretical approaches in social sciences; although
many of these discussions may be related to other areas
of concentration they constitute a helpful tool for
contextualizing your own methodological approach.
This last phase becomes the basis of the introductory
chapter where the process of thinking, the
methodology of research, and the conclusions reached
are described in conceptual terms. The study is then
sealed with a final conclusion.

Actually, the course followed throughout this
process is not different from the method people
unconsciously apply while learning about themselves.
In other words, this is a simple method that all of us
know. Just as a person’s personal history is not solely a
product of selfexamination, but a result of a multitude
of interactions with members of their environment, in
studying history a certain amount of autonomy is
achieved and new perspectives are created by the
contextualization of your own ideas within the
developments of the outside world as a continuing
practice. While such a method compels you to clarify
your ideas to yourself at every stage and therefore
contributes to independent thinking, it also leads you
to find your place within the existing intellectual
frameworks. Today, the concept of ‘reaching the level of
contemporary civilization’ reflects understanding what
is presently happening locally, and conceptualizing it
in an original way which is relevant both locally and

globally. This can only be achieved by being aware of
the discussions among the intellectuals on an
international level. A sense of equality, self-awareness,
and self-confidence are the necessary preconditions for
initiating such an approach. 
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Bilkent University
(inalcik@bilkent.edu.tr)

Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Ministers, Members
of Parliament, Excellencies, Colleagues and Dear
Guests,

Our distinguished Minister of Culture has made
kind remarks about my career. I am most grateful to
him for that.

Sixty-three years ago, I sat in this historic hall as a
student in the presence of Mustafa Kemal Atatürk on
the occasion of the opening of Ankara University’s
Faculty of Language, History, and Geography. Since
that time Turkey has undergone a two to three-fold
improvement in its cultural institutions, population,
and economy. In addition to a number of universities
in Istanbul and Ankara, 72 more universities were
opened all around the country. In my lifetime, I have
witnessed great developments and radical changes in
the cultural and political life of our country. As an old
historian, I would like to present briefly my
observations on the changes Turkey has experienced in
the last 63 years.

Atatürk founded Faculty of Language, History and
Geography and put the words “Science is the best
guide in life” on the facade of this building. There, the
founder of the Turkish Republic gathered distinguished
scholars, both native and foreign, and had congresses
organized with a view to revealing the substantive
Turkish history beginning from the ancient times,
using archeological excavations and Chinese and
Indian sources. The main goal that the Great Founder
of the republic expected history to achieve was to
create the Turkish nation from various ethnic and
religious communities remained from the empire on
the motherland. In order to educate new generations
with this consciousness he placed education under the
supervision of the state by the Law on the Integration
of Education. 

Anatolian people who fought a war of life and death
in the period between 1919 and 1923 had to become a
united nation and a Western state that was equal to
sovereign states of the world. All intellectuals aspired
to this goal. In the nineteenth  century, Nam›k Kemal,

Ziya Pafla and Ali Suavi had suggested taking
technology from the West, but preserving our own
culture and traditions. In the period of Second
Constitutional Monarchy (1908-1918), sociologist
Ziya Gökalp established his ideology of “new life for
Turkish people” on the same grounds. On his part,
Mustafa Kemal designated the goal as follows:
“Sovereignty belongs unconditionally to the nation;
the new Turkey should be a national and democratic
state and a nation oriented toward the West.” There are
two indispensable principles in the foundation of the
National Turkish state: To be an indivisible nation in
Anatolia united in its consciousness of being Turkish
and to be completely equal to sovereign Western states,
which had never forsaken their monopoly on
determining the world order. 

At the beginning of the Lausanne Peace Conference
following the Turkish War of Independence, the
European diplomats tried to treat us as a colonial state
at a lower level of civilization. Immediately, ‹smet
Pasha, Turkey’s Chief Delegate at the Conference,
voiced his decisive protest. Ha said, “Sirs, the New
Turkish state is not an Ottoman state; the new Turkish
state is equal to all Western states.” This understanding
has from the very beginning been the cardinal principle
pursued by the Turkish Republic. It is not possible for
us to accept compromises regarding that principle.
Atatürk’s reforms that came in the wake of the Turkish
War of Independence aimed at enabling us to
successfully uphold this claim of ours against the West.
This has been a case of life and death, a matter of
existence, for us. For they form the cornerstone upon
which Turkish state has been founded; if we take even
one step back from them, Turkish Republic will be
disintegrated. The West showed and still shows a lack
of understanding on this matter. Some events we
witness at present make it evident that the West still
tries to treat us with the same mentality with which it
treated the Ottoman state in the nineteenth century. 

Presently, we are going through a historic period. It
is in order to take you on a trip back to 1850s. Russia
that had adopted the invariable goal of replacing the
Ottoman Empire in Istanbul announced itself as the
protector of all Orthodox people in the Empire,
provoked Christians in the Balkans using its spies, and 
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declared a war against the Ottoman Empire, claiming
to protect these Christians. England and France
entered into an alliance with the Ottoman Empire and
defeated Russia in the Crimea. With the 1856 Paris
Agreement the territorial integrity and full sovereignty
of the Ottoman Empire were guaranteed by Europe.
Thus the Ottoman state officially became a state within
the framework of European law of nations. 

Why did the West do this? The first reason is that
the West wanted to prevent world’s balance of power to
be disturbed in favor of Russia, since it did not want to
lose this large market for the sake of its economy. In
order to prevent Russia from concocting excuses, the
West forced the Ottoman Empire to make radical
changes aimed at providing legal equality to its
Christian subjects (1856 Reform Decree). It intervened
in upheavals among Christians, sent its consuls and
diplomats where necessary, and arranged international
conferences. It compelled the Ottoman government to
formulate new reform laws. This whole ruse continued
until 1919 as the “Eastern Question”. I wanted to
remind you these historical developments that we all
well know to make a comparison with today. Has
Europe’s view of and attitude toward  Turkey really
changed? Or are the past mentality and habits lingering
on under the cover of new plans? 

How the present historian views the present-day
developments is as follows: The West, via provoking
ethnic separatists, still pursues to apply the same
intervenient and guarding methods that it adopted in
the Ottoman period under a new cover, in order to
compel Turkey to follow the West’s policies. Today the
European policies as well as those of the US, support
Armenian allegations. Is this not so? Is it not true that
they back a fraction of Turkish citizens [of Kurdish
origin] and keep their serious organizations abroad
under their protection? Did they not send a delegation
yesterday to visit the imprisoned person [Abdullah
Öcalan, past leader of the Kurdish terrorist
organization PKK] who destroyed the lives of tens of
thousands of our citizens? The West tries to persuade
us that we need to do all the things to bring Turkey in
harmony with the Western law and human rights
standards, just like it did in the period of Reforms
[Tanzimat] in the nineteenth century and made us sign
agreements to this end. Our present-day politicians
claim that we need to undertake these reforms for
ourselves and for the modernization of our country,
but I doubt whether the present condition is really
different from what it was in 1856. The present

historian believes that the habits of “Eastern Question”
seem unchanged. Most recently, the state that
established the infrastructure of a Kurdish state in
Northern Iraq [USA] tried to force peace-loving Turkey
to get prepared to a war and grant strategic privileges
[US troops] on its own land. Am I missing the point?
Things of this sort were common in the Ottoman
period but they did not occur in Mustafa Kemal’s
Turkey.

Here I am presenting my views not as a politician,
but as a historian. I had prepared this presentation
before our Grand National Assembly rejected the
government’s resolution [to allow the US to deploy
troops in southeastern Turkey and permit that country
to move troops to Iraq across southeastern Turkey].
Turkish Grand National Assembly verified the 1923
cornerstone of the republic that says “Sovereignty
unconditionally belongs to the nation” once more with
the concerned resolution. I remember an American
cartoon at the time of the Korean War. This cartoon
depicted the Turkish soldier as a soldier waiting for
commands from a Westerner sitting at his table; today
he is perceived as someone who grabs the moneybags
and escapes. 

Now I would like to present my opinions about our
culture and identity. My observations make me believe
that at present Turkey is faced with a serious cultural
identity problem. The obvious fact is that our nation is
divided into two camps with regard to our cultural
identity. We have two irreconcilable groups [secular
versus religious] with starkly contrasting value
judgments, life styles, written and spoken languages,
publications, and reader bases. Aggravated by
economic conditions, this reality is reflected most
severely in the political struggle. It is undeniable that
this irreconcilable duality encourages radical and
destructive moves. The situation mixed with ethnic
separatism is so critical that it poses a serious threat to
the future of our country. 

It may be observed that Turkey is an advanced
society which had long ago gone beyond the single-
party, national chief regime, and that the presence of
and struggle between conflicting cultural, economic,
ethnic, and political groups is only natural in a
pluralist democracy and should be accepted so. It may
also be claimed that the last elections demonstrated the
dominance of not fanatic resistance on two extremes,
but a peaceful and conciliatory patriotic commonsense
with a belief in democracy, despite the economic
difficulties  people   face.   Still,   in  my  opinion,  our
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country is in need of further conciliation and integrity.
Whether rightist or leftist, whether religious or
political, dogma of every kind by its very nature brings
bigotry and makes conciliation impossible. Even the
Ottoman Empire was not dogmatic in its state
administration; for instance, it preferred to levy the
religious tax per capita on Christians in accordance
with the traditions of Christians, i.e., levying the tax
not from each individual, but from each household.
The Ottomans made preeminent in the state affairs a
system of common laws that was in harmony with both
traditions and reason. The empire owed its durability
to its search for conciliation with the populations
under its rule.

Political parties have to put an end to cultural
bigotry that does not allow for mutual understanding;
and they must reach a consensus on basic issues. We
are involved in a meaningless strife about symbols.
What is important is to search for ways of living in
harmony. The conditions prevalent in the present day
Turkey make reconciliation almost impossible. There
are those who pose an explicit threat to our
motherland. The world is in a very precarious balance.
We cannot turn a blind eye to the Western world
exacerbating Turkey’s problems, just as it did in the
nineteenth century. Such statements as “Great Turkey”
or “Powerful Turkey with its Invincible Army” should
not give us a false sense of security and prevent us from
grappling with our serious problems. 

We should be aware of the fact that the position of
Turkey which sits on a strategically vital piece of land
is distinct among other nations of the world. It has
always been the target of an incessant rivalry
throughout the history. Following its dominance in the
Middle East for centuries it is still thought of in hostile
terms in the Balkans, Arabian world, and Europe. (In
the Middle Ages, the Crusade armies that headed
toward Jerusalem, to recover Jesus Christ’s tomb saw
resistance only from Turks.) That was the fate that the
history had determined for us. In the modern times
during which the Christian West colonized all globe,
Turkey was the only country that did not become a
colony, resisting and challenging Europe on the
Danube, in the Mediterranean Sea, the Dardanelles
[during the  WW I] and Sakarya [during the Turkish
War of Independence]. There is a incurable ill will and
revenge in the subconscious of the Western peoples.
The masses in France and Germany have a certain
subconscious image of Turks. After defeating the West,
Mustafa Kemal offered a hand of friendship to the

West, buried Ottoman empire into history, and turned
his face categorically to the West but could not
overcome that historical ill will and misunderstanding.
How deep-rooted this animosity is can be seen from
English Prime Minister Gladstone’s going so far as to
say in 1876 that history could forgive Turks only if they
totally disappeared from the earth. Today if the alleged
Armenian claims are given a standing ovation in the
Western parliaments, this only demonstrates that the
historical animosity psychosis against Turks never
vanished.

The fact that at the present time the West still
protects and gives open support to the separatist
movements against Turkey using the nineteenth-
century “Eastern Question” methods can best be
explained by this historical animosity. It is also true
that the Arabs with whom we have religious and
cultural bonds are as much unfamiliar and even hostile
to us as the Western world. Textbooks in Arabian
countries describe the Turkish era to young minds as a
period of oppression and exploitation. With a few
exceptions, Turkish history is related with negative
expressions digressed from the “truth” in the books
published presently in the West. If you look over a
textbook on Turkish history in France or America, you
will see the same negative and hostile tales. It is
difficult to modify this traditional outlook sentimental.
We hope that we can modify it, though gradually, only
by writing histories based on objective methods and
documents. 

The service I have rendered our country, if any, was
to convey our true history, rather than emotional
aspects. The device to be employed in this struggle is
only objective scholarship. National exuberance
should be avoided. This is the only way we can make
others accept our case. We should not resort to tales in
response to tales. A booklet of ours (The Ottoman
Empire: The Classical Age) about the Ottoman state
structure, economy and culture was translated into all
Balkan languages, including Greek, and is currently
used as standard text at Western universities. The same
booklet was translated into Arabic last year in Beirut
and was met with considerable interest among those
Arabic readers who are concerned with learning the
truth. The Western bigotry persists even in the field of
art history. As early as three decades ago, Turkish art
was not accepted in its own right, but regarded as an
imitation of Arabian and Persian art. Our historians of
art   made   the   world   accept   the   presence  of  an
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independent and high Turkish art only after Suud
Kemal Yetkin convened the first History of Turkish Art
Congress. However, the earlier bigotry concerning
Turkish art lingers on. The Western experts in the
tapestry congress convened in Istanbul systematically
avoided to use the term “Turkish tapestry”; instead,
they insistently tried to conventionalize the term
“Anatolian tapestry” so as to cover Greek and
Armenian carpets which are only imitations of Turkish
Yuruk carpets. 

Our Ministry of Culture has undertaken a vital
responsibility to support cultural movements, to
protect our cultural heritage and to make publications
on cultural matters. Our distinguished Minister too has
emphasized this significant matter in his speech a
moment ago. Turkish historians have already made
efforts to demonstrate the facts related with politics, art
and civilization to the West universities, and
academies. For a full-scale cultural campaign is
Turkey’s war of existence. The extent to which we can
eliminate tales about present Turkey and Turks, and
repel the subtle attack of unjustified and unfair
propaganda against our presence depends most of all
on our success on the cultural front. The Ministry of
Culture is about to publish a significant book in this
respect, a book on Ottoman Civilization in two
volumes in two languages, Turkish and English. This
book is going to make it evident that the Ottoman was
not just a universal political power, but also the
upholder of a high civilization. 

Recently we have been witnessing the activation of
a number of viruses that contaminate our cultural
identity and history on our own homeland. It has
become a popular attitude under the name of
objectivity or post-modernism to support hostile
Armenian claims, to mock at our national symbols, and
our War of Independence and argue that we continue
to occupy the “Byzantine Istanbul”, in defiance of the
fact that Istanbul is essentially a Turkish city that we
have recreated in five centuries. Foreigners applaud
and encourage this pathological and dangerous
attitude. The younger generation is in the grip of a
crisis of cultural orientation.

Today, the young generation does not hold out
much hope for their future individually. The coercive
cultural policy observed after [the] 1980 [military
intervention] directed young people to mysticism or
ethnic aspirations, and so made them develop defiant
and negative attitudes against the official cultural

policy, which we call national culture. Some of the
young people regarded tradition and mysticism as the
way out to world citizenry, while some others adopted
an all-negative post-modernism. The last economic
crisis that came suddenly after a period of economic
growth thoroughly deprived young people of their
hopes for future. Most youngsters turned to abroad.
Under the conditions of economic crisis the young
generation is, just like the 1968 generation,
pessimistic, rebellious, and tense. Fundamental values
which have kept Turkish society alive throughout its
history and gave it its peculiar identity are currently
being eroded and challenged. The Turkish language as
the cornerstone of our cultural identity is going
through a process of gruesome degeneration. When
expressing their thoughts, intellectuals are left no
choice other than using words in English or French. As
early as half a century ago, Jean Deny said that the
Turkish language had reached the richness of any
European language. But we lost this language in the
same way that we lost the Uighur Turkish so rich as to
express Indian philosophy when Turks entered Islamic
cultural sphere. The patriot writers who brought about
the language revolution desired a Turkish language
that would enable the laymen and the intellectuals to
understand each other, which would insure unity in
the nation’s culture. Now we are in a state of chaos
concerning language and culture. On a particular
occasion I personally counted about thirty English and
French words in a Minister’s one-hour speech.

The degeneration of language means the
degeneration of culture. The carelessness on this issue
leads to disrespect toward Turkish language, our own
culture, and ourselves. On this land, we try to preserve
structures from all our cultural heritage. We
understand globalization in technology and economy;
but globalization in the culture makes us a ridiculous
imitator of a prestigious culture. Dominance of a single
culture means a monotonous world garden with a
single type of flower. UNESCO, the cultural center of
world nations, states that each culture has a value in its
own right. This organization has formed a Division of
International Cultural Cooperation and Enrichment of
Cultural Identities with a view to ensuring the
preservation and development of individual cultures.
We welcome the Ministry of Culture’s sensitivity and
activities on this matter. Despite cosmopolitan post-
modernists, fortunately there is a successful agenda of
cultural movement that encompasses local cultural
elements in music, painting, dance, and theater.
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Western humanism and Cartesian philosophy
constitute the foundation of today’s joint world
civilization. On the one hand, we are obliged to
preserve our own cultural values and, on the other, we
should seek progress on the basis of the joint world
civilization. I have to admit that I become so proud
when I saw the CDs of Adnan Saygun’s Yunus Emre
Oratorio in Chicago’s and London’s stores selling
musical masterpieces. That is exactly how cultural
globalization should take shape.

Coflkun Özgünel
Ankara University
(ozgunel@dialup.ankara.edu.tr)

Professor Akurgal was born in Tulkarem town in
Haifa, which was part of Ottoman land, on March 30,
1911. The fact that the remains of the ancient
Caesareia city neighbored his hometown was the first
factor in his career choice. But when talking about
himself, Akurgal used to say that this was just a
coincidence and he had never conceded to fatalism. He
spent his early childhood in his father’s farm in Akyaz›,
Sakarya, in today’s Turkey. Being a member of a wealthy
family, Akurgal had his primary, secondary, and higher
education in Istanbul. In early 1930s when he
graduated from high school he had, like all young
people, many ideals. He wanted to be a litterateur and
a writer. Upon his father’s promise to allow him to
study for a doctorate degree in Switzerland he began to
be interested in studying law. 

The founder of the Turkish Republic, Mustafa
Kemal Atatürk, who brought independence and
prosperity to his country after the Turkish War of
Independence (1919-1922), was fully aware of the fact
that reaching the contemporary western civilization
was very important in the process of modernization of
the Turkish Republic. This ideal required young
scientists who would extensively investigate Anatolian
wisdom and re-tell to their nation the history of their
homeland where world civilizations and cultures
flourished. In order to pursue this ideal, young people
were sent abroad to get higher education in various
fields beginning from early 1930s. Akurgal was among
the young people selected for this purpose and was
sent to Germany. He began to study classical
archeology there in 1932 and returned to Turkey in
1941 with a doctorate degree in this field. In the same
year Akurgal started to work in Ankara University’s
Faculty of Language, History and Geography where he
would lecture for the next 40 years. 

When he retired in 1981, he was bestowed an honor
not every scientist can have. He had been the mentor
of 23 well-known professors  in  his  field.  The  latter
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were working in Turkey’s universities and keeping his
principles alive. Professor Akurgal had always been
proud of these scholars, talked highly of them when
and where he found the opportunity and always
encouraged them in their scientific pursuits. The new
structuring of higher education in the 1980s allowed
the foundation of many universities. The fact that the
young scholars who staffed almost all “Classical
Archeology Departments” of the newly founded
universities were educated at Ankara University
Faculty of Language, History and Geography and in
Akurgal tradition contributed greatly to the
international success Turkish archeology achieved in
the last two decades. 

Professor Akurgal had been a leading figure among
those who pursued Mustafa Kemal Atatürk’s ideal of
modernization in history, archeology and culture
without ever compromising merit and scientific
standards. Prof. Akurgal, to whom the impoverished
Turkey of the 1930s provided an eight-year education
abroad, always recounted the big opportunity his
country offered him, how he tried to make good use of
that opportunity and how proud he was of his country,
his nation and his state. 

All virtues a scientist should have were part of his
personality. Scientism was a sine qua non for him. The
fact that he was among the first scholars who had his
associate professorship by writing a thesis is an
indicator of how hardworking he was in his academic
career. Akurgal became a full professor in 1949 and
was awarded the title of “distinguished professor”
(ordinaryüs professor) in 1957. He had been a full or
honorary member of many foreign academies of
science and archeology institutions.

He was one of those rare scientists who promoted
his country abroad at every opportunity and has shown
that archeology in Turkey kept up with the
contemporary scientific standards, via the books he
wrote, hundreds of papers he submitted at
international conferences and the lectures he gave at
such universities as Princeton, Heidelberg, Berlin,
Vienna, and Pisa. 

Beginning from his doctorate thesis, Akurgal was a
student who did the research and produced the work

Atatürk asked for. The content of his books, articles,
lectures and conferences was always Anatolian
civilizations, arts and cultures. His scientific adventure
started with Lycia and continued with Hittite, Phrygia,
Urartu and Ionia civilizations. The works on Late
Hittite and Phrygian art that he produced in 1950s are
still considered as very important scholarly
contributions. 

Prof. Akurgal always guided his students to ensure
that Anatolian archeology and cultural history is
studied consciously, provided them opportunities to
that end, and  greatly helped them in choosing topics
for study. A glance at the Ph.D. dissertations he
directed makes one aware that the topics selected
followed a chronological order of the precedent
cultures which rose in Anatolia and formed the basis of
the future Western civilization. Akurgal had always
been careful to support his views with historical
documents and archeological finds. Turkey lost its
Archeology sage, fine man and serious scholar who
modernized Turkish Archeology, on 1 November 2002,
the date Akurgal passed away. 
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Tosun Terzio¤lu
Sabanc› University
(tosun@sabanci.edu.tr)

Professor M. Gündüz ‹keda, who is well-known all
around the world for his algebraic numbers theory and
valuable work on cryptology, passed away in Ankara on
Sunday, February the 9th, 2003. Professor ‹keda, a full
member of the Turkish Academy of Sciences, was
working at the Feza Gürsey Basic Sciences Research
Institute. 

Masatoshi ‹keda was born in Tokyo on 25 February,
1926. He graduated from the Mathematics Department
of Osaka University in 1948. 

His contributions to mathematics started in 1950
when he was yet a student. His first article –prepared
together with Nakayama- was on the classification of
Frobenius and quasi-Frobenius algebras. Later on, he
developed the ideas presented in this article and
formed a new characterization involving Frobenius
rings. 

In 1952 he generalized a theorem of Kaplansky on
the commutativity of division rings and, using this
conclusion, he provided a new proof of Hernstein’s
theorem on quasi-simple rings. In the same year he
generalized a theorem of Gaschütz. The term currently
known as “Ikeda’s operator” in representations theory,
originated from this study.

He received his “Rigaku-Hakushi” (doctorate)
degree from Osaka University in 1953.

The thesis he presented for his doctorate degree was
based on seven articles he had previously published.
After this brilliant thesis, ‹keda began working and
doing research together with Nagao, Yoshii, Eilenberg,
who were members of the algebra school formed
around Nakayama, and with Nakayama himself. He
worked at Nagoya University in 1954 and at Osaka
University between 1955 and 1957.

In 1955, a symposium on algebraic numbers was
held in Tokyo. This symposium marked ‹keda’s
academic future. His interest shifted to algebraic
number theory. He won a scholarship from the
Alexander von Humboldt Foundation to do research
with Helmut Hasse, and stayed at Hamburg University
between 1957 and 1959. (Cahit Arf had also carried
out his doctorate studies under the guidance of Hasse).
In Hamburg, M. ‹keda started working on the “Inverse
Galois Problem”. 

In 1960 ‹keda came to Turkey and worked as a

statistics specialist at the Faculty of Medicine of
Aegean University (‹zmir), until the Faculty of
Sciences was founded in 1963. In 1964 ‹keda adopted
Turkish citizenship. He married Emel (Ardor) ‹keda
and assumed the name “Gündüz”.

‹keda became associate professor in 1965 and full
professor in 1967, while working in the Mathematics
Department of the Faculty of Sciences, Aegean
University. He set up the  Theoretical Mathematics
Department. Meanwhile he continued working on
rings, algebras and algebraic number theory. His work
on the Grünwald existence theorem belongs to this
period.

In 1966 he was invited to Hamburg University as
visiting professor to give seminars on Galois
extensions and number fields. In 1969, upon Cahit
Arf’s proposal, he began working in  the Middle East
Technical University Mathematics Department.
Together with Cahit Arf, Prof ‹keda made invaluable
contributions to the establishment and scientific
development of the mathematics department at this
university.

Under the influence of Arf and ‹keda, many Turkish
mathematicians living abroad returned to Middle East
Technical University. The academic curriculum of the
department was thoroughly reviewed and restructured. 

Gündüz ‹keda lectured at California San Diego
University (U.S.A.) as a visiting professor in 1971. His
research between 1969 and 1977 focused primarily on
algebraic number theory and rings.

He carried out various research activities in
TÜB‹TAK (Scientific and Technical Research Council
of Turkey). He was chairman of the TÜB‹TAK
Mathematics Research Unit and a member of the Basic
Sciences Research Group. 

During these years, Ikeda concentrated on absolute
Galois group of rational numbers and automorphisms
of this group. He solved an important problem posed
by Neukirch. Thereupon he was invited in 1976 to the
Institute for Advanced Science in Princeton, where he
continued to work on the inverse problem of Galois
theory. 

He served as Chairman of the Mathematics
Department at Hacettepe University for two years
(1977 and 1978).

In September 1978 he returned to the Mathematics
Department of METU.

He was awarded the TÜB‹TAK Science Prize in
1979 for his extraordinary contributions to Algebra
and Numbers Theory.
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He chaired the METU Mathematics Department in
1982 and 1983.

He lectured at the Yarmouk University Mathematics
Department (Jordan) as a visiting professor between
1984 and 1986. He conducted research at the
Oberwolfach Mathematics Research Institute
(Germany) between July - September, 1988, with the
support of the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation. 

He worked as a visiting professor in the Eastern
Mediterranean University  Mathematics Department
(Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus) between 1990
and 1993. 

He retired from METU on January 20, 1992.

Professor M. Gündüz ‹keda, who is universally
recognized in the world of mathematics for his
contributions to Galois theory, started working at the
Mathematics Division of  the TÜB‹TAK Marmara
Research Center in September 1993. He founded the
“Coding and Ciphering Unit” of  the National Research
Institute for Electronics and Cryptology in 1995 and
began to work on coding theory and cryptology. He
attracted the attention of many mathematicians to this
field. The works of ‹keda and his colleagues have
played a fundamental role in the success of this
institute. 

‹keda received the TÜB‹TAK Marmara Research
Center Merit Award in 1994. He was presented with
METU Mustafa Parlar Foundation Science and Honor
Award in 1995. 

He worked at the Feza Gürsey Basic Sciences
Institute from 1997 until his death. During this period
he lectured at Sabanc› University for two semesters.

Gündüz ‹keda is among the most renowned
personalities of the world of mathematics. He is the
author of over 40 research articles, most of which have
been published in the world’s most prominent
mathematics journals, and his many publications
reflect his outstanding contributions to algebra and the
numbers theory. Professor ‹keda, after whom many
mathematical terms and theorems have been named,
was also an esteemed educator. He was a member of
professional mathematics societies in Turkey, Japan
and the USA.

Despite various difficulties he encountered, ever
since he moved to Turkey in 1960, M. Gündüz ‹keda
played a significant role in raising the level of research
in our country and, with his innate wisdom, acted as a
model for and a leader to the mathematics community
in Turkey.

Remzi Sanver
‹stanbul Bilgi University
(sanver@ixir.com)

Professor Murat Sertel, who passed away on 25
January 2003 in Marseilles, France where he had gone
to make a presentation at an international conference,
was the architect of modern economic theory in
Turkey. Turkey owes its current respectable place in the
international scientific community of Economics to
him. Upon returning to his home country in 1979, he
destroyed the then existing descriptive approach in
Economics, replacing it with an analytical perspective.
The contributions of Sertel, and, therefore, of his native
country Turkey, to economic theory are today
recognized and respected worldwide. He paved the way
for the work of internationally recognized Turkish
economists and Turkish post-graduate students
studying abroad. It is probably unique in recent history
that one individual should raise the scientific standing
of a country in such a dramatic manner.

Sertel’s extraordinary success is attested by his
distinguished position in the international scientific
community. He was one of the top scholars in game
theory, social choice theory, and economic design. He
published over eighty articles in internationally
recognized scientific journals as well as eight books,
and edited a number of scientific journals, including
the top-ranking Review of Economic Design, of which
he was the founder and editor-in-chief. Sertel was also
the founding chairman of the Center for Economic
Design, a distinguished member of a number of
international scientific societies, and the organizer of
innumerable  high-powered scientific conferences. 

The focal point of Sertel’s work was on economic
design, an area of study centered on the setting up of
institutions where individual goals and social
objectives overlapped. Sertel examined such current
economic, political and social institutions as
constitutions, property rights, tax laws, allocation
rules, voting rules, and auction mechanisms, and came
up with new ones. For instance, we owe the
majoritarian compromise, an interesting social choice
rule in the  economic design literature, to Sertel. Most
recently, he had  focused on the design of membership-
property rights. Economic design was not an unknown
subject before Sertel started to develop it. The
particular contribution Sertel made to economic design
was that he presented the past work in a coherent form,
which came to be designated as “economic design.”
This concept was present in all of Sertel’s projects. The
Center  for  Economic  Design,  Review  of  Economic
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Design, the Foundation for Economic Design, and the
Society for Economic Design can all be considered as
Sertel’s heritage to the scientific community. Today
Sertel is rightfully recognized as one of the founders of
modern economic design.

Sertel carried his other hats with equal success too.
He was a highly erudite man who liked to share his
ideas. He was first and foremost a teacher. He found
teaching highly exciting, and attributed a special
significance to the teacher-student relationship. He
provided his real educational input on platforms that
had a personal element. He did not enjoy conveying
information which could be obtained through reading.
His every word and gesture was designed to assist his
students develop a scholarly perspective. Many who
had never before considered an academic career
changed his/her mind after taking course(s) from
Sertel. They realized that academic activity was more
than the transmission of accumulated knowledge, and
that it particularly involved finding an opportunity to
test their views on international scholarly platforms
where Sertel also performed and being fascinated by
the profundity of Sertel’s mathematical formulae. 

Last but not least, Sertel had a very strong,
energetic, and resolute personality. He never doubted
the attainability of his goals although he did not deem
it fit to water them down. His determined goal
orientation may have left behind many broken hearts,
which he truly regretted. Yet he went on undeterred.
Those who appreciated Sertel’s grand objectives were
never offended by him. They continued to lend their
unbroken support to him even when great physical
distances separated them. 

Sertel’s international distinction in the area of
economic theory encouraged other Turkish economists
too and inspired a new generation to follow on his
footsteps by trying to make contributions of an
international scope. In sum, not only did Sertel
contribute significantly to the current achievements in
international economic theory but he also played a
critical role in the field. The condolences flooding from
all over the world, encompassing a broad geography
from Japan to the USA, are confirmation of his
contributions and services. 

Sertel was a great scholar, unique teacher, engaged
economist, excellent son and father, patriot as well as a
world citizen, good friend, virtuous person, all with a
rare brilliance and sharp mind.

Professor Sertel is no longer physically with us. Yet
the academic and scholarly torch that he lighted will
continue to shed light on humanity through the work
of those scholars whom he tirelessly and successfully
inspired and who will endeavor to carry that torch at
least a litte bit forward.

Mehmet Öztürk
Project Coordinator, Bilkent University
Department of Molecular Biology and
Genetics
(ozturk@fen.bilkent.edu.tr)

Ayfle Ergüven
Project Secretary
Omni Finance and Colsultancy Ltd.
(aerguven@marketweb.net.tr)

In 2001, Turkish Academy of Sciences decided to
initiate a Foresight Project for Science Policies. The
“Molecular Life Science and Technologies [MLST]
Foresight Project” has been selected as a pilot study as
the world has been witnessing an extraordinarily
widespread scientific and technological revolution in
the fields of Molecular Biology and Genetics. The
MLST Foresight Project that started in 2002 is now
well advanced; it is expected to be completed during
the summer of 2003.

Scientific research and technology foresight studies
are carried out in order to “identify the role to be
played by science and technology in building a
desirable, but accessible, long-term future and to
determine the strategic decisions to be taken in science
and technology in order to realize, or at least to enable
our conception for the future.” As stated in the
preamble of the Declaration 32 of Turkey’s Higher
Council of Science and Technology on June 2, 1998,
“Mega Science, which requires large investment and
costly research spending, needs a research area where
collaboration is more important than competition,
technological facilities are usually  at supra-national
level, and the projects are multinational. This is why it
is necessary to develop a national policy optimizing the
national resources allocated to this field,  obtaining
most benefit from international collaborative projects
that are participated/planned to be participated and
rationally using “brain power potential”.

Each country determines for itself the technologies
which are of critical significance and which will lead it
to the foreseable future with extensive studies vis-à-vis
those technologies. The latter are referred to as
“technology foresight studies.” In such studies, the aim
is to determine policies that will enable the country to
achieve high competence in those technologies  which
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are of immense importance  for itself. However, the
main source of the technologies of modern times is
basic  science research. Thus, each country also needs
to make “scientific research foresights.” 

What is the route followed in foresight studies? The
first step is that of determining the ‘mega-trends’ in
scientific area. This can also be construed as the
determination of the mega-trends in research area or in
scientific and technological policies. 

The second step is finding out the developmental
trajectories that one comes across in scientific and
technological capability/potential of that country and
thus identifying the strong and weak points of the
country concerning the mega trends in the world.
[SWOT Analysis]. 

The third step is designating priorities for that
country in science studies and the development of
technology. 

The exclusive goal of MLST Foresight Project
mentioned above is to carry out a long-term foresight
study for Turkey in the fields of molecular biology,
genetics, and biotechnologies with a view to such fields
as health, agriculture, food, environment, and
industrial production. The direct benefit expected from
the project is to provide guidelines for the development
of a domestic strategy and program in Turkey in life
sciences, molecular biology, genetics, and modern
biotechnology. In recent years, these field of study have
attracted particular attention worldwide, and virtually
all develped as well as developing countries have
devised their own strategies and programs for further
developing these areas. Among the indirect benefits
expected from the project is the socio-economic
development that will hopefully be achieved in health,
agriculture, stock-raising, environment, and industrial
production. The project is within the scope of
“molecular biology and biotechnology” that are
defined as priority areas by both the State Planning
Organization and the Higher Council of Science and
Technology in Turkey. 

The Steering Board of MLST Foresight Project first
met in April 2002 and they designated the “vision” of
“Turkey Growing With its Science and Technology”.
Based on this vision, the Board accepted the following
as “Main Themes”:

• Effective translation of biotechnolocigal
developments to public and individual health
programs  at affordable cost;

• Providing reliability and safety in health and food
sector;

• Sustainable and environment-friendly
developments in agriculture;

• Development of a modern biotechnology-based
industry;

• Biotechnology for clean environment;

• Preservation and use of our gene sources for the
socio-economic benefit of the country.

Within the scope of the above main themes,
primary scientific and technological activity topics and
critical research areas have been determined. The
decision was made to form panels of experts on health,
agriculture, stock-raising, industry, environment,
genetic ressources and food. In order to accomplish
these tasks, the Board has formed an Execut›ve
Committee from members selected among researchers,
academicians, specialists, and administrators in such
fields as molecular biology, bioinformatics,
bioengineering, agriculture, medicine, veterinary
medicine, industry, food engineeing, genetics, and
environment.

Next, the Executive Committee defined seven panel
topics (health, agriculture, stock-raising, industry,
environment, genetic ressources, food) according to
the main themes of the Foresight Project and
nominated 85 panelists working in the fields related to
these panel topics. The panelists were asked to oveview
the existing situation of MLST in the World and
Turkey. W›thin this scope, the trends in the World and
their impacts in our country were evalulated in order
to define a number of socio-economic targets for
Turkey. In the next stage, the panelists were asked to
list the areas/disciplines which have a critical
significance in terms of achieving the socio-economic
targets aimed. By this way we wanted to determine
scientific and technological research we needed to
carry out in our country. 

The Foresight Project which we aim to complete
this summer is now in the DELPHI inquiry process
stage. The main objective of this step is to survey the
opinions of a large number of scientists, experts and
specialists involved in MLST in Turkey on the
panelists’ recommendations for achieving the socio-
economic targets. So far, we have collected the
responses of more than 450 participants. These data
will now be analyzed in order to finalize the draft
report on MLST Foresight Project, which will be
evaluated by the Executive Committee followed by the
adoption of a final report by the Steering Board. We
expect that the report will be made public by TUBA
within a few months.
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Member of TÜBA
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Ömer As›m Yedekçio¤lu
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Recently, there has been a strong interest in the
scientific rankings of countries according to the
number of journal articles published. Nowadays, one
can easily subscribe to databases listing these
publications and various types of analyses can be
carried on them.

It is clear that the number of articles alone does not
provide a unique and definite measure of the scientific
capacity of a country. On the other hand, once the
other indicators, such as the number of patents, size
and the distribution of R&D personnel and budgets or
GNP per capita, are included, it becomes more difficult
to correctly assess the situation as each parameter
weighs different aspects of the scientific activities. 

Defining our aim as the assessment of the trends in
the Turkish scientific community towards research
results published in the international arena, we have
prepared a database of publications coming out of
Turkish Institutions between 1970-1999. Two indices
prepared by the Institute of Scientific Information
(ISI), namely Science Citation Index (SCI), and Social
Science Citation Index (SSCI) were used for this
purpose. These indices are selective, that is, only those
journals meeting certain criteria are included. This
selection, although open to criticism, assures a quality
filter.

For the period of 1970-1999, there were 1916
publications from Turkey in SSCI and 1291 of them
were articles. In the version of SCI we have employed
as our source, it is possible to identify the country of
origin only from 1973 onwards; therefore our results
were restricted to the time span of 1973-1999. Within
this period, we found 38311 publications, of which
30252 were articles, and the remaining were
corrections, notes, letters etc. The strong contrast
between these numbers is not a phenomenon unique
to Turkey as one sees a similar trend worldwide. These
numbers alone are not very meaningful if one

considers the fact that the number of publications in
SCI is above 1,000,000 every year. It is more interesting
to see the changes in numbers in time and disciplines. 

The comprehensive results of our examination of
publications from Turkey listed in SCI and SSCI were
published by the Turkish Academy of Sciences (Notes
1-2). We include several interesting findings here.
Figure 1 shows the increase in total number of
publications across years for SCI  and SSCI  separately. 

FFiigguurree 11.. Percentages of Publications from Turkey to
Worlwide Numbers

The increase in SSCI is small compared to SCI
publications. However, Figure 2, which  displays the
comparison with the total number of publications in
SSCI, reveals that there has also been a strong increase
in  the  social  sciences(3).  It   is  rather   difficult   to

FFiigguurree 22.. Number of SSCI Publications from Turkey
and Worldwide (Normalized to 1 in 1970)
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partition this increase to different areas of social
sciences since the yearly publication numbers are too
small to do a reasonable comparative study. However,
we noted that overall, Psychology had the highest
number of publications (425) followed by Economics,
Business Administration, Health Sciences (mostly in
areas related to psychology and psychiatry) and
Political Sciences. 

An interesting trend was observed in the study of
collaborations between different countries. We
concluded that the increase in numbers was mostly
due to the increase in publications of Turkish-only
institutions even though international cooperations
also showed an upward trend. Two other trends
observed in SSCI records were that (a) the average
author number was increasing and (b) the average
impact factor of the journals that published the work
was decreasing. The impact factor is a measure of the
journal, which is based on the average number of
citations per article, and although it is not a very
accurate measure of journal quality, it is commonly
used as a quality assessment parameter.

We analyzed the articles listed in the SCI in a
similar fashion. In a broad sense, all records were
distributed into three main categories: Basic Sciences,
Engineering and Health Sciences. As some journals
belong to more than one category, the sum was larger
than the total number. Excluding the articles in SCI
journals which are published in Turkey, the number of
publications in three categories were 12464, 6921 and
11977, respectively. The ratios of all the articles
published by authors from Turkey over the 27 years
included in this study, to the number of publications in
SCI for the year 1998 were 0.035, 0.048 and 0.046 for
Basic Sciences, Engineering and Health Sciences.  This
finding indicates that Turkey follows the worldwide
trends in publications in that, all three categories have
similar impact on scientific development (at least in
terms of numbers of publications). 

The largest increase across years was observed in
Health Sciences. The impact factors of these
publications revealed two important characteristics.
First, the distribution of articles according to the
impact factors of the journals was very similar in shape
to the worldwide distribution; however, the percentage
of publications in low impact journals was very high in
Turkish publications. Second, the decrease in the
average impact factors observed in SSCI was also
present for SCI articles although it tends to level out in
both cases for the last 4-5 years. Similarly the average

number of authors increased in time.

Detailed statistics for these data have been given in
our reports (1-3) and here we would like to discuss
several issues on general characteristics. The reasons
behind the sudden increase in the number of
publications, which moved Turkey up more than 20
places in the worldwide rankings, can be explained by
several factors. 

1) Starting around late 70s and early 80s, there was
a flux of young scientists into Turkish universities,
mostly trained in Anglo-Saxon tradition, which lived
by the “publish or perish” notion. Even though there
was no such pressure on the Turkish Academia, the
effects of this group cannot be ignored. 

2) The major factor affecting the increase in
research activity or at least in publishing results must
be the promotion criteria used by a large segment of
universities. Starting in late 80s several universities
required a number (usually 1-2) of publications in ISI
covered journals in order to promote a faculty member
to associate or full professorship. In time, the majority
of universities adopted this strategy and came up with
detailed formulas for promotion requirements. All of
these criteria strongly favor “ISI” publications. Finally,
another important development came into the picture
when the Inter-University Council (Üniversiteleraras›
Kurul) declared officially that such publications are
necessary to receive the title “Doçent” at least in Basic
Sciences, Health Sciences and Engineering. 

3) TÜB‹TAK has a long-standing program to award
financial support to the authors of articles in “selected”
journals. The Turkish Academy of Sciences (TÜBA)
launched a similar program in social sciences. The
selection of journals by these institutions relies on the
Journal Citation Reports (JCR) by ISI, which reports
the impact factors. In addition, there is a long list of
universities that gives awards to authors in terms of
financial support, additional research support, and/or
recognition. 

4) The number of research projects supported by
AFP (Funds for Research Projects) increased
significantly until last year, then they were
discontinued. Coupled with other research grants from
international organizations and national organizations
such as DPT (Central Planning Agency), there was
expanded research funds which could be spent rather
easily, compared to university budgets.

This list is by no means comprehensive and it is
rather difficult to decide on the  order  of  importance.
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Any such ordering has to be very subjective. Our
belief is that the promotion requirements have the
largest impact with monetary awards and research
projects following closely. It is also possible to correlate
the above observations with other economic indicators
but here, we would rather point out another aspect of
the “publication” issue.

All of the factors mentioned above generated a
pressure towards publishing, which in return, brought
some well-known complications with them. This
“number-game” as it is called, has several large gaps in
it. First of all, some institutions choose to use detailed
formulas to help promotion decisions. Such formulas
disregard the quality of publications and should not be
used to evaluate individuals. The number of papers
and/or citations alone cannot correctly measure the
scientific “quality” of a researcher. The pressure to
publish, forces individuals to unethical practices such
as splitting material for a single paper into several
publications or including friends as co-authors so they
can also be promoted or awarded. We do not have the
adequate statistics to take a strong position on the
frequency of these practices but our limited
observations point to a frequency that is not
insignificant. 

A more serious issue is the quality of publications.
There is no doubt that quality is much more difficult to
assess correctly than numbers. The only indicator that
we can use readily is the impact factors of the journals.
There is a trend of the average impact factor decreasing
over the years. There is a concurrent increase in the
number of international collaborations. One can argue
that the latter is due to the general trend that
collaborative research is the unavoidable result of
today’s technology. But we also noted that the
percentage of high impact factor articles is much
higher in international collaborations. That is, the total
number of papers is increasing, but the number of
publications authored only by Turkish authors in  very 

prestigious journals is not increasing in similar
manner. A rather limited study on Chemistry
professors in Turkey has shown that those researchers
who are very active, select high impact factor journals,
but the group immediately following the highest group
(who still publish in large numbers compared to
Turkish averages) tend to choose journals covered by
ISI but rank very poorly in their respective
divisions(4). This observation is not atypical for other
fields.

In conclusion, we would like to state that the
academic publications are clearly on the rise; however,
this increase contains some of the well-known
pathologies. We believe that it is time to accept that
scientific quality is an important issue and assessment
of publications should be treated more carefully than
the simple rules of the “number-game”.
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Turkish Dictionary of Scientific Terms
Work was started at the beginning of the year 2002

to prepare a Turkish Dictionary of Scientific Terms with
the support given by the State Planning Organization.
The activities to this end are guided by a working
group led by PPrrooffeessssoorr OOrrhhaann ÖÖzzttüürrkk and
representatives of Turkish Language Institute and
Language Association, members of the Turkish
Academy of Sciences and some other specialists. The
terms that are found in published dictionaries in the
fields of philosophy, physics, chemistry, mathematics,
geology and life sciences are conveyed to computer
medium using a prepared program. With the help of
this program and contributions from the specialists,
terms are converted into a common index in all fields.
The plans are way to publish three separate
dictionaries covering natural sciences, social sciences
and health sciences, respectively, beginning from the
year 2004.

Forecasting Project Concerning Science Policies
This is another project undertaken with the support

of State Planning Organization. The first part of the
work, which is planned to be completed in three years,
covers strategic planning activities in the fields of
Molecular Life Sciences and Technologies and was
carried out in 2002 under the supervision of PPrrooffeessssoorr
MMeehhmmeett ÖÖzzttüürrkk.. A meeting was held between 3 and 5
January 2003 at ‹zzet Baysal University in the city of
Bolu, to which 90 members of seven panels formed in
relation to various fields attended. The output of this
meeting was evaluated in a second meeting held in
March 2003 and was subjected to SWOT analysis.
DELFI survey that is currently in progress is going to
be completed in July 2003 and the results are going to
be announced to public in the form of a report. A
second forecasting work planned to be undertaken in
the field of Basic Sciences in 2003 was started under
the supervision of Professor Tar›k Çelik. A preliminary
questionnaire was given within the scope of this work
and answers taken from 97 specialists from six fields of
basic sciences were taken into evaluation.

Turkish Culture Inventory
Within the framework of activities coordinated by

PPrrooffeessssoorr UUffuukk EEssiinn under the name of Cultural Sector
in Turkey–Turkish Culture Inventory, methodology to
be used in documentation was tested in pilot projects
undertaken in Birecik-Suruç and Denizli-Buldan in
2001 and 2002. Pilot projects are going to be
concluded in 2003. Almost all data from the Buldan
pilot area are conveyed to computer medium with
support by Geographical Information System. Various
teams, independent of the pilot area work, have also
started to undertake documentation efforts in various

areas in Turkey using the same methodology. A book
was published to provide guidance on this matter. Two
books containing the documentation findings of the
pilot area work and the first issue of the Culture
Inventory Journal, which is regarded to be a means of
disseminating findings of work in other areas to the
world of science and interested parties, were published
in June 2003. All the work undertaken was opened to
discussion in a TÜBA (Turkish Academy of Sciences)-
TÜKSEK (Turkey’s Culture Sector) Evaluation Meeting
to be held on June 21, 2003 at ‹stanbul Technical
University.

Population and Development –Strategic
Projects

The program titled “Population and
Development–Strategic Projects” is carried out by the
Turkish Academy of Sciences with contributions from
United Nations Population Fund and coordinated by
PPrrooffeessssoorr ‹‹zzzzeett BBeerrkkeell. Within the framework of this
program, the final report of the project, “Population
and Development Markers: National and International
Implementations”, which was completed in 2001
under the supervision of Assoc. Professor Turgay
Ünalan, was published in both Turkish and English.
Another project concluded in 2001 (“A Critical Review
of Publications, Unpublished Work, Information and
Data on Turkey’s Population and Development Issues,
supervised by Ak›n Atauz) is at the stage of
publication. Three projects started in 2002, namely
“Adolescents and Their Psychological Problems: A
Recognition Study” (Supervisor: Professor Füsun
Çuhadaro¤lu), “Problems in Identifying the Quality
and Quantity of Those Coming From Abroad”
(Supervisor: Professor Ahmet ‹çduygu), and “Life Style
Choices for the Elderly and Their Relatives”
(Supervisor:  Professor Sibel Kalayc›o¤lu) were
completed in January 2003 and their final reports are
accepted by the Board of Project Guidance and
Execution to be published. Bids were called for a
project that was resolved to be supported in 2003 on
the topic “The Mutual Relation between Scientific
Research and Policy Production and Implementations
Thereby”. It is expected that the supervising
institution/firm will be determined in June 2003 and
the project will be completed before December 15,
2003.

European Social Survey Program
Academy Council resolved in its meeting dated 26

and 27 April 2002 to participate and represent Turkey
in the European Social Survey Program that started in
October 2002 under the umbrella of the European
Science Foundation. The program aims at identifying
social,   economic   and   political   expectations    and
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inclinations of people in European countries and is
carried out in 23 countries concurrently and
employing the same methods. TÜBA formed a
guidance board for the project, and Professor Y›lmaz
Esmer from Bo¤aziçi University was appointed
supervisor of the project. Institutions that volunteered
to undertake the area survey work in the project were
identified, but the work could not be started due to
various reasons beyond the control of the Academy and
thus the tender could not be concluded. Since the
project administration expects final results in June
2003, at this time the matter of participating in the
second tour of the project starting in 2004 is evaluated. 

Activities of Environment Working Group
In accordance with the principle resolution taken

by the Inter-Academy Panel  in 2002 and the call they
made to all Academies, a report titled “Priorities of
Sustainable Development for Turkey” was prepared by
the Environment Working Group led by Professor
‹lhan Tekeli as a contribution of the Academy to the
national text presented in the World Sustainable
Development Summit held in Johannesburg in August
2003. The report was published in December 2003 and
submitted to related parties, principally to the Ministry
of Environment, and announced to the public. The
Environment Working Group is currently about to
conclude two new reports on the topic.

Human Rights in School Textbooks
In response to the demand by the National

Committee of the Tenth Year in Human Rights
Education, the Turkish Academy of Sciences and
Turkish History Foundation together started a project
of analyzing the textbooks used in primary and
secondary education in our country in terms of human
rights. The project, partially supported by the
European Union, is headed by PPrrooffeessssoorr AAyyflflee EErrzzaann..
The results of the project are planned to be submitted
to the National Committee in June 2004, and the final
project report is going to be announced to public
thereafter. 

Science Ethics
The Turkish Academy of Sciences published a

guidebook titled, “Ethics and Ethical Problems in
Scientific Research” and distributed it to Ph.D.
students and their advisors at institutions of higher
learning in Turkey. Professor Asl› Tolun and Professor
‹smail Hakk› Ulus are preparing a similar book in
bioethics. 

Activities of Cancer Working Group
This working group of TÜBA formed in November

2002, aims at contributing to cancer research policies
of the National Cancer Board in Turkey. The activities

of the working group is led by Professor  Ayhan
Çavdar, former president of TÜBA.

Translation of College Textbooks into Turkish
The aim of this project is to have fundamental

textbooks used in notable foreign universities
translated into Turkish with the support of the
Academy and international institutions (World Bank
and United Nations) and offered to the use of faculty
and students at reasonable prices. The implementation
board of the project is constituted and the activities
started. 

TUBA’s Relations with Other Science
Academies

Protocols of cooperation are signed with the
Azerbaijan Academy of Sciences, the Bulgarian
Academy of Sciences, and the Korean Academy of
Sciences and Technology. Correspondence with the
Ukrainian Academy of Sciences is completed and is at
the stage of signing a protocol of cooperation. 

A delegation consisting of Professor Metin Balc›,
Professor Yücel Kanpolat and Professor Dinçer Ülkü
representing TÜBA made a visit between 18 and 22
May 2003 to Afghanistan, whereby they developed
contacts and assessed possibilities of support to and
cooperation with Afghanistan Academy of Sciences. 

Members of theTurkish Academy of Sciences
attended the meetings of Inter-Academy Panel
Implementation Board in Rome on 23-24 May 2003. 

The American National Academy requested TÜBA
to host the meeting “Science and Technology Horizons
in the Middle East”, which they planned to hold in
‹stanbul between 21-25 September 2003 together with
Palestinian, Israeli and Jordanian Science Academies.
This request was accepted by TÜBA and preparations
are under way for the convening of the said meeting. 

Scholarship, Support and Award Programs of
TÜBA

The number of those who are granted scholarships
within the context of the Program to Reward
Successful Young Scientists (GEB‹P) rose to 75. Of the
114 applications for the year 2003, 17 were selected as
new holders of Science Scholarship. 

A monitoring and evaluation meeting was held at
‹zzet Baysal University in the city of Bolu on 3-5 April
2003 with those who were holders of Science
Scholarships to discuss their ongoing research projects. 

Scholarship and Support Programs in Social
Sciences that were initiated in the past have been re-
arranged so as to contribute more efficiently to raising
the quality of research manpower needed in basic
social sciences.
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