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o Abstract: Developments and accomplishments of the newly founded Republic
huos reih. modares.aclarticle- | of Turkey in the first half of the 20" century had long been the focus of Reza
S Khan, the Pahlavi ruler of Iran. He considered Atatirk and his actions to be a
good model for modern life. After ascending the throne, in parallel with the
implementation of Western models, he applied the dominant thinking of
Turkey about people’s way of life. Emphasis on the role of women, believing
that the backwardness of social organization is the reason for the humiliation
of women in the society, was closely pursued by Reza Shah as an important
policy and as an ideology of his governance. Among special features and
components of women's issues are their presence in the social fields, clothing,
health, work and financial independence, and their education, which are
addressed comparatively. The main question of this article is that despite the
policies of Reza Shah's government regarding women, following the example
of Atatiirk, what similar achievement was made? If not, what were the reasons
for this? The present article tries to identify different aspects of Iran and Turkey
by using archival documents, newspapers, written sources, historical
researches, and descriptive-analytical methods in examining instances of
modernization by imitating Turkey. The result confirms the main point that it
is not correct to equate the social modernization activities of Reza Shah and
Atatlirk. The personality structure, the level of knowledge and awareness, and
how the two came to power had a different process, and finally, the society's
approach to their position in power was also different. Reza Shah's perspective
with Atatiirk on women's issues and the actions taken by each of them to
change the position of women followed different conditions, reactions, and
consequences, which in this article is highlighted using a grounded theory and
a background study on issues and finally an appropriate analysis is made based
on the author's perception.
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Introduction
Autarchy, lack of security, and disregard for
the public interest and the country are among
the factors that have continued to weaken Iran
over the past two centuries. Since the early
twentieth century, the structure of the world
economy was based on the security approach;
Reza Shah tried to create and expand security
in society, support the establishment of a
powerful government, and consider himself the
savior of the Iranian society and its developer
(Mosallanejad, 1934: 239). He was trying to
rebuild a society for which neither politicians
nor intellectuals had yet thought of effective
solutions for its fundamental transformation.
Iran was influenced by the international
process of extensive changes in the power
structure, which provided the grounds for
political change in the country. With this
approach, Reza Shah modeled the social,
political, and economic reforms bases on
countries in the region, such as Turkey, which
at the same time was experiencing extensive
and profound changes under Atatlrk's
leadership. An examination of the ideas and
goals implicit in the Shah's words, whether in
the form of speeches or interviews and writings
that have quoted his thoughts, shows the extent
to which these patterns met the needs of the
society in Turkey. Reza Shah believed that in

order to turn Iran into a modern country, a lot

of new activities needed to be introduced and
done. Sometimes, he even considered violence
necessary. Given the situation of his time, he
continued to use the capacity of accepting an
authoritarian government by the people, which
was considered a long-standing matter in the
Iranian system of government, without
ignoring the experiences outside Iran and
considered the recent developments in Turkey
and the newly established government therte as
a good example (Avari, Bita, vol. 1: 59-60).
Many years before Reza Shah's official
visit to Turkey, and based on a series of actions
initiated with the intention of familiarizing
women with developments in other countries,
including Turkey, newspaper articles such as
the Women's World frequently highlighted the
advancement of women in other countries,
especially in Turkey. The content of the
articles was presented in a way that while
reporting on the work done for women in
Turkey, the reasons for the success and
progress were related to the ideologies of the
government. An example of these writings
states: "... In Istanbul, a large statue has been
erected to commemorate the progress of
Turkish women, which on the one hand shows
the movement of the victorious warriors. From
both ends, one is a woman wrapped in her veil

and the other is a woman with her head open
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and her hands and feet free from the chains of
hijab, while the wind of the veil has taken her
away from her (Women's World Newspaper,
Q7, No. 6, Year 1927: 210).

The result of these actions was that in
the process of being influenced by the
developments in Turkey, Reza Shah, together
with his supporters, in an immature and hasty
action, regardless of social conditions and
inappropriate time, raised the issue of
republicanism in Iran and fueled the chaotic
situation in Iran.

Reza Khan, who considered Atatirk a
good model for imitating modern life, tried to
follow the pattern of nation-building or more
precisely,
Atatirk did (Ahmadi,

reaching the monarchy,

state-building  following what
1990: 209). After
he continued to
consider the developments in Turkey and
resolved all border disputes between the two
countries with tolerance (Safaei, undated: 64).
The commonalities between Iran and
Turkey on the one hand and its leaders Reza
Shah and Atatiirk on the other can be explored.
Both

colonization and had a strong traditional and

countries had no experience of
religious background, the main challenges and
impetus for modernization were external, and
the end of the transition from political power to

modern forces took several years without

foreign invasions which were based on the
actions of internal elite groups.

The leaders of these two countries also
had common aspects. The most important
commonality between Reza Shah and Atatirk
should be considered their military nature,
which used force in proportion to their goals,
as Reza Khan himself used to commandeer the
Cossack squadron of Hamedan (Kronin, 2004:
105) and came to power and entered politics
after the coup that took place in 1920. While
concepts such as Reza Shah's nationalism were
among the programs that received special
attention, concerns about foreign problems that
could have targeted his reign overshadowed
this. Hence, by supporting nationalism and
taking advantage of the element of
nationalism, while not considering the Islamic
past of the country as the ideal of Iran, he tried
to provoke the emotions of the people by
relying on the sanctities and greatness of pre-
Islamic Iran. In a two-pronged move, while
emphasizing the preservation of Iran's ancient
heritage, the tools and benefits of the new
Western civilization were eagerly considered.
European technology, law, and economics
were used by the lIranians, and nationalist
cultural tools were exploited in a way that
would be in line with government policies,
equal to those of Western nations. The direct

and logical result of nationalism and the
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emphasis on its material aspects was the
creation of a secular ideology that pursued the
separation of religion from politics. The same
issue in the two societies of Iran and Turkey
had different results regarding the confinement
of religion. Atatirk inherited a centralized
government, while Reza Shah had to establish
it first.

In Turkey, the course of action by
Atatlirk was accepted as a secular system. But
in Iran during Reza Shah, Shiite Islam was
introduced based on the constitution, the
monarchy, and the official religion. The king
was considered the defender of faith and
religion based on these laws. Reza Shah never
violated these laws, and although his practical
behavior undermined the status of religion and
led to the weakening of the clergy and their
sanctity, it was a different matter compared to
the Turkish system of government with the
official removal of the Ottoman Islamic
Caliphate by Atatiirk who declared religion
apart from politics. Naturally, the way the
people reacted to the government's behavior in
Iran was quite different from the reactions of
the Turkish people. During social structural
programs, Reza Shah placed the focus on
economic power, the central and national
government. The desire to support this national
movement could not be achieved unless the

rapid adaptation to the progress and

achievements of the West. While the policy of
modern Turkey was to industrialize the
country, as Atatlrk paid close attention to
Western lifestyles and the spread of science
and technical principles among them, most
efforts were made to eliminate the country's
need for economic complications. For this
reason, Ataturk adopted trade and agricultural
laws from Western countries, including
Germany, France and Italy (Narsi, 1941: 25).
This approach led to the construction of
which Reza Shah

implemented in Iran with the same approach.

factories in Turkey,
Atatlirk's economic policy was based on
etatism (a policy in which the government
intervened in all matters and took the necessary
measures to develop the economic sphere).
Reza Shah also implemented these policies
despite facing major problems, including the
fall in the value of the rial (Avari, vol. 1, 118-
119). While paper, cellulose, silk, glass, bottle,
porcelain, and many other industrial factories
were established in Turkey as a result of this
policy, Iran not only did not achieve significant
results, but the situation worsened. The root of
this failure was the different methods that Reza
Shah used in comparison with Atatiirk. Atattirk
dealt with issues radically and principally, and
his cultural background changed the way he
acted. In contrast, the military and inflexible

cultural spirit of Reza Shah, in spite of all the
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measures that were taken to bring about change
and efforts for the progress of the country,
produced different results. During the reign of
Reza Shah, Iran implemented the policy of
modernization in a situation where for the first
time it was necessary to create new institutions
and structures in Iran, whereas Atatlrk had at
least the chance to take advantage of the
achievements of the Young Turk era that had
given rise to the modern organizations. He was
handed established
infrastructure and used the infrastructure that

over an already
Reza Shah was to build for the first time in
Iran. (Asgari, 2020: 202; Atabaki, 2011: 212).

Pre-Atatlrk political organizations
provided the ground for Turkey to cultivate
people with political experience and
familiarity with modern concepts, which
resulted in Atatlrk's efforts to use party
organizations and fundamental government
structures to implement modernization
policies, while Reza Shah's lack of these
effective forces handed over all of the activities
based on the transformation and modernization
of the country to the military and the army,
which led to completely different results. At
there were

the same time, in essence,

fundamental differences between Iran and
Turkey, both in terms of social conditions and
its leaders, namely Reza Shah and Atatirk.

Among them is the prevailing thinking in

Turkey about the status of women in society,
which was followed by Reza Shah. Belief in
the fact that the backwardness of social
organization is the result of women's
humiliation in society (Huntington, 1991:
150). The reforms that Atatiirk brought about
in the way of life of the people, with an
emphasis on the role of women, were closely
followed as an important policy during the
reign of Reza Shah.

Turkey's  developments in  the
acceptance of Western civilization by the
Shah's
government had created a kind of envy among
Iranian officials (Nouri Esfandiari, 1956: 774).

At the end of his visit to Turkey, Reza Shah

cultural  policymakers of Reza

visited various economic and social facilities
and sectors in Turkey. Returning to Iran with
the experiences of Atatiirk's reforms, he gained
extra morale to carry out his plans, which
accelerated the pace of social and economic
change in Iran. The importance of this trip was
not felt only in Iran and Turkey, but it became
the headlines of European and American
newspapers for several weeks
Manesh, 1999: 61). The reports left by the

Iranian government officials report a series of

(Basirat

fundamental changes in the field of social
conditions after this trip (Azam al-Wazarah,
1963, vol. 2: 78-81; Hayat Yahya, vol. 4: 431).
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Developments such as the change of
the European brimmed hat (Safaei: 346), the
unveiling of the hijab, and welfare and
development measures took place (Hayat
Yahya, 4: 431). Other outcomes of this trip
were observing the conversations between men
and women and the employment of Turkish
women in industrial centers and various sectors
of daily occupations, as reported by Reza Shah,
who was affected by this issue during the same
trip. According to the ambassador of Iran in
Istanbul: "... In educating girls and women, we
must immediately work with all our might for
the rapid progress of the people, especially
women" (Siddig, 1966, vol. 2: 301-305).

Foreign publications after this date,
Iranian

whenever they mentioned the

modernization movement, referred to the
influence of Turkey and Atatirk's actions. The
Birmingham Post, dated May 29, 1935, states:
"The Shah of Iran, following Turkey, has
begun modernization and reform in his
country” (Nouri Esfandiari, 1956: 716; Basirat

Manesh, 1999: 62).

Conclusion

A comparative study of the politics and
ideology of Iran and Turkey during the reigns
of Reza Shah and Ataturk shows that it is
fundamentally wrong to equate the activities of

the two. Because the personality, the level of

awareness, and how they came to power were
Although both had
Reza Shah held a
moderate position, while Atatlrk was a high-

completely different.

military backgrounds,

ranking military official during the Ottoman
rule, having served several missions and
military courses in Europe. At the same time,
he gained all the military ranks during the long
post-World War | independence wars.

People remembered Atatirk as a
national hero who had won victories against
the forces of European countries, while Reza
Shah became the king from the command of
the Cossack squadron of Hamedan.

Perhaps Reza Shah followed Atatirk
only in the matter of unveiling the hijab.
However, the consequences were different in
Iran and were accompanied by many
dissatisfactions. Reza Shah emphasized the
establishment of administrative institutions
and avoided paying attention to political issues
and civic activities. In Turkey, however, many
political parties, including the Communist
Party and the Socialist Party, operated freely,
and Ataturk himself was a member of the
People's Party.

In Atatiirk's mentality and the ideology
of Kemalism, women had to play a new role in
the family, society, and politics by breaking
their former traditional roles and religious

traditions. This new role was an undeniable
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necessity for Ataturk's social revolution.
Reforms in the field of women's rights and
issues such as divorce, marriage, women's
education, the right to be elected as a member
of parliament and other political and social
issues pursued by the government, in the
direction of Westernization and modernization
of Turkish society and revolution in the
position of the Turkish woman took place.
These movements sometimes took on an
extremist and radical face, which provoked
reactions and opposition in traditional Turkish
society. It was natural that the change in
women's rights and the definition of a new role
for them, which was in line with the
institutionalization of the ruling ideology and
the secularization of Turkish society, would be
seen as a break from the history of traditional
Turkish Muslim society. Despite the great
changes that have taken place in the life of
Turkish women, especially in the large and

modern cities of Turkey, it seems that a

References

[1] Abrahamian, Erevand, (2004). Iran Between Two
Revolutions, Translate: Gol Mohammadi, Ahmad, Fatahi,
Mohammad Ebrahim, Nei Publisher, Tehran.

[2] Ahmadi, Hamid, (1990). Race and Ethnicity in Iran, 6%
Edition, Tehran: Ney Publisher.

[3] Atabaki, Toraj, (2006). Authoritarian Modernization:
Society and Government Reza Shah, Translate: Haghighat
Khah, Mehdi, Tehran: Ghoghnos Publisher.

[f]JAvery, Peter,(1989). Iranian Contemporary History of the

Qajar Dynasty: Establishment to Extinction, Translate:
Mohammad Rafiye Mehrabadi, Tehran: Attaie Publisher.

[5] Basiratmanesh, Hamid, (1998). Reza Shah's Regime and
Political and Cultural Scholars and Comments on the
Performance of Clergymen 1926 to 1941, 1% Edition, Tehran:
Oroj Publisher

significant part of traditional Turkish society in
villages and small towns, especially in central
and eastern Turkey, which were far from the
center of government, did not cooperate with
these changes.

This was while in Iran, in general, Reza
Shah was not as successful compared to
Ataturk. The difference between the institution
of religion in these two countries and the
protest capacities in Shiism that overshadowed
the actions of the government should be taken
into account. At the same time, the differences
in the social contexts of Iran and Turkey were
fundamentally different from each other. In the
Ottoman Empire, the defeat of this empire was
thought to be done because of the caliphate and
the defeat of the caliphate was thought to be
done for religion, but in Iran, people saw no
reason to flee religion. The clergy was always
with the people.

[6] Brockelman, Carl, (1969). History of Nations and Islamic
Countries, Translation: Jazayeri, Hadi, Tehran.

[7] Eezam Al Vezareh, Hassan, (1963). My Memories of
Centuries-old History, Vol: 2, Tehran: Heidari Publisher.

[8] Farmanfarmaiyan, Sattareh, (1999). Daughter of Persia: A
Woman's Journey from Her Father's Harem through the
Islamic Revolution, Tehran: Samir Publisher .

[9] Dowlatabadi, Yahya, (1983). Life of Yahya, Vol.1, Tehran:
Ferdowsi Publisher.

[10] Igdemir, Ulag, (2005), Atatiirk, Translate: Notghi, Hamid,
No: 12, Regional Cultural Institute, Tehran.

[11] Huntington, Samuel, P., (1991). Political Order in
Changing Societies, Translate: Solasi, Mohsen, Tehran: Elmi
Publisher.

[12] Kandiyoti, Deniz, (1991). Women, Islam and the State, 1%
Edition, Hong Kong.


http://www.iranbooks.net/?page=shop/browse&fsb=1&searchby=author&keyword=Dowlatabadi%2C+Yahya

The International Journal of Humanities (2022) Vol. 29 (3): (1-9) 8

[13] Kinross, Patrick Balfour, (2009). Atatiirk: A Biography of
Mustafa Kemal, Father of Modern Turkey, Translated: Nori
Ala, Ismail, Tehran: Forogh Publisher.

[14] Lamouche, Leon, (1937). History of Turkey, Translated
by: Nafisi, Saeed, Tehran: Maaref.

[15] Lewis, Bernard, (1916). The Emergence of Modern
Turkey, Translated by: Sobhani, Mohsen Ali.

[16] Lewis, Bernard, (2005). What Went Wrong: The Clash
between Islam and Modernity in the Middle East, Translate by:
Khajaviyan, Shahriyar, Tehran: Akhtaran Publisher.

[17] Mohammad Tofigh, Mohammad, (1939). Kemal Ataturk,
Ferdosi Farahani, Ismail, Name Irag, Mousavi Arak Publish.
[18] Mosalinezhad, Gholam Abbas, (2004). The Republicans
in Iran, 1% Edition, Tehran: Qomes.

[19] Nersi, Abbas, (1941). Turkey Today, Tehran: Iran
Publisher.

[20] Nori Esfandiyari, Abassgholi, (1956). Memories of Life,
Tehran.

[21] Safaie, Ibrahim, (1963). National Institutions in the
Monarchy of Reza Shah Great, General Directorate of the
Ministry of Culture and Art of Writing, Tehran.

[22] Sedigh, Isa, (1966). History of Culture of Iran, Vol: 2,
Tehran: Tarbiat Moalem & Tahghighat Tarbiyati.

[23] Orga, Irfan, (1958). Phoenix Ascendant: The Rise of
Modern Turkey, London.


https://www.google.com/search?tbo=p&tbm=bks&q=inauthor:%22Patrick+Balfour+Baron+Kinross%22

The International Journal of Humanities (2022) Vol. 29 (3): (1-9)

4S5 901l 5o L) pleirl ooy
Sy ST 5 0lalin; Cun S 93 153 90 nlllas

Yosly e (’LGJ‘

5,8 )13 oo s a0 ge il e 5l S5 3l 5 (650 420 5 DY te kS
ks 3 g Samil3 g2 (2 35 (S5 (82 Lowlio (65N 5 2518l 4 gas 5 S)50T 5l L35
S og Gos—a 4S5 (S S8 g gladds Gl Shlse 4 o okl ey
Jehre ¢ ploz! glojlw Sdileciie oS slizel ol b oLy 28 » ASTE .o S8 |, p35
CoaSl (55l il alseay 5 g o Lo Olgieas ol Lo 5 (s ) e Tanal- 015 (65l
23 0Ll s (L) Blas 859 laadlze g aa Lo el .23 S 15 535 dﬂfﬁ 398
Oy ooty 45 Sl L) oo 5 Jbo 5 ()8 Iamul (bl ¢ ibs o oloia] Glaaws o
S L 3555 Ly 4Kl 3 o | sl e gl o | g 3580 g 4253 5 oy ks
sl 3 sl 3 4z S5 55 ST ol (65801 51 Cond 4 0B 390 53 0l Lo ) Cae S
L ol adlie Sing k333550 ol 5o (Y 4 5kds BLE) ol oS 5) 50 s Tob o>
bads 5 P i ) b e 0Ty e yiSe mlis 5 Laaslins s gl ST sl 51 (5S040
360 B golas @S5 5 olpl Hel S 55 Sl Calies oy ol Ll @ ¢ M- do &
5 ol 3 Jol dom s )3 e dadlas g ) 2 3550 1y 45 51 (s 40 g2
S)T 5 ols Lo olaiml (63l 15 SEdlnd el iy 45 | o | 425G 1l oy 5
GHigy B 55 cnl 3559 (S8 5 AT S5 mhaus ( tmased Jlsle o oo
it 350 Siglite 55 558 s 3 0Ll oSl sy o amal 3,509, Yo 5 ity sl
2 d25 5 S (Sl S o 4 SLlBl 5y 5 B fil s 4 3 (ST Lol Lo
Ol 92 45703,8 Cund (Alie Olad 5 b 1S Ty oyl 8 ) (23l plosil amal 55 U5 Comdga
e o b lad e Plus Gosa s 55 glaney dnlllas 55,555 55,5 ooy 3 65 o b el
gl 5 o 3y pe el | @i ) 3L s 4 b o Lie (gla o 5 ol 2as3

L3S dalg 1

gSUSlST ¢OL:.:-:L;¢‘) M:SJS 40“1.3" “;.:QSB- L;j)J)S.Ai\ cul.:) :dJ«?‘S duoj‘j

The
International

Journal of
Humanities

AAEEVARIATAERS VN 'CJ_)U
VETIA s a3
AAERTA FAKIES ] 3N

Ol b 0dSiia sy ole Cion pias
Sl 5 oLl pule oSiagy
Ol b (S

E-mail:

elhammalekzadeh@ihcs.ac.ir


mailto:elhammalekzadeh@ihcs.ac.ir
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5287-7427

