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INTRODUCTION

URrKIsH history for the past century and a half is the
I history of transformation and modernization. The
Ottoman sultans initiated the first reforms in the
army and administration with the purpose of strengthening
the military organization and balancing the West’s superiority.
These reforms started chain reactions which gradually affected
the society’s entire life, making imperative radical changes in
all its phases. The idea of sslakaz, ameliorationimprovement,
which defined the first limited changes undertaken by the Ot-
toman Empire in the army, became inkildp, reformism or
revolutionism, in the Republic, and expressed a theory of the
state aiming at total transformation of the society’s traditional
ways of life, concepts, and institutions according to the West’s
modern rationalist ideas. This change was considered an in-
escapable necessity in order to assure the society’s survival and
independence.

Political transformation appeared as a logical step in ex-
panding and consolidating the reforms carried out in the army
and administration. Political reforms were brought about by
the pressure exercised simultaneously on the Ottoman sultans
by two agents: in the interior, the newly rising intelligentsia
educated in the modern schools and affected by western ideas;
in the exterior, the Western powers which desired to deal with
a relatively strong Ottoman state capable of fulfilling its po-
litical and economic commitments. The political transforma-
tion expanded as it developed; it involved additional social
groups, defined its objectives more clearly, and at the same
time became less dependent upon outside stimulants. Thus,
the monarchy limited its own power in 1839, and became con-
stitutional in 1876. Parliamentarianism and a multi-party sys-
tem were adopted in 1908. Finally the monarchy was abol-
ished in 1923 and the Republic substituted for it. A one-party
system was instituted in the Republic and was enforced, with
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INTRODUCTION

minor exceptions, until 1945-1946, when a new multi-party
system was established. The Turkish transformation was cul-
tural and political at the beginning, and not until the Republic
was it expanded on a large scale, by necessity, into economic
and social fields, a trend which is constantly intensified.

In the interior the transformation of Turkey was dominated
and determined by the struggle of two groups, the conserva-
tive-religious and the modernist-secularist. Both of these were
influenced at a later stage by nationalism, which was itself the
result of modernism and Westernization. All other social,
economic, cultural, and political currents appeared to be sub-
ordinate to one of these two tendencies; thus Turkey’s trans-
formation can be viewed as resulting essentially from a strug-
gle between old and new.

The individualistic and secularist ideas of the French Revo-
lution found wide acceptance among the Turkish intellectuals.
These ideas, though accepted in a confused and vague manner,
remained, in spite of the frequent fluctuations in the political
regime, their final goal. The Republic, faced with the need
for rapid modernization, imposed a series of reforms and
established a one-party system, but in theory it still preserved
the ideal of a parliamentary system to be installed when the
cultural and material foundations necessary for the main-
tenance of such a system had been created.

The first two and a half decades of the Republic were domi-
nated by the modernist-secularists, who, assisted by special his-
torical circumstances during 1919-1922, had been able to gain
and consolidate power by abolishing the traditional institutions
of the Sultanate and Caliphate in 1922 and 1924. Significant
changes occurred in the structure and mentality of the society
during the Republican period, which necessitated a new po-
litical reorganization. The solid alignment of Turkey on the
side of the West after the second World War added further
impetus to the need for reorganization.

The ground for the liberalization of Turkey’s political re-
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INTRODUCTION

gime after 1945-1946 was prepared by these circumstances.
The decision to institute a multi-party system was, however,
the deliberate act of the government itself. This decision was
gradually carried out and set off a chain of reactions which
at the same time accelerated and changed the direction of the
country’s transformation.

The issues and ideas debated after liberalization varied in
scope and profundity, but they centered around the two funda-
mental trends which had charted the course of the Turkish
transformation: the conservativereligious, and the secularist-
modernist. Between them there was a third tendency repre-
sented by the moderates, the most significant group created in
the Republic, who favored compromise on most issues, New
socio-economic considerations, which acquired fundamental
significance in the Republic, strongly affected the views of
each group, however, and gave to Turkey’s transformation a
new meaning and a wider scope.

During the struggle for liberalization the conservatives and
moderates demanded recognition for their own views and
interests and insisted that the regime’s ideology and institu-
tions be adjusted in the light of democracy and the multi-
party system which was being introduced. The modernist-
secularists, while insisting on preserving the main reforms,
were forced to reevaluate and modify some of them. Thus,
the Republic and all its reforms became subject, in fact, to
reappraisal and testing.

Probably at no time in the history of Turkey, except in
1908-1911, has there been such intense political activity and
debate as in 1946-1950. A proper study of this period provides
the background necessary to understand the present and fu-
ture internal politics of Turkey as well as the trend of her
general transformation. The country’s level of modernization
can best be measured by studying the variety of problems and
ideas debated and the arguments used in the period after 1946.
The most eloquent evidence of Turkey’s progress lies in this
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INTRODUCTION

period. Its study, however frank and objective, constitutes on
the whole a compliment to the political maturity of the Turk-
ish people and to their successful efforts toward moderniza-
tion and democracy.

The political struggle of 1946-1950 was in fact a new re-
form which aimed at achieving political Westernization—that
is, democracy in the form of a multi-party system. This de-
mocracy, redefined and in part reinterpreted according to the
country’s own conditions and background, nevertheless had a
purpose common to all democracies in the West: the establish-
ment of political freedom.

One may rightly ask now whether this new experiment in
democracy in Turkey was a failure or a success, whether it
achieved any lasting results or merely enabled a group to
acquire power and then use that power to entrench itself
firmly in government. The developments in Turkey during
the past few years seem to belie optimism. However, the
fluctuating daily politics, the bitter and partisan controversies
between the government and the opposition, and the incom-
plete news obscure some permanent democratic gains made in
the past decade. Opposition parties, even though their effi-
ciency has been reduced, are recognized and represented in
the Assembly in an ever-increasing number, as shown by the
last elections. The democratic election mechanism, although
partly modified, is preserved; and the government party ac-
quired power through legitimate free elections.

The cult and idolatry of personalities has suffered a deadly
blow, and dictatorship has become a discredited institution
which is denounced by both the opposition and government
parties. There is an opposition press which courageously ex-
presses its views. But beneath all this there is an even more
fundamental basis which guarantees Turkey’s democracy: a
large body of citizens who matured in the centuries-old strug-
gle against the sultans and their petty servants eagerly par-
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INTRODUCTION

ticipate in politics in order to preserve their hard won free-
doms.

The democracy of Turkey is not complete by any means;
it is handicapped by a variety of shortcomings ranging from
personalities to ideologies. Yet the experiment offers grounds
for optimism; for the history of Turkey is a chain of attempts
at democratization, each one stronger and lasting longer than
the previous one.

The fate of democracy and modernization in Turkey does
not stand as an individual case unrelated to the rest of the
world. On the contrary it is a vital test of whether democracy
and modernization are reconcilable or mutually exclusive for
countries in Asia, the Near East, and Africa which, like Tur-
key, feel compelled to modernize rapidly their traditionalist
societies and primitive economies. In other words, the demo-
cratic experiment in Turkey may well show whether democ-
racy is a necessary and inherent result of modernization or a
result of deliberate indoctrination; whether democracy ac-
celerates modernization or becomes an obstacle to it; and
finally whether countries striving to modernize themselves
can acquire not only the West’s technology but also its politi-
cal institutions and spirit. A failure of the democratic experi-
ment in Turkey might support the view that Western de-
mocracy remains alien to the rest of the world and that au-
thoritarianism is the only way for modernization, thus further
isolating the West from that part of the world which is in the
process of an inevitable transformation.

The modernization of Turkey aimed at immediate practical
ends and was charted by its society’s conditions rather than by
a well-defined ideology. Since social, economic, and political
conditions in most of the countries which are striving towards
rapid modernization are similar to those in Turkey, it may be
assumed that they may follow the Turkish example. Moderni-
zation in the Arab countries in particular, although different
in details and taking place amidst special circumstances, never-
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INTRODUCTION

theless closely resembles that in Turkey in matters of organi-
zation and economic policies. A proper understanding of Tur-
key’s general transformation and of her political system, of the
variety of problems she faced and the solutions she found to
dispose of them may greatly facilitate analysis of the trans-
formation taking place in other countries. The question of
capital formation—vitally important in the newly developing
countries—and its profound social, cultural, and political ef-
fects can be studied best in Turkey, which established the
nucleus of an industry without foreign or domestic capital,
utilizing governmental means to accumulate capital while
preserving and promoting private property. Finally, a proper
understanding of Turkey’s transformation and political his-
tory may indicate whether the newly modernizing countries
will adjust Western ideas and institutions to their own old
forms and values, or actually create a third pattern of civili-
zation and institutions quite different from those of both East
and West.

This study is dedicated primarily to the analysis of the
political transformation in Turkey—the transition to a multi-
party system. This transformation is here viewed and studied
not as an isolated phenomenon but as the synthesis of various
interacting cultural, economic, social; and personal conflicts.
The special emphasis placed upon socio-economic factors in the
political development of Turkey is due primarily to the fact
that the effects of such factors have been generally ignored.

This study deals primarily with the events in the crucial
years 1945-1950. Nonetheless, in order to place these events
in their proper perspective, the history of the Turkish trans-
formation has also been outlined. Moreover, the general
trends in the internal politics of Turkey have been analyzed
up to date. Special emphasis has been placed on the history of
thought in Turkey.

The study is divided into three parts. The first deals with
the general history of the cultural-political and the economic-
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INTRODUCTION

social transformation. This first part is not an exhaustive study
but aims at providing background information to facilitate the
understanding of events after 1945. The second part is a
chronological study of the political developments in 1945-
1950. The third part deals with the transformation in the
regime’s ideology, with various contemporary cultural, po-
litical, economic, and social problems, and with the country’s
present party structure. The final chapter is a summary-con-
clusion which comprises certain recommendations likely to
strengthen democracy in Turkey. It is believed that this is the
first comprehensive study of politics in Turkey in any lan-
guage. Its main purpose has been to bring together a variety
of data and to study them from a political viewpoint. It at-
tempts to present the facts, express few opinions, and leave
most of the conclusions to the reader.

The material for the first part comes from a variety of
Turkish and Western sources, some primary, but most sec-
ondary. The material for the second and third parts comes
chiefly from Turkish primary sources which have been sup-
plemented by information from books and articles in Western
languages.

The presentation and interpretation of events are, in great
part, the author’s; nevertheless, they express in general the
Turkish intellectuals’ view on the country’s history and poli-
tics.

The translations of Turkish texts, if not otherwise specified,
are the author’s. A free translation has been used in order to
convey more accurately in English the thought expressed in
Turkish. Throughout the text and the footnotes, Turkish
names and titles of books have been spelled as they appear in
Turkish.* Names, book titles and expressions deriving from

1 A short key to their pronunciation follows: g==sh in short ¢==ch in
church ¢=j in join 1=o in seldom i=i in machine &=u in the French

tu 6=the German 6 § is a soft g, much the same as the running to-
gether of the words I am,
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INTRODUCTION

Arabic and Persian are spelled phonetically in Turkish and
hence show some variation.

Special thanks for assistance in preparing this work go to a
number of people: to Professor Arnold J. Zurcher, Chairman
of Area Studies at New York University, whose support
made possible the basic research carried out in Turkey, parts
of which have been presented to New York University as a
doctoral dissertation; to Professor Dankwart A. Rustow of
Princeton University; Richard D. Robinson of Harvard;
Howard A. Reed of The Ford Foundation; to Charles Issawi
and J. C. Hurewitz of Columbia, who read the first manuscript
and made valuable suggestions which greatly improved this
work; to Professors Marshall Dimock, Basil Vlavianos and
L. Krzyanowski of New York University; Mr. Michael Pa-
povic of the United Nations; and to the librarians at various
universities, whose assistance is greatly appreciated.



CHAPTER 1

THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE AND THE BEGINNING
OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT

HE Ottoman Empire, the immediate predecessor of

present day Turkey, came to an end in 1918, after

an uninterrupted sovereign existence of more than
six centuries (1299-1918). In the course of the first three cen-
turies of its existence it became the world’s most powerful
country by gradually expanding from a small dominion in
western Anatolia to the three known continents—Europe,
Asia, and Africa—through a highly efficient and tightly inter-
woven civil and military organization.*

The Turks were converted to Islam in the eighth century
and together with the new faith accepted the Cikad, the doc-
trine to extend Islam by force of arms. With new and sus-
tained ardor they resumed the drive of the Muslim world
toward the West, centuries after the Arabs had renounced
doing so. Islam gave to the Turkish state a purpose, a mean-
ing, but at the same time it submerged the national characteris-
tics of the Turks into its own, to the extent that “Turk” be-
came synonymous with “Muslim,” although Turks in general
preserved such distinct characteristics as language and state-
hood.

The Ottoman Empire was successful until the West as-

10n the organization of the Ottoman Empire, sce Albert H. Lybyer,
The Government of the Ottoman Empire in the Time of Suleiman the
Magnificent, Cambridge, 1913; Barnette Miller, T/e Palace School of Mu-
kammad the Congueror, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1941; W. L. Wright
(Translation) Ottoman Statecraft: the Book of Counsel for Vezirs and Gov-
ernors, Princeton, 1935; Mouradja d’Ohsson, Tableaw General de PEmpire
Ottoman, Paris, 4 Vols., 1788-1791; Ismail H. Uzuncarsili. Osmanis Devlet
Teskildtina Medhal, 1stanbul, 1941, For a general appraisal of the Otto-
man Empire, see A. J. Toynbee, 4 Study of History, Vol. 1v, London, 1940,

Pp- 68-189 passim, Vol. v, London, 1940, pp. 110-326 passim (also abridged
edition, New York, 1947, pp. 177ff.).
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BEGINNING OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT

serted its own military and political superiority, and there-
after, beginning towards the end of the seventeenth century,
it rapidly declined.

Some of the factors which caused the downfall of the Ot-
toman Empire and had profound repercussions in the move-
ment for reformation may be mentioned briefly. The miller
system,? under which the Empire was administered, enabled
each non-Muslim religious group to preserve its own cultural
identity and thereby prevented the Ottoman Empire’s general
integration. In time, the Christian millets, receptive of Western
nationalist influences at a much earlier date than the Muslim
subjects, and economically relatively well developed, de-
manded and fought to achieve national independence within
their historical boundaries. This nationalist struggle con-
tributed greatly to the disintegration of the Ottoman Empire.

Economic inertia was perpetuated in the Ottoman Empire
by lack of capital. Capital was accumulated through war booty
and was used for military and consumptive purposes. The
capitulations to foreign powers, coupled with religious restric-
tions on economic occupations, and the subsequent social deg-
radation of manual labor, destroyed the incentive for eco-
nomic initiative.

Within a century after the conquest of Constantinople the
ruling class of the Ottoman Empire came to separate itself
from the masses, partly under the pervasive influence of By-
zantine institutions and mentality,® and partly because of the

2For a description of the millet system, see H. A. R. Gibb and Harold
Bowen, Islamic Society and the West, Vol. 1, Part 11, London, 1957, pp.
207-261; A. S, Tritton, The Caliphs and their Non-Moslem Subjects, Ox-
ford, 1930, pp. 5-12; Paul Wittek, T4e Rise of the Ottoman Empire, Lon-
don, 1938, pp. 28f.; Sir Harry Luke, The Old Turkey and the New, Lon-
don, 1955, pp. 7-9, 66-101. Also, Henry E. Allen, T'ke Turkisk Trans-
formation, Chicago, 1935, pp. 70-77; Geoffrey Lewis, Turkey, London,

1955, pp. 22-25; Fuad Koprila, Les Origines de PEmpire Ottoman, Paris,
1935.

8 For a view minimizing the influence of Byzantine institutions, see Ko-
priilizade Mehmet Fuat, “Bizans Miiesseselerinin Osmanli Miiesseselerine
Tesiri Hakkinda Bazi Mulihazalar,” Tiérk Hukuk ve [ktisat Mecmuass,
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BEGINNING OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT

motives which determined the acquisition of status in the rul-
ing class. Social mobility in the Ottoman Empire enabled
humble peasants and rank and file soldiers to raise themselves
to the highest government positions. In time, however, a
large number of people entered this ruling class based on
consideration of interest, more than conviction, and this de-
teriorated its standards.

Islam’s obedience-commanding rules were stringently ap-
plied to preserve the loyalty of the subjects.® In time the Islam
of Turks, following the general trend in the Muslim world
acquired dogmatic features, even more pronounced than in
Arab countries.® Furthermore the Ottoman Sultans, who, be-
ginning with Selim I in 1517, acquired the title of Caliph

Istanbul, 1931, pp. 165-313 (also translated into Italian, Alcune Osserva-
zioni Intorno alP Influenza delle Istituzioni Bizantine sulle Istituzioni Otto-
mane, Roma, 1953).

*For the training of Ottoman administrators, see Miller, Palace School,
Pp- 7, 70-93, 1o5ff.; A, J. Toynbee, 4n Historian’s Approack to Religion,
New York, 1956, pp. 45-48, 198, and 4 Study of History (abridged), pp.
174-1775 A. J. Toynbee and Kenneth P. Kirkwood, Twrkey, New York,
1927, pp. 3-58 passim; Gibb and Bowen, op.cit., 11, pp. 210ff. For the loy-
alty of this class to the state and dynasty, see A. D. Aldcrson, T/e Structure
of the Ottoman Dynasty, Oxford, 1956, pp. 11, 12-26.

5 For these rules sanctioning the subjects to obey even an unjust and
tyrannical ruler, see Sir Thomas W, Arnold, Tke Caliphate, Oxford, 1924,
PP. 48, 49, 50; Gibb and Bowen, Islamic, Vol. 1, Part 1, London, 1950,
p. 28. For the pattern of relations between subjects, see A. Adnan Adivar,
“Interaction of Islamic and Western Thought in Turkey,” Near Eastern
Culture and Society (ed. by T. Cuyler Young), Princeton, 1951, p. 120.
For various cultural factors affecting Islam in Turkey, see Howard A. Reed,
“The Religious Life of Modern Turkish Muslims,” Islam and the West (ed.
by Richard N, Frye), The Hague, 1957, pp. 135-143; Bernard Lewis, “Tur-
key: Westernization,” Uity and Variety in Muslim Civilization (ed. by
Gustave E. von Grunebaum), Chicago, 1955, pp. 316-317, 322-327.

8 For the liberal religious attitude of Sultan Mehmed the Conqueror
(1451-1481), see Edward Gibbon, Tke Decline and Fall of the Roman
Empire, Vol, 111, New York (Modern Library), pp. 747-748; E. Jacobs,
“Mehemmed II, der Eroberer, scine Beziehungen zur Renaissance und
seine Biichersammlung,” Oriens, No. 11, 1949, pp. 6-30. For a liberal Mus-
lim sect among the population of Anatolia and Janissaries, see John Kings-
ley Birge, The Bektashi Order of Derviskes, Hartford, 1937, pp. 16, 20,
87ff. For the attitude of Mevlevi sect, see Luke, Old Turkey and New,
p. 121.
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BEGINNING OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT

(successor of the Prophet), made extensive use of it in the
nineteenth century to preserve the loyalty of Muslims
throughout the world.”

From the end of the seventeenth century onwards, Western
superiority in all fields, enhanced by the rise of Russia in the
north, shifted the balance of power to the detriment of the
Ottoman Empire and forced it to seek ways and means to
restore the balance. Concomitant with the rise of Western
power was a general deterioration in the Ottoman Empire’s
administration,® chiefly in the army; the Janissaries, by then
elected at random, had abandoned their strict discipline and
had become a financial burden on the state and a constant
menace to the Sultan’s own rule. It was in these circumstances
that the Ottoman Empire turned to the West to seek in-
spiration for reforms, despite the fact that the West believed
it had little in common with the Ottoman Empire and Turks.’
As early as 1720, Celebi Mehmet was sent to Europe to seek

7In 1876 Abdulhamid II inserted in the constitution his religious title
and sent emissaries through the Muslim world to assert it. Later in 1908
and 1913 when Ottoman territories were ceded to Greece, Austria, and
Bulgaria, a clause was inserted in the treaties stipulating that “the name
of his Imperial Majesty, the Sultan, as Caliph, shall continue to be pro-
nounced in the public prayers of the Mussulmans.” See A. Vicomte de La
Jonquiere, Histoire de P Empire Ottoman, Vol. 11, Paris, 1914, pp. 70, 1793
Arnold, The Caliphate, pp. 95ff.; Alderson, The Structure, pp. 73-74. For
treaties, see American Journal of International Law (official documents)
Sup. Vol. 8, Annex 11, 1914, pp. 37f., 46, for quotation p. 49.

8For a view on this administration see Lynton K. Caldwell, “Turkish
Administration and the Politics of Expediency,” Toward the Comparative
Study of Public Administration (ed. by William J. Siffin), Bloomington,
1957, pp. 117-118.

® For an Allied demand in 1917 to expel from Europe the Ottoman Em-
pire which was so “radically alien to Western civilization,” see A. J. Toyn-
bee, The Western Question in Greece and Turkey, New York, 1922, p.
328; Gaston Gaillard, The Turks and Europe, London, 1921, pp. 5ff. For
early attempts at inspiration from the West, see Niyazi Berkes, “Historical
Background of Turkish Secularism,” Islam and the West, pp. 48ff. On
the Byzantine influence on Western views in respect to Islam and Turks, see
Toynbee, The Western Question, pp. 328.; Civilization on Trial, New
York, 1953, pp. 177ff., 184-212; also Gibbon, The Decline, pp. 750f.;
also Felix Valyi, Spiritual and Political Revolutions in Islam, London, 19235,

p- 27
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BEGINNING OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT

and adopt whatever was of utility to the Turks, but his mis-
sion resulted chiefly in the adaptation of the printing press
(it could print only non-religious books) during the Ldle
(Tulip) period.*

The actual reforms in the Ottoman Empire, however,
started first in the army in the eighteenth century in the form
of military schools which were established on the Western
model, chiefly French, and had teaching staffs from the
West.** Thus, the non-religious books printed on the newly
introduced press, and the military schools, established con-
tacts with and spread information about the West. An even
more favorable atmosphere for the reception of Western
ideas was created, as pointed out by Professor Bernard Lewis,
by the French Revolution and its secular views, which dimin-
ished the importance of religious differences.*®

The Ottoman rulers, however, soon became suspicious of
the secularist features of the French Revolution, which they
feared would eventually undermine the cultural foundations
of the Ottoman Empire.** The relatively large body of mili-
tary personnel, on the other hand, insisted on additional re-
forms. Thus, two groups had been formed: the modernists
who demanded reforms and the conservatives who saw their

0 For this period, and the history of the printing press, see Ahmet Refik,
Léle Devri, Istanbul, 19325 Hamit ve Muhsin, Tirkiye Tarihi, Istanbul,
1930, pp. 287, 291; Miimtaz Turhan, Kiltiir Degigmeleri, Istanbul, 1951,
pp. 174ff., Berkes, “Historical Background,” pp. 50-51; Selim Niizhet,
Tiirk Matbaactlifs, 1stanbul, 1931,

11 On these reforms, see Frank S. Bailey, British Policy and the Turkish
Reform Movement, Cambridge (Mass.), 1942, pp. 25-38; Bernard Lewis,
“The Impact of the French Revolution on Turkey,” Journal of World His-
tory, July, 1953, pp. 105ff.; Wilbur W. White, T/%e Process of Change in
the Ottoman Empire, Chicago, 1937; Edmond Chertier, Reforms en Tur-
quie, Paris, 1858. Turhan, Kiltiir, pp. 177-219; H. W, V. Temperley, “Re-
form Movement in the Turkish Empire and Republic during the X1xth and
xxth Centuries,” Chinese Social and Political Science Review, January 1937,
pp. 449-460; Henry Elisha Allen, T/e Turkisk Transformation, Chicago,
1935, Pp. 4-27; Toynbee and Kirkwood, Twurkey, pp. 48-58; Enver Ziya
Karal, Selim 11l iin Hatt-s Hiimayunlars, Ankara, 1946, pp. 36ff., 72ff.

12 Lewis, “The Impact,” pp. 106-110.

18 See Enver Ziya Karal, Halet Efendinin Paris Biyitk Elgiligi 1802-
1806, Istanbul, 1940.
[7]



BEGINNING OF THE REFORM MOVEMENT

salvation in clinging to old traditions. The gap between them
continued to grow as new developments strengthened the
modernists’ position.

Sultan Selim III (1789-1808), faced with disorderly Janis-
saries, who had lost their combat effectiveness and who op-
posed reforms, attempted to create a volunteer army, Nizams
Cedit Ordusu (Army of the New Order), more loyal to
himself. Eventually Selim was dethroned by the Janissaries,
but not before having laid down the plans for some other
reforms in administration, politics, and commerce.** Thus, he
is the first Ottoman Sultan to have planned large-scale re-
forms, although he was able to carry out only a small part
of them. ‘

His successor, Sultan Mahmud II (1808-1839), started
his reign with an acute awareness that his survival depended
on the replacement of the Janissaries; the submission of the
clergy who had been the faithful ally of the Janissaries in
opposing reform; and on reasserting his rule over rebellious
administrators in various provinces of the Empire, such as
Ali Pasha of Yanina and Pasvanoglu of Vidin, not to mention
Mehmet Ali of Egypt.® The new Sultan eventually de-
stroyed the Janissaries in 1826, by taking advantage of the
public resentment against them caused by their inability to

1¢ On Selim 111 and his reforms see Cevder Tariki, Vols. 4, 5, Istanbul,
1309 (1891) ; Karal, Selim III, pp. 11-21, 29-163. M. A. Ubicini, Letters on
Turkey . . . Vol. 11 (tr. by Lady Easthope), London, 1856, pp. 420ff.; W.
S. Davis, 4 Skort History of the Near East, New York, 1923, pp. 289ff.; Le
Baron Antoine Juchereau de Saint Denys, Histoire de PEmpire Ottoman,
1792-1844, Vol. 11, Paris, 1844, pp. 169ff.; F. W. Hasluck, Christianity
and Islam Under the Sultans, 2 Vols., Oxford, 1929; Bailey, British Policy,
pp. 26-28; Luke, Old Turkey and New, pp. 26-30, 36-37.

15 On Mahmud II and his attempt to strengthen the authority of the
central government, see A. Slade, Records of Travel in Turkey and Greece,
1829-1831, Vol. 1, London, 1833, pp. 113fl.; Roderic H. Davison, “Turk-
ish Attitudes Concerning Christian Muslim Equality in the Nineteenth Cen-
tury,” American Historical Review, July 1954, pp. 856ff.; Luke, Old Tur-
key and New, pp. 34-35; Bailey, British Policy, pp. 13-33, 34-36, 271-276;

Tahsin ve Muhsin, Tarik, p. 423; Dankwart A. Rustow, Politics and
Westernization in the Near East, Princeton, 1956, p. 17.
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put down a rebellion in the Balkans. Thus, having his own
faithful modern army, Mahmud II dealt with the land-
lords, confiscated the military fiefs and established his own
strong domination which gave rise to deep resentment. He
went further and adopted new measures for the development
of the army, new clothes, including the Venetian fez, and or-
dered shaving of beards. All these measures were imposed
in a forcible manner, which earned him the title of Peter
the Great of the Turks among the literates, while the masses
called him gisvur Sultan (infidel Sultan).*®

The large scale modernization in the military field under-
taken by Mahmud II necessitated new expenditures which
were met by exploiting further the existing resources; this,
in turn, had profound repercussions.'’

Sultan Mahmud had committed himself to a policy of
modernization and reform designed to fill the most conspic-
uous gaps between the Ottoman Empire and the West. This
policy was a victory for the modernist intelligentsia—chiefly
army officers and government officials in the foreign service
whose influence expanded further and who found themselves
engaged in a struggle with the conservatives.*®

18 Sultan Mahmud was likened to Peter the Great more than once, and
the relation between the two is more than accidental. Ibrahim Miiteferrika,
the first printer in the Ottoman Empire, had already pointed to the achieve-
ments of Peter the Great, who introduced reforms by force. The historian
Asim also remarked that Russia emerged from backwardness by using drastic
methods. (Peter the Great had abolished by force the Streltsi [the old Rus-
sian Army] in 1698 and brought about dress reforms.) On the above, see
R. A. Walsh, 4 Residence in Constantinople, Vol. 11, London, 1836, pp.
319ff.; Halide Edip, Conflict of East and West in Turkey, Lahore, 1935,
p. 653 Lewis, “The Impact,” pp. 124-125; Berkes, “Historical Background,”
p. 513 M. A. Ubicini, Le Turquie Actuelle, Paris, 1855, p. 240; Allen,
Transformation, p. 6; Toynbee, 4 Study of History (abridged), 1957, pp.
169-170. See also G. Vernadsky, “On Some Parallel Trends in Russian and
Turkish History, Especially in the 16th Century,” Connecticut Academy of
Arts and Science Transactions, 1945, pp. 25f. For a parallel between Peter
the Great and Atatiirk, see Dorsey D. Jones and Henry Johnston, “Mustapha
Kemal and Peter the Great, A Study in Parallelism,” Sociology and Social
Research, January-February 1938, pp. 212-222.

17 See Chapter 3.

18 For this struggle see Ubicini, La Turquie Actuelle, p. 2403 Hamit ve
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Once the initial army reforms had become relatively se-
cure, steps were taken to supplement and consolidate them
with further reforms in other fields. In 1838 Mahmud II
had already introduced, and established parallel to the exist-
ing Ottoman institutions, three Western councils: military,
administrative, and judiciary.

Thus, on the one hand, the idea of expanding the reforms
into fields other than the military, and on the other, the in-
sistent demands of the Western powers for equality and
guarantees to the Christian population in the Ottoman Em-
pire, prepared the way for political reform, which material-
ized in 1839 in the shape of the Tanzimar (Reorganization).

The Edict of Tanzimaz, known as “Giilhane Hatts Hiima-
yun” (Edict of Giilhane), was conceived and written by
Resid Pasha—long-time Ottoman ambassador in London and
Paris—with the consent of Sultan Abdulmecid (1839-1861)
and read on the third of November 1839, in Giilhane Square
in Istanbul. The Tanzimat Edict offered, but without guar-
antees, equal rights to all citizens; protection of their persons
and property; and called for certain improvements in the
financial (i.e., a reformed tax system), military, and judiciary
fields.*

The Tanzimat was in fact the extension of reforms into

Muhsin, Tarik, pp. 423, 425-226; Riza Nur, Cemiyeti Hafiye, Istanbul,
1330 (1914), p. 143 (Conversion of dates according to Faik Resit Unat
Hicri Taribleri Milddi Tarike Cevirme Kilavuzu, Ankara, 1940; Berkes,
“Historical Background,” p. 55. On the conflict of conservative and modern-
ist groups in the Near East, see H. A, R. Gibb, Les Tendences Modernes de
PlIslam (tr. by B. Vernier) Paris, 1949; “La Reaction Contre la Culture
Occidentale Dans le Proche-Orient,” Cakiers de POrient Contemporain,
XXIII, 1951, pp. I-I0O.

19 On the Tanzimat, see Engelhardt, La Turquie et le Tanzimat, 2 Vols.,
Paris, 1882; Luke, Old Turkey and New, pp. 47-50; Bailey, British Policy,
PP 38, 214, 228-229, For a Turkish analysis and appraisal of the Tanzimat,
see a series of articles in Tanzimat, Istanbul, 1940. For a rich bibliography,
see 2bid., pp. 979-990; see also Recai G. Okandan, Amme Hukukumuzda
Tanzimat ve Birinci Mesrutiyet Devirleri, Istanbul, 1946, pp. 57ff. For a
legal analysis of the edict, see Yavuz Abadan, “Tanzimat Fermaninm Tah-
1ili,)» Tanzimat, Istanbul, 1940, pp. 31f.
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political and cultural fields hitherto not affected directly.
During the Tanzimat era, 1839-1877, new modern schools
were created and the ancient medrese were gradually left in
neglect.” Foreign schools were established; Galatasaray in
Istanbul, which became a French Lycee, was founded in
1868. Western literary and theatrical adaptations were in-
troduced (they were almost entirely of French origin), and
scientific books and magazines were published.

The Tanzimat Edict was followed by the Islahat Fermam
(Reform Edict) which was accepted by the Porte as a con-
dition for participation in the Paris Conference of 1856.* It
reiterated the promises made to the Christian population in
the first edict of 1839,

It was with the above two Edicts that a new political con-
cept began to emerge in the Ottoman Empire; the idea of
conferring equal duties and privileges on all persons living
in the Ottoman Empire under a common citizenship, but
within the Muslim traditions of the Ottoman state. This was
an attempt to integrate the minorities and neutralize their
claims to national independence. This attempt, if carried out,
would have logically put an end to the millet system under
which the Ottoman Empire had existed since its inception.?
Ottomanism, that is the new theory of one citizenship for
all subjects of the Ottoman Empire, was finally accepted
under the Constitution of 1876, and remained valid in theory
until 1918. In practice, resurgent nationalism among the
minorities, soon adopted by the Turks themselves, rendered
the one citizenship theory meaningless.

At the beginning of the nineteenth century, political as-
sociations with nationalistic purposes were organized by the

20 On the educational reform, see Sadrettin Cell Antel, “Tanzimat Maa-
rifi,” Tanzimat, pp. 441-462. For the medrese, see M, §erafettin Yaltkaya,
“Tanzimattan Evvel ve Sonra Medreseler,” ibid., pp. 463-467.

21 For texts, see Bailey, British Policy, pp. 277-279, 287-291.

%2 Davison, “Turkish Attitudes,” pp. 844-853 passim, also Frederick Mill-
nigen, La Turquie sous le Regne &’Abdul Aziz, Paris, 1868,
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Christian minorities in the Ottoman Empire. They were fol-
lowed by organizations established by Muslims. The first
was the secret Fedayiler Cemiyeri (Volunteers Society), or-
ganized in Istanbul in 1859 by some Muslim intellectuals
chiefly as a reaction to the Sultan’s granting equality to the
Christians.*® It was followed by the Yeni Osmanlilar (Young
Ottomans) Society of 1865.2* This was the first major Otto-
man political organization which (activating in Paris and
London) aimed at achieving a constitutional monarchy. The
society also expressed the misgivings of some intellectuals
regarding the reforms so far introduced, which in their view
were of a syncretic and secular nature. The Young Ottomans
criticized the secular character of the reforms which caused
the Empire to be administered without due regard to re-
ligious laws, that is, in contradiction to the very foundations
on which it stood. Namik Kemal, the leader of the group,
found no justification to obey a Sultan who had established
his own autocracy based on secular methods after destroying
the Janissaries. His famous ode to freedom was actually a
demand for freedom from a Sultan who ruled an Empire by
violating the fundamental principles of Islam.*

It was the demand on the part of intellectuals for addi-
tional reforms in the political field, namely Constitutionalism,
the desire of the Sultan and his bureaucracy to enforce the
new policy of Ottomanism, and the pressure of foreign powers

28 Ulug Igdemir, Kuleli Vakkass Hakkinda Bir Arastirma, Ankara, 1937;
Tartk Z. Tunaya, Tirkiyede Siyasi Partiler, istanbul, 1952, pp. 89-90.
Dr. Tunaya’s original work on the history of political parties has provided
a valuable source of information.

24 See Thsan Sungu, “Tanzimat ve Yeni Osmanhilar,” Tanzimat, pp. 777-
85735 M. C. Kuntay, Namsk Kemal Devrinin Insanlars ve Olaylars drasinda,
Vol. 1, Istanbul, 1944; Tunaya, op.cit., pp. 91-96; Davison, ‘“Turkish
Attitudes,” pp. 851ff.

25 The important passage reads: “How Magic art thou, oh freedom, that
we have become thy slaves, though we have broken all other chains. . . .”
Halide Edip, Conflict of East and West, pp. 198. On excerpts from articles

by Namik Kemal written in the Hiirriyet, see Sungu, “Tanzimat,” pp. 8oo-
801, 807, 811; also Berkes, “Historical Background,” pp. 65-67.
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which finally led the new Sultan, Abdulhamid II (1876-
1909), to promulgate the first Ottoman Constitution on
December 23, 1876.%° This event marks the beginning of a
period in Ottoman history known as the First Mesrutiyes
(Constitutionalism), and which lasted until 1908. The Con-
stitution of 1876 granted, in writing, certain individual rights
to the citizens, and also established a Parliament composed
of a House of Deputies and a Senate. But it preserved intact
all the powers of the Sultan over the Legislature, which he
could convene and dissolve at any time, even as he could
the Executive, whose members he could appoint and dismiss
at will. The first House of Deputies was convened on March
19, 1877. A second House was convened the next year, and
after several months of bitter criticism of the government
it was prorogued until 1908.2” From 1878 to 1908, Abdul-
hamid established his own autocracy and ruled despotically.

As Abdulhamid gradually abolished all the freedoms and
suspended the Constitution itself after 1877, a number of
secret organizations, later known as the Young Turks Asso-
ciations, were established in the Ottoman Empire and then
abroad. Their chief purpose was to compel the Sultan to
reinforce the Constitution of 1876, It was in Paris that Ahmed
Riza Bey, following the model of an organization founded
in the Istanbul Military Medical School by Ibrahim Temo,
established the Osmanls Iitihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti (Otto-
man Union and Progress Association) in 1889.%® Other asso-
ciations were established in various countries.

26 For text see “The Ottoman Constitution Promulgated sth Zilhidje
1293” (1876), American Journal of Internatiomal Law, supplement 2
(official documents), New York, 1908, pp. 367-387.

27 A succinct record of the debates in the House of Deputies is avail-
able in Meclisi Mebusan r293-:1877 (ed. by Hakki Tarik Us), Istanbul,
1940.

28 Among the early organizations the most notable is Ali Suavi’s commit-
tee. See Ismail Hakk: Uzuncarsili, “Ali Suavi ve Ciragan Sarayr Vakas:,”
Belleten, April 1944, pp. 71ff. See also, Tunaya, Siyasi Partiler, pp. 104ff.
For the actual Young Turks organizations, see Ibrahim Temo, Ittihad ve
Terakki Cemiyetinin Tesekkiillic ve Hidemats Vataniye ve Inkilibr Milliye
Dair Hatiratim, Mecidiye, 19393 Ernest E. Ramsaur, Jr., T4e Young Turks:
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In order to centralize all the Young Turks Associations
formed in various countries and to establish a common line
of action, a convention was held secretly in Paris on February
4, 1902. However, the convention split, partly on person-
ality conflicts but mainly on the question of whether or not
the army and foreign assistance should be used in the con-
templated internal revolution.” The “interventionists,” de-
fending the second viewpoint and headed by Prince Sabahad-
din, founded the Tesebbiisii §ahsi ve Ademi Merkeziyes
Cemiyet; (Private Initiative and Decentralization Associa-
tion), while the first group of “non-interventionists,” headed
by Ahmed Riza Bey, changed the name of their association
to Osmanls Terakki ve Ittihat Cemiyeti (Ottoman Progress
and Union Association), and thereafter remained the leading
Young Turks Organization.

The real strength of Ahmed Riza Bey’s association came
after it merged with the “Ottoman Freedom Association,”®
established in Salonica in 1906, by a group of army officers
and government officials.** After this union, the Young Turks
Associations rapidly grew in strength by receiving combined
assistance from the Muslims, and also the Christian minority
groups who, in the hope of achieving national independence,
lent support to the Union and Progress. Meanwhile, Ahmed
Riza Bey reached a temporary agreement with Prince Saba-

A Prelude to the Revolution of rgo8, Princeton, 1957, pp. 14ff.; Joseph
Denais, La Turquie Nouvelle et ' Ancien Regime, Paris, 1909, pp. 43ff.

29 Tunaya, Siyasi Partiler, p. 106; Ramsaur, Young Turks, pp. 66-74.

30 See Ahmet Bedevi Kuran, Inkildp Tarikimiz ve Ittihat ve Terakki,
Istanbul, 1948, pp. 237-248; Tunaya, ibid., pp. 108-117, 142-148; Ram-
saur, Young Turks, pp. 9sff.

31 The “revolution” of 1908 was achieved primarily by the Association
established in Salonica, whose members held the most responsible positions
throughout the Young Turks’ era, while the older members and the leaders
of Young Turks Associations established abroad played only a secondary
role. The Salonica Association was formed by minor government clerks,
half educated people acting empirically rather than according to a well
determined theory or plan. For first hand information on the Young Turks’
background, see “Memoirs of Halil Menteseoglu,” Cumbinriyet, October
13-December 11, 1946, passim.
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haddin’s group. Thus, on the eve of 1908, all the Young
Turks Associations were united around one common purpose:
to end the despotic rule of Sultan Abdulhamid and reinforce
the Constitution. This was achieved, with the support of the
Balkan population,® with comparatively little bloodshed on
July 23, 1908, and the Sultan reinstated the Constitution, the
bi-cameral Parliament, and all the freedoms—amidst the
unprecedented enthusiasm and joy of the population.®® This
date marks the beginning of the second Megrutiyet.

The intelligentsia had finally succeeded in defeating the
Sultan, and the army had played the decisive role as the
chief agent of modernization, not only in the military and
technical field, but also in the political.** The intelligentsia
in power came from the lower middle classes.

Talat Pasha, the most famous of the Young Turks, was
a post office clerk of humble origin. The other architects of
the Revolution of 1908, from Salonica, were also of the
humble origin. Once in power, notwithstanding some identi-

32 For the cables sent to the Sultan by the Balkan population, see Siileyman
Kiilge, Firzowik Toplantiss ve Megrutiyet, lzmir, 1944, pp. 18ff.,, 6off.
For the general situation of the Ottoman Empire at the time of the Revolu-
tion, see British Documents on the Origins of the War 1898-1914, Vol. v
(ed. by G. P. Gooch and H. Temperley), London, 1928, pp. 247-308.

88 0On the joy of the people and their interpretation of freedom, see
Charles R. Buxton, Turkey in Revolution, London, 1909, p. 108; H. Cahit
Yalgin, Talat Paga, Istanbul, 1943, p. 16. See also Sir W. M. Ramsay,
The Revolution in Constantinople and Turkey, New York, London (n.d.)
pp. 574

34 On the role of the army as an agent of reforms see Majid Khadduri,
“The Role of the Military in Middle East Politics,” T'4e dmerican Political
Science Review, XLVIL, 1953, pp. 511-524. A revised form appears as, “The
Army Officer; His Role in Middle Eastern Politics,” Social Forces in the
Middle East (ed. by Sydney Nettleton Fisher), Ithaca, 1955, pp. 162-183.
Lt. Colonel Malleterre, “L’Armee Jeune Turque,” Revue des Sciences
Politiques, September 1911, pp. 734-755; A. de Bilinski, “The Turkish
Army,” Contemporary Review, September 1907, pp. 403-409; Felice de
Chaurand de St. Eustache, “L’Esercito nel Movimento Costituzionale della
Turchia,” Rivista d’Italia, October 1908, pp. 513-532. Also Necati Tacan,
“Tanzimat ve Ordu,” Tanzimat, pp. 129-137; Rustow, “Politics,” pp. 26,
31-335; Ramsaur, Young Turks, pp. 144~145. Cumburiyet, November 30,
1946 (Memoirs of Halil Menteseoglu).
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fication with the dynasty, they clashed with the Sultan’s own
ruling group, which they first consented to obey and then
ousted by installing their own rule and dominating the
Sultan.

The Union and Progress, which until 1908 was a political
association aiming primarily at forcing the Sultan to abide
by the Constitution of 1876, suddenly found itself called
upon to administer the country. Aware of its unpreparedness
for government, the Association decided at first that it would
not seek government power but would remain a vazani
(patriotic) organization. Nevertheless, it entered the elections
held in 1908, and its candidates were overwhelmingly elected
to the House of Deputies.*® The opposition A%rar (Liberal)
Party, established after July 1908 in order to check the dom-
ination of the Union and Progress, had just one member in
this House.

After the elections, a rather strange situation developed:
the Sultan’s executive powers were tightly controlled by the
Legislature, composed of Union and Progress members and
sympathizers, while the Association itself claimed that it was
not a political party but a cultural association. Yet, the secret
Central Committee of the Association controlled all political
activities.®

The Union and Progress became increasingly involved in
politics. It appointed one of its own members, Sait Pasha,
as Premier. Reacting to criticisms of its domination, its
secrecy, and personal abuses, the Association then proceeded
to annihilate the opposition parties formed primarily by dis-

85 The period from 1908 to 1918 was dominated by the Union and
Progress Party and may be referred to as the Union and Progress era.
However, the small group who created the “revolution” swelled to include
most of the Young Turks at one time or another and, therefore, this period
may properly be called the Young Turks’ era.

8 Tunaya, Siyasi Partiler, p. 241; Ramsay, Revolution, pp. 8ff.; Toynbee
and Kirkwood, Turkey, pp. 53-54. For constitutional amendments see

Gotthard Jischke, Die Entwicklung des osmanischen Verfassungsstaates von
den Anfingen bis zur Gegenwart, Berlin, 1917.
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sidents from its own ranks. Taking advantage of the religious
upheaval known as the 31 Mart Vakass#*" (March 31 Event),
on April 13, 1909, the Association abolished the A4rar (Lib-
eral Party), the Izsihads Muhammedi (Islamic Unity Party),
the Fedakdram Millet (National Volunteer Association), and
the Heyeti Miittefikai Osmaniye (Ottoman Alliance As-
sociation), on the pretext that they had incited the revolt.
The Sultan, Abdulhamid II, was replaced by Mehmed V
(1909-1918).

The opposition, nevertheless, continued to mushroom,
chiefly with dissidents from the Union and Progress. Finally,
the main opposition parties, such as Mutedil Hiirriyetper-
veran (Moderate Liberals), Islahatr Esasiyeyi Osmaniye
(Ottoman Radical Reform), 4%ali (Peoples) Party, and the
Greek, Armenian, Albanian, and Bulgarian minority groups
in the Legislature, merged to form the Hirriyet ve Izilif
(Liberal Union) on November 21, 1911.2® The Union and
Progress, thus threatened with loss of power, arbitrarily
amended the constitution and held new elections under heavy
pressure and acquired full control of the House of Deputies.*
However, mainly through the pressure of the Halaskir
Zabitan Grubu (Saviour Officers’ Group), a terroristic revolu-
tionary group formed by army officers, the Union and
Progress was ousted from power for a short time in 1912,
but came back to power through a coup d’etat in January 1913.
Shortly afterwards, the Union and Progress Association, in a
convention, finally decided to become a political party and, as

87 See Ramsay (Revolution, pp. 11ff.), whose description probably is
the most detailed first hand account of the revolt. Also, British Documents,
pp. 313-321; Naki Cevat Akkerman, Demokrasi we Tiirkiyede Siyasi
Partiler Hakkinda Kisa Notlar, Ankara, 1950, pp. 26-27; T. Z. Tunaya,
“31 Mart Vakas1,” Vatan, March 10, 1949; Yusuf Hikmet Bayur, Tdirk
Inkildbs Tariki, Vol. 1, Istanbul, 1940, PP. 295-301.

88 See Riza Nur, Hiirriyet ve Itilif Nassl Dogdu, Nassl Oldii, Istanbul,
1334 (1919); Tunaya, Szyzm Partiler, pp. 3151l

39 Recai G. Okandan, dmme Hukukumuzda Ikinci Mesrutiyet Devri,

istanbul, 1947, pp. 93ff. On elections, sce Mustafa Ragip, “Mesrutiyet
Devrinde Intihap Miicadeleleri,” 4 ksam, March 18, 1943.
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such, it retained control of the government until 1918, when
at the end of the World War which it had fought on the side
of Germany and lost, it decided to dissolve itself.** (Towards
the end of the war, in 1916-1918, it liberalized somewhat the
press.)

The Young Turks’ history (1889-1918) presented in out-
line in the preceding pages was accompanied and in great
part determined by ideological and cultural developments
which followed the two trends discernible in the Ottoman
Empire since the eighteenth century: modernist and conserva-
tive.

The modernist group headed by Ahmed Riza Bey, although
in appearance and theory bound to Islam, in practice had
adopted unorthodox views on religion, which fundamentally
differentiated them from their predecessors. Ahmed Riza Bey
was a disciple of Auguste Comte, The Megsveret, the news-
paper of the Young Turks abroad which he published, was a
disseminator of positivist teachings.** Ahmed Riza Bey was
a strong defender of Ottomanism to be implemented through
a centralized government in which the Turks—he did not
advocate it explicitly—were to have the dominant role. He,
like all the other Young Turks, viewed the dynasty as the
unifying factor in the Ottoman Empire. On the question of
religion he believed that Islam could and should be reformed
along the lines of Auguste Comte’s ideas.

In diametrical opposition to Ahmed Riza Bey there rose
Murad Mizanci, whose literary activities in the country, the
publication of the Mizan (Scale) in Egypt, coupled with his

40 Tunaya, Siyasi Partiler, pp. 197fl. On the circumstances which pre-
pared the entry of the Ottoman Empire into war and on developments
during the war years, see British Documents, Vol. v, London 1928. Luke,
Oid Turkey and New, pp. 148ff. Geoflrey Lewis, Turkey, London, 19535,
pp- 45ff.; also Ahmet Emin (Yalman), Turkey in the World War, New
Haven, 1930, pp. 41-78.

41 On Ahmed Riza’s philosophy, see Baron Carra de Vaux, Les Penseurs

de PIslam, Vol. v, Paris, 1921-1926, pp. 159-179. Ramsaur, Young Turks,
PP- 24, 29-30; John MacDonald, Turkey and the Eastern Question, London,

1913, pp. 55if.
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Islamic views had secured him a large following. Mizanct
favored the establishment of an Islamic Empire under a
Caliph and hoped to see the Sultan head this Islamic world.*®
He came eventually to Europe and established a Young Turks
association in Geneva, and for a time seemed to threaten the
primacy of Ahmed Riza Bey, whose positivist views and
proud personality had caused resentment among the Young
Turks. But Murad succumbed to the promises of Celaleddin
Pasha, the Sultan’s envoy and, giving up his opposition re-
turned to Istanbul. The political and ideological leadership
of the Young Turks thus was left to Ahmed Riza Bey who,
having rejected the Sultan’s offers decided, to continue the
fight for constitutionality. Ahmed Riza Bey’s ideas were
challenged by Prince Sabahaddin, who envisaged a total
transformation of the Ottoman Empire by decentralizing the
administration and promoting individual initiative, and by
inducing the intelligentsia to engage in productive occupa-
tions rather than seek government jobs. But Prince Sabahad-
din’s ideas were in a way too premature to be applied to a
society in which the fundamental question of its political
regime had not been decided and the actual force of socio-
economic factors had yet not been understood.*

After the establishment of freedom in 1908 the ideological
discussions took a more definite form and gradually centered
around personalities and publications and were quite system-
atically expressed. These currents had as their common
practical purpose to find a remedy to the Empire’s backward-

42 For Mizanc’s ideas, see Mourad Bey, Lz Force et la Faiblesse de la
Turquie: Les Coupables et les Innocents, Geneva, 1897; Ramsaur, Young
Turks, pp. 38, 41-43; Temo, Ittikad, pp. 1828.; Kuran, Inkilip, p. 70, also
Inkilsp Tarikimiz won Jén Tiirkler, Istanbul, 19435, pp. 57f.

43 On Prince Sabahaddin, see Paul Fesch, Constantinople aux Derniers
Jours &PAbdul-Hamid, Paris, 1907, pp. 380ff.; O. Remzi Kazancigil, Le
Prince M. Sabaheddine: ses ldees, sa Carriere, Paris, 1948; T. Z. Tunaya,
“Jon Tirk ve Sosyal Inkildp Lideri Prens Sabahaddin,” Sosyal Hukuk ve

Iktisat Mecmuast, November 1948, pp. 120ffl.; Ramsaur, Young Turks,
Pp. 81-99.
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ness and thereby save it from disintegration and place it in
a respectable position among the nations of the world.

The conservative Islamists preserved a certain measure
of unity, while the modernists separated into two main
branches: Westernists, Garpgrlar, and Nationalists, Tiirk-
citler **

The Islamists (Pan-Islamists) were led by Prince Sait
Halim, M. Semseddin, Musa K4zim and Haa Fehim.* They
believed that the Ottoman Empire’s regression was caused by

%4 The best description of these currents was given by Ziya Gokalp in
the introduction to his classic book on the subject. “There exist in our
country,” says Gokalp, “three cultural currents. One can see from studying
history that our intellectuals first felt the need for modernization. This
started during Selim III. After Megrutiyet, modernization has been accepted
by intellectuals as a basic principle and it does not have a publication. Each
magazine and each newspaper promotes in varying degree this idea [mod-
ernization]. Islamization is promoted by the Szrats Miistakim, Sebiliirresad,
and turkification [nationalism] by the Tirk Yurdu. See Ziya Gokalp, Tiirk-
legmek, Islémlagmak, Muasirlagmak, 1stanbul, 1918, Gokalp purposely omit-
ted the I¢tihat, the all too well-known publication of the Westernists with
whom he was on bad terms. I¢tikat was started in Egypt in 1880 and con-
tinued to be published in the Republic until the ’thirties. On these currents of
thought, see T. Z. Tunaya, 4Amme Hukuk Bak dan Tkinci Megruti-
yetin Fikir Cereyanlars, Istanbul, 1948, mimeographed; Peyami Safa, Tiirk
Inkildbina Baksglar, Istanbul, 1938; Yusuf Akcora, Ug Tarzs Siyaset,
Istanbul, 1938. Akcora discusses Ottomanism, Pan-Islamism, and Pan-Turan-
ism as ways of saving the Empire. His paper was originally published in
Cairo in 1903. See also Uriel Heyd, Foundations of Turkisk Nationalism,
London, 1950, pp. 149ff.; Charles Warren Hostler, Turkism and the
Sowiets, New York, 1957, pp. 85-153; P. Risal, “Les Turcs a la Recherche
d’une Ame Nationale,” Mercure de France, August 14, 1912, also “Les
Courants Politiques dans la Turquie Contemporaine,” Revue du Monde
Musulman, September 19125 Tekin Alp, Turkismus und Panturkismus,
Weimar, 1915 (translated by the English Admiralty as The Turkish and
Pan-Turkish 1dea, London, 1917).

45 0On Islamists see Dwight E. Lee, “The Origins of Pan Islamism,”
American Historical Review, January 1942, pp. 278ff.; G. Wyman Burr,
Pan-Islam, London, 1919; P, Risal, “Le Panislamisme et le Panturquisme,”
Revue du Monde Musulman, March 1913; Kerim K. Key, “Jamal Ad-Din
al Afghani and the Muslim Reform Movement,” T#ke Islamic Literature,
October 1951, pp. 5-10. Jamaleddin Afghani received a cold reception in
the Ottoman Empire from the orthodox Muslim clergy; Halide Edip,
Conflict of East and West, pp. 53-54. On Islamists, see also Safa, Tirk,
Pp. 57-60; Tunaya, Siyasi Partiler, pp. 261fl.; Hostler, Turkism, pp. 93-
96; Celal Nuri, Ittikads Islam, Istanbul, 1918; C. H. Beker, “Panislamis-
mus,” Islamstudien II, Leipzig, 1924-1932, pp. 2314.
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deviation from its original Islamic foundations. This devia-
tion consisted in the acceptance of Western ideas and institu-
tions alien to the spirit of the Empire. They believed that
Islam was adaptable to science and progress, and possessed
creativeness as demonstrated by the various civilizations it
had engendered. The Islamists believed also that Islam com-
prised codes capable of regulating every level of social de-
velopment, and they favored borrowing only the West’s
technology and utterly opposed Western cultural, religious,
and social ideas, which they believed inferior to those of
Islam. They claimed that a return to the doctrine of original
Islam was the sole means of revitalizing the Empire. In sup-
port of their thesis the Islamists pointed to the fact that the
Ottoman Empire reached its zenith in the days of its ortho-
dox adherence to Islam. They advocated abolition of all
cultural reforms so far introduced, including the modern
schools, and strict enforcement of the geriaz, religious law.
As firm believers in the universality of Islam, they opposed
nationalism.

The Islamists eventually conglomerated in the Islamic
Unity Party (I:tihads Muhammedi) in 1909,* and were
able to foment the rebellion of April 13, 1909. The party
was abolished after the Young Turks won control of the
government.

The Westernists were headed by Abdullah Cevdet, Celal
Nuri, Siileyman Nazif, Kiliczide Hakki, and Ahmed Muhtar,
all of whom were united on the general question of modern-
ization, but who differed on Islam and on the extent to
which the West should be used as a model.*” The more ex-
treme Westernists believed that in order to attain the West’s
level of development and gain its recognition and respect it

46 Tunaya, Siyasi Partiler, pp. 261-270.

47 Tarik Z. Tunaya, 4mme, Hukukumusz, Bakimindan Tkinci Megrutiyetin
Siyasi Tefekkiiriinde “Garpgilth” Cereyams, Istanbul, 1949, also Siyasi
Partiler, pp. 167-171; Safa, Tiirk, pp. 15-65; Ictikat, 1913, Nos. 52, 62-69,

75, 78, 89 (some cited by Tunaya). A collection of this valuable publication
can be found in the Hoover Library in Stanford.
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was necessary to adopt Western models in all fields. They ac-
cepted the syncretic nature of past reforms as inevitable in
any modernization movement and believed that syncretism
resulted chiefly from the fact that modernization efforts had
not been thoroughly carried out. To Westernists moderniza-
tion was an inescapable necessity regardless of whether the
Turks stayed in Europe or retired to Asia. However, they
defended a selective adaptation of Western culture by re-
specting national values and trying to blend East and West
harmoniously. The government implicitly acquired a major
responsibility both in carrying out reforms and defending
them against the old order. The Westernists, although anti-
clerical to varying extents, believed in Islam as a faith and
in its universal values. They accepted Ottomanism as a fun-
damental political principle for knitting together a multi-
national state, and as a logical complement of Islam, on
which the Empire was built and from which it drew its
strength. Consequently, they opposed the nationalists who
dreamt of remodeling the Empire on the basis of the Turkish
national character, and this led to long controversy over the
future ideology of the Empire.*®

The chief method of modernization advocated by West-
ernists was enlightenment through education, since ignorance
was considered the source of all the evils which had befallen
the Ottoman Empire. This education was to be directed
towards establishing the causal relations of events and phe-
nomena instead of accepting the supernatural and fatalism as
an explanation. They proposed Irfan (enlightenment) as
substitute to the nationalist ideal of Turan (Pan-Turanism).
As practical measures, the Westernists advocated 2 monoga-
mous family, emancipation of women, civil courts replacing

48 The outstanding controversy in this respect took place between Siileyman
Nazif and Ahmed Agayef (Agaoglu) and concerned the relative priority of
the “Muslim” over “Tiirk,” f¢tikat, 1912, No. 56 and 1915, Nos. 71-76;

Tirk Yurdu, 1913, pp. 600-837 passim (some cited in Safa, Tiirk, pp. 18-
43 and Tunaya, Amme, pp. 26-28).
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religious ones by adapting the European Civil Code, a Latin
alphabet, and closure of sects and monasteries to prevent the
perpetuation of fatalism; in the economic field they advocated
a national economy, industrialization, and better road com-
munications.*

The third and most important ideology developed in the
Young Turks’ era was nationalism. It originated in literature
and history, and had at the beginning a purely cultural char-
acter.® Gradually, under the impact of the struggle of the
minorities in the Ottoman Empire for national independ-
ence, and as a Turkish counterpart to it, nationalism acquired
political features. The literary and historical studies by for-
eigners and Turks provided the necessary arguments for
advancing its claims.®

The evolution of nationalism in the Young Turks’ period
might be divided into several phases. During the years in
opposition,