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Turkish historiography, studies and works which evaluate the period of National Struggle is usually
tend to be shaped by the Speech by Mustafa Kemal Ataturk. As it is clear from the information given up
to this point, following the military coup of 1913, the Committee of Union and Progress had formed a
serious political and social domination (or reign) over the society and started to take some precautions in
order to prevent the dissolution of the state. As a whole, the power and the prevalence of the Committee
of Union and Progress are based on this foundation of organization.

We should also look at another issue which is the characteristic of the relationship between Mustafa
Kemal Pasha and the Committee of Union and Progress. At this point, we should go back a little and
try to unserstand the role and place of Mustafa Kemal Pasha within all these developments since the
aforementioned balance of power, he had became the key factor. Yet, it is also clear that those who
sympathize with the Committee and realized the importance of being a ‘citizen’ via this organization
have gathered around Mustafa Kemal Pasha did this not just out of desperation but rather a necessary
expression of their patriotism and public spirit.
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MexmeT Aepsui KabiHuKkas

Xaxertene yHusepcuteTi, Typkusi, AHkapa K.,
e-mail: mdervis@hacettepe.edu.tr

MycTtacpa Kemaa AtaTypk neH YHMOHUCT apacbiHAaFbl 6aliAaHbICTap
(1918-1921 »0OK. apMUSADBIK, Ke3eHAE)

YATTbIK, KYpec Ke3eHiH OaraAaiTbiH TYpik TapyxHamachl, 3epTTeyAep MeH 0acka Aa >KyMbICTap,
aaeTTe Myctada Keman Artatypkrtii Cesi HerisiHae Kypanaabl. Ocbl KeseHre aeiiH OepiArex
MaAiIMeTTep 6orbiHIa, 1913 XKbIAFbl 8ckepn TeHkepicTeH KeniH Opak xxaHe Aamy KomuTeTi Kkoramaa
KaTaH, CasCh >KOHEe SAEYMETTIK YCTEMAIK OpPHATbIM, MEMAEKETTI KYAAbIpayAaH cakTay MakKcaTblHAQ
GipkaTap wapaAap acan 6actaabl. Opak, >koHe Aamy KomuTeTiHiH 6GMAIri MeH GacbIMABIAbIFbI OCbl
(PyHAAMEHTaAAbI YNbIMFA HEri3AEAEAI.

CoHbIMeH KaTtap, MycTada Keman Matwa men Oaak, xeHe Aamy KommnteTi apacbiHAaFbl ©3apa KapbiM-
KATbIHACTbIH, ©3IHAIK epeKiueAiri 60AbIN TabblAaTbiH MOCEAEHI TaAAdy Ad MaHbI3AbI OOAbIM TaObIAAADI.
JKofapblAa aTaAFaH TeH KYLITEPAEri OKMFaAapAaH Gacrtan, MyHAafbl Herisri pakTop GOAFaHABIKTaH,
MycTtada Keman-naiia TyAFacbiHbIH, POAI MEH MaHbI3blH YFbIHYbIMbI3 Kepek. KomuTeTke oH Ke3Kkapac
GiAAIpIN, OCbl YbIM apKbIAbI «a3amMaTTbiH» MaHbI3bIH TyCiHreHAep Myctada Kemaa-natuaHbiH MaHbiHa
TOMTACTbI KOHE MYHbI TYHIATEHAIKTEH eMeC, MaTPUOTU3M MEH KOFaMAbIK, OMAbI DIAAIPY KaXKeTTiAiriHeH
6yA apekeTke GapAbl.

Tyiin ce3aep: Typik TaprxHamachl, YATTbIK, kypec, Opak KomuTeTi, azamaTt, naTproTm3Mm.
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B3zaumooriuienus mexay Mycracpa Kemarom ATaTiopkom u YHMOHUCTaMM
(8o Bpemsi apmuuckoro nepuoaa 1918-1921 rr.)

Typeukas nctopuorpaums, UCCAEAOBaHMS U PabOTbl, KOTOPbIE OLIEHWMBAIOT MEPUOA HALMOHAABHOM
60pbObl, 0ObIMHO UMEIOT TEHAEHLMIO (hopMMpoBaTbCst Peubto Myctadbl Kemaas Aratiopka. Kak BUAHO
M3 MHOPMaUMM, MPEAOCTABAEHHOM AO 3TOFO MOMEHTQ, MOCAe BOeHHoro nepesopota 1913 roaa
Komutet Coto3a m Nporpecca cchopMrpoBan cepbe3Hoe NMOAMTUUYECKOE M COLMAABHOE FOCMOACTBO (MAM
LIAPCTBOBAHME) HaA OOLLECTBOM M HAYaA MPUHMMATb HEKOTOPbIE MEepbl MPEAOCTOPOXKHOCTU AASI TOTO,
4yTOGbl MPEAOTBPATUTL POCMYCK rocyAapcTBa. B ueaom, Baactb u npeobaapavne Komwurera Coioza u
[porpecca OCHOBbIBAOTCSA Ha 3TOM (PYHAAMEHTAAbHOM OpraHM3aumn. Takxke BakKeH AAS PacCMOTPEHMs
BOMPOC, KOTOPbIN SBASETCS XapakTEPHOM YepTOM B3aMMOOTHOLLEHNIA Mexkay MycTadon Kemanem [Mawein
n Komuretom Cotoza u NMporpecca. C TOro MOMEHTa BO BCEX 3TWX COObITUSIX BbILLEYNOMSIHYTOr0 GaraHca
CUA Mbl AOAXHDBI MOHSITb POAb M 3HAYMMOCTb MycTadbl KeMaAb-natm, Tak Kak OH SIBASIACS KAKOUEBbIM
chakTopom. Te, KOTopble HAArO>KEAATEABHO OTHOCUAUCH K KOMUTETY M MOHUMAAM BaXKHOCTb «rPaXKAQHMHA»
yepes 3Ty opraHM3aumio, cobpaanch BoKpyr Mycrtadbi Kemaab-naiim, 1 CAEAAAM OHM 3TO He MPOCTO U3
OTuUasHUS, 2 CKOPEe BCEro, U3 He0BXOAMMOCTH BbIpaskeHue UX NaTproTU3Ma M OOLLECTBEHHOMO HACTPOSI.

KatoueBble caoBa: TypeLkas uctopuorpadmsi, HaumonaabHas 6opb6a, KommteT Coto3a, rpakAaHuH,

MaTpnoTU3M.

Introduction

In contemporary Turkish historiography, studies
and works which evaluate the period of National
Struggle is usually tend to be shaped by the Speech
by Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk in which he narrates the
events from the perspective of someone who actually
took part in them. This immensely important work,
which was written by the founder of a new nation
in a particular time period when the archives and
personal memoirs were not available and those who
played some crucial roles have adopted different
political roles, could be taken as an example of
‘eclectic’ writing since it also set out the basic
ideological principles of the new nation. As a result
of this special characteristic, the historians have
used the Speech to explain the early years of the
Republic.

As a result of this selective method of writing,
the Speech does not give enough space to certain
developments and events that took place before
May 19, 1919. Without a doubt, the Speech is not a
history book and therefore a through coverage of the
period of National Struggle should not be expected.

For instance, one of such question is the
‘Problem of Unionism’, that is the relations with the
Committee of Union and Progress during the initial
stages of National Struggle (process of congresses)
and later stages.

The Committee of Union and Progress' is the
most important political organization in terms of
both for the process of modernization and political
socialization of Turkish nation.

Without a doubt, this conclusion is open to debate
in many ways. For instance, some serious objections
could be made against assumptions such as CHP
(People’s Republican Party) being the political
organization which founded Turkish Republic or
describing DP (Democrat Party) being the political
party which helped masses to become aware of their
own strength. Yet, when their-political parties and
even all those civil and semi-civil organizations-
working methods and activities are taken into
consideration, this particular claim could easily be
turned into a fact supported by reliable evidence.
The ‘style’ of our political tradition still has the
traces of ‘unionist’ approach. But, the historical
importance of the Committee of Union and Progress
is more than this particular characteristic. In order
to understand the problem of relations between the
army and politics, ruling party and the opposition
and taking a stance against Western politics, it
would be helpful to add ‘unionist’ tradition to
the list of indirect factors which affected the ‘20™
century Middle East politics. This paper attempts
to understand and explain the notion of ‘unionism’
within the framework of related events and to show
how it relates to Turkey today.

One of the points we should remember is that
almost all the important names of the Association
of The Defence The National Rights of Anatolia
and Rumeli and People’s Republican Party which
was built on its foundation were coming from the
Committee of Union and Progress?.

Among the elite of Republican period, there are
very few names who represent Entente and Liberal
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Party or other political tendencies during the era of
constitutional monarchy. In addition, for instance,
until the last quarter of the 20" century there were not
any legal political parties which could be described
as ‘centralist and elite’ and placed themselves as the
anti-thesis of Unionist approach by sounding their
support for ‘Autonomous Government and Private
Enterprise’ as a part of ‘on the spot governing’.

Another point s the fact that, contrary to common
argument, the ‘elitist-centralist’ tendency in modern
Turkishpolitical tradition had started to grow stronger
during the period of Sultan Mahmut the Second and
that the traditional Ottoman administration-before
the Administrative Period- did not have an extreme
kind of centralist structure®. In a strange twist of
life, the ‘intellectuals of modernization’ who had
put an end to Ottoman dynasty have also adopted
centralized government which put into motion with
Sultan Mahmut the Second. It could be said that the
elite of the Republic, without a doubt, have taken
over this particular characteristic of the Ottoman
legacy. Therefore, an analysis of the role and
influence of the Committee of Union and Progress,
even though its physical existence was erased from
nation’s political life with 1926 trials, is still looks
like a promising subject.

One of the main objectives of this study is
to examine and determine how successful the
Committee of Union and Progress, which repealed
itself and was preparing for some new and major
structural renovations, and its followers following the
Armistice of Mudros. This period has been analysed
by the historians from different perspectives. One of
the main assumptions of this study is that a ‘leader
cadre’ had undertaken the prospect of creating a
‘new Turkish nation’. It would not be far-fetched
to claim that this approach, put forward by Feroz
Ahmad and E.J. Ziircher*, did not receive enough
attention from Turkish historians.

It is a common practice among historians to say
that studying history is just not piling up praises and/
or criticisms but it is difficult to say that they practice
what they preach. For someone whose profession
is history, past is past and each coming generation
live in a world of values generated by the previous
generation and try to create ‘something new’ based
on those values. When this fact is overlooked, there
would be serious break-up in this world of values
and ‘opportunism’ would be the dominant value.

This ‘opportunism’ would be, when it is
evaluated within the frame of political culture,
more distinctive. For instance, the end of ‘single
party system’ in Turkey in May 14, 1950 would
be a striking election. In Turkish history writing,
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researchers and writers of Turkish Revolution or
the History of Turkish Republic tend to look at the
period of 1950 and 1960 as non-existent or evaluate
the revolution of May 27 in a favorable way. This
kind approach just cannot be explained with their
academic preoccupations since this representation
of a ‘new era’ as a ‘victory won against the evil’
is something of a tradition since 1909 created by
the political authorities. This kind of approach
is understandable from the point of a ‘search for
legitimacy’ but a permanent state of dispute with
the past may cause a serious abrasion of the value
system.

The
Armistice

Political Atmosphere During the

In October 1918, when the outcome of the war
was seemed inevitable, it was natural for the military
and political staff who was running the war to take
some necessary precautions for the period that
would come after the war. Accordingly, the first step
was to form a ‘transitional government’. According
to Ahmetl Resit (Rey), when Talat Pasha presented
his resignation to the Sultan, he had presented a list
for the next cabinet as well. When the Sultan tried to
sound his objection, he was eventually convinced as
aresult of a one-to-one discussion and he afterwards
announced his decision which would bring Ahmet
Izzet Pasha to the Grand Vizier’. The Sultan had
no choice but accept that imposition since he was
believing that the capital Istanbul was still under
ther control of the Committee and his uneasiness
continued throughout his reign®.

It might be said that after the formation of new
government, Talat Pasha and other leaders have
begun to prepare the Committee for the new period.
Now, in Ottoman political life, it was the time for
new players to come up to the stage.

The fate of the Committee, whose reign and
existence was formally’ maintained with temporary
by laws during the war, was closely connected with
the outcome of the war. Before the end of the world,
the domestic politics were heating up too. The
General Congress scheduled for September 1918
was postponed due to the absence of Talat Pasha
who was abroad and could not realized on time.
Members of the Committee, with the realization
that the war was lost, were aware of the fact that
they have had reached a crossroad. Some of them
were in favor of getting united against common
enemy and others wished to follow a new path for
salvation. Those two different paths have finally
agreed to unite and it was decided that there will be
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an emergency congress on November 1, 1918, just
before noon. A total of 120 delegates that consisted
of landed proprietors, MPs and well-known ex-
Committee members have started to work®. Talat
Pasha opened the proceedings for this last-ever
meeting of the Committee with a talk and did not
attend other sessions. The Committee has resolved
itself and its legal existence became void.

At the end of this congress, there were now
two political parties: The Renewation Party under
the leadership of Semseddin (Giinaltay) Bey and
Liberalist Ottoman Republic Party under the
leadership of Ali Fethi (Okyar) Bey. Yet, those two
parties did not last long®. On the same day, the key
names in the Union and Progress government, Talat,
Enver and Cemal Pashas, have fled the country.

The majority in the Assembly was in the favor
of the Committee but this majority has never
shaped itself into a disciplined political party and
also divided into two separate political parties. The
Ahmet Izzet Pasa cabinet which was formed in mid-
October has been pushed away due to their neglect
in fleeing of Enver, Talat and Cemal pashas who
have been accused of drawing the nation into war.
This development has also set forth the political
intentions of the last ever Sultan of the Ottoman
Empire, Mehmet Vahideddin the Fourth.

The Sultan was considering empire’s entrance
to the war as a ‘crime’ and putting the blame on the
Committee of Union and Progress who had grabbed
the control by staging a coup d’etat. He wanted to
punish those responsible and impress the intente
states, especially Britain, who were discussing the
terms of an armistice.

Thus, he took necessary steps towards this
aim firstly by removing Ahmet Izzat Pasha
government and bringing his in-law Tevfik Pasha'®
and increasing his influence in the Assembly. This
was not just a coincidence since the legendary
figure of the committee, from the days when it
was still an underground organization, Ahmet Riza
Bey was also appointed to the presidency of the
National Assembly in October. Since Ahmet Bey’s
relationship with the Committee was rather shaky
after the proclamation of Second Constitutional
Era this move was significant for showing the real
intention of the Sultan and his determination to
obtain power in his hands completely.

The Sultan put his plan into motion by sending
a message to Grand Vizier Ahmed Izzet Pasa via
Abdurrahman Seref Bey, the Minister of Estates
in Mortmain stating that the Committee oriented
ministers in the cabinet should resign. Those minister

whom the Sultan did not want were Hayri effendi,
Cavit and Fethi beys. But Hayri effendi had entered
the cabinet upon insistence despite his illness. Cavit
Bey was in the cabinet for both insistence and upon
the wish of Sultan himself thus their resignation was
just a matter of a signal from the top. izzet Pasha
told about the situation to Abdurrahman Seref Bey
and informed him that he would ‘assign’ others
in their places in a few days. He also stated that
it was suitable for Fethi Bey to stay since he was
the president of Liberalist Ottoman People Party.
On November 6, Abdurrahman Seref Efendi was
called to the Palace (Mabeyn) and upon his return
he announced that the Palace «has been subjected
to some vicious attacks by the journalists and it was
also received a huge number of signed and unsigned
letters of complaint and accusations about some
members of the Committee». He was asked to come
up with a solution to this problem until the following
day. He also stated that he found the Sultan as
threatening and imperious. Nevertheless, he was
sharing the idea that Hayri Efendi, Cavit and Fethi
Beys should be changed!!. The Sultan had found the
opposition of Grand Vizier on this matter sound at
the beginning. But, two days later, it was found that
the Sultan was not thinking like that at all.

On November 8, after seeing the Sultan, Riza
Bey paid a visit to the Grand Vizier Ahmet Izzet
Pasha and passed the Sultan’s views to him. Ahmet
[zzet Pasha stated that ‘two honorable members
have already been changed but it was impossible to
change Fethi bey and this matter was agreed upony.
Upon hearing this, Ahmet Riza Bey explained in
a tough manner that Fethi bey could not last even
for a minute and there were others who should be
excluded as well. The Grand Vizier got really angry
and told Ali Riza Bey that «he understood his aim
very well and although he was a well known man
for his services to the nation this kind of attitude
would erase his all good past deeds and one day he
would be accounted for this particular action.» His
addressee changed his manner at once and stated
that «he was nothing but an intermediate, he was not
a bad person, he was trying to smooth things over
and firmly believing that in case of his resignation
the Sultan would appoint him again to form the new
governmenty» and left afterwards'?.

On the same day, late at night, Ahmet Riza
Bey-probably after discussing the matter with the
Palace- visited the Grand Vizier and passed him the
news that the Sultan was insistent on discharging
Viikela Heyeti. After seeing Ahmet Riza Bey at
the Assembly and later discussing the situation
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with Rauf and Fethi Beys, izzet Pasha reached the
conclusion that Riza Bey was the responsible party
who pushed the Sultan to act on this issue. Ali Riza
Bey, although has been informed that under basic
Ottoman law he had no authority to change the
ministers, continued to act otherwise!*.

Two days later, the Sultan, via Ahmet Riza Bey,
had announced that Fethi Bey and even some others
had to go since he did not want to be the last Sultan
of the Ottoman dynasty and therefore did not wish to
see anyone from the Committee in the cabinet.

Upon this directive, the cabinet has gathered and
decided to resign. In their letter of resignation, they
pointed out the fact that to limit the responsibilities
of a Grand Vizier was not compatible with the basic
Ottoman laws'*. The Sultan’s reply was very fierce'.

One the important point is that well known
disagreement between the HIF and ITC/F. As it is
known, as a result of the coup by the Committee of
Union and Progress in 1913, all the activities of the
opposition party were banned and all the important
names of the party were sent to exile and a single
party administration was established'®.

Entente and Liberal Party was formed again in
Istanbul at the end of 1918 under the wish of Sultan
Vahideddin and the efforts of Damad /the Groom)
Ferid Pasha. Sultan Abdulhamid’s chief chamberlain
Nuri Pasha was appointed as its chairperson. Ali
Kemal Bey became its Secretary. Sultan has been
informed that the Party had become active. Even
though it was not in official protocol rules, the
Sultan has admitted the members of the General
Assembly, the Secretary and the chairperson of the
Party. Sultan was trying to build up a retaining wall
for the things he was planning to do in the future.
He had put his trust in this party since his days as
a prince and always felt sympathetic towards it. He
liked the way its members behaved and acted. He
embraced this political entity with both hands. The
spiritual leaders and other members of the party
closely felt his support; it was a mutual relation'”.
Yet, the Freedom and Accord Party was in a state
of non-entity. It began to fill up its organization and
branches after the signing of armistice.

When we put all these things together, it is easily
seen that the Palace was looking for an opportunity
and was not that keen on the institutions and rules
of the constitutional monarchy and looking for the
absolute power'®.

We should also look at the other side of the coin.

The structure of the Committee of Union and
Progress could give us some important clues as
regards to how authority has been used.
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Union and Progress: Is it a Society or a Party?

After the proclamation of the Second
Constitutional Monarchy, the Committee of Union
and Progress has faced a very serious dilemma.: was
it to continue its activities as a society or to turning
into a political party by changing completely? The
roots of this indecisiveness went quite deep.

To start with, the society had a past as a savior.
Its clubs have been spread all over the country and
have merged with the masses. It was a base-like
structure, it was consistent and dynamic.

The Party was consisted of people elected under
the pressure from societies propaganda. MPs, at
the end, were the members of the Society and the
Party was perceived as an organ of the Society. Yet,
this group of parliament was temporary and subject
to change. There were constant break-ups among
its ranks and transfers between the parties were
affecting the situation in the Parliament constantly.

In a way, the Society was ‘senior’ or ‘the chief’
and the Party was ‘junior’ or ‘underling’. This
situation had created an interesting contradiction.
Problems were to be solved within the Society
which was outside the Parliament and this was clear
from the congresses of the Committee of Union and
Progress. Those were not the Party’s but Society’s
organizations.

This situation is clearly evident in the congress
of 1909.

In this congress, it was announced that the
Society and the Party were separate entities.

- They both were going to have separate internal
code of practices or directories.

- The Party was accepted as the group of Society
in the parliament.

- It was going to have a separate local clubhouse

- Its work schedule was prepared with an internal
code of practices which had 17 articles.

- It had a board of ten members and a political
programme.

The society was different than the Party:

- It had its own regulations and a code of
practices

- The club is the main unit of the Society which
would function in the areas of social, cultural and
cooperation

- It was no longer mandotory to be registered in
order to visit or work in those clubs.

- The clubs were to be set up in districts and
towns. They were under the authority and control of
the Local Committee Center and those, in turn, were
connected to General Center Committee
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY

UNION AND

ASSOCIATION

THE COMMITTEE OF UNION
AND PROGRESS

PROGRESS

(REIS-1 UMUMI)

VEKIL-l UMUMI
(MECLISTEKi GRUP LiDERI)

PRESIDENT

PARTY PARLIAMENTARY
GROUP VICE CHAIRMAN

(KATiB-i UMUMI)
SECRETARY GENERAL

HEAD OFFICE

GENERAL
SECRETARIATE OFFICE

- The utmost administrative unit was General
Center Committee.

-The most important executive organ of the
Society was the General Commitee and it elects the
General Center Committee.

- The connection between the Society and the
Party would be provided by this board elected by the
General Committee.

Comparatively, the structure of the organization
after the congress in 1913 is a more integrated unit.
It was schematically composed as follows:

The ordinary members of the General Asssem-
bly are as follows:

Those who come from the Society: Chair Per-
son, Secretary General, Members of the Headquarter

Those who come from the Party: General Del-
egate, Members of the Central Committee

The second level of the organization from the
top is the Centres of Local Delegations. Those
delegations:

- were to set up by an Authorised Secretary in
every district. They were elected by the district con-
gresses.

- The connection between the headquarter and
the centres of delegations has been provided by dep-
uties

- There was an appendage organization for
every district. There was a «representative» for ev-
ery town. In every big town there were intelligenc-
ers for each and every neighbourhood.

- There was a first intelligencer who coordinated
all other intelligencers.

When the fact that the Committee of Union and
Progress, especially after 1913, had been organized
itself according to that specific model mentioned
above, we could have a realistic idea of its extent of
prevalence.

The Society, in order to become the real
authority, had also tried to influence and control
the masses. In order to achieve this aim, a model
which would cover all parts of the society had
been developed. The Law of Communities had
been developed for controlling those activities. The
subsidiary organs which have been set up towards
this aim are as follows:

A. Those with Cultural Qualities

1. Turkish Associations

2. Communities of Information for the Villages

3. Association of Ottoman Education

4. Asociation of National Education

5. Association of Towards The People

B. Associations for Artisans and Craftsman

1. Association of Hamals (carriers)

2. Association of Artisans

3. Association of Tinsmiths

4. Association of Ottoman Printers

5. Association for the Defence of Women’s
Rights

6. Islamic Association to The Employment of
Women
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Likewise, the administration of some already
existing association have been taken in order to
increase their influence and efficiency within the
society. Those associations under the control of the
Committee of Union and Progress were

The Red Crescent Association

The Association of the Navy

The Muslim Association of Baku

In order to fully understand the Committee of
Union and Progress’ social effectiveness, one more
point should be remembered as well. When the
condition in which the country was in during that
particular period, it could be said that there were
distinctive organizations that all shared different
responsibilities.

Special Organization

The Association of National Defence

The Association of Turkish Power

The Association of Ottoman Power,

The League of Youth

We have to give a little bit more attention to
some of those structures as related to our main topic
of interest. The Committee of Union and Progress
was representing the survival instinct of a society
which was disintegrating rapidly. Therefore, there
have been some attempts via various paramilitary
groups which have been created after the coup of
1913. Among the organizations and institutions
listed above the Special Organization is, without a
doubt, the most important one.

The Special Organization'

The idea behind its formation belongs to Enver
Pasha. At this point, it would be useful to remind
the reader that this organization was both under-
taking various operations and making propaganda
and this paper would not go into its details except
from the following excerpt: «in order to increase
the importance of our government in Europe, to
increase the political importance of our govern-
ment in Europe and failed to general plans were
to be destructed of this agreements and the plans
set before the World War, and so that under the
order of your high Ministry, (meant The Ministry
of Defense), The Department of Eastern Affairs
was formed...»*. Since the beginning of its forma-
tion, this organization was under the control of the
Committee of Union and Progress. Likewise, the
organization had used many names from the circles
of literature, bureaucracy and university?!. It would
be helpful to remember the names of some well-
known figures in the Special Organization. Their
work during the years of the War of Independence
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is important as to its relation to the problem we are
dealing with in this paper.

The Special Organization was
consisted of four divisions

1. The Thrace Division (chief Arif Bey)

2. The Caucasus Division (chief Captain Riza
Bey)

3. Africa and Tripoli division (chiefs Hiiseyin
Tosun and Ali Bashamba Beys)

4. Eastern Region (centered around the city of
Erzurum, chief Bahaeddin Sakir Bey)*

The organization, apart from having a
widespread departmental and divisional structure
as shown above, also had a serious press support
as well. It was almost without a rival until the few
months before the end of the war mostly due to a
heavy censorship that was imposed during the war.
There is one more point to be mentioned at this
point. Although there is no sufficient and detailed
data concerning the work of The Committee of
Union and Progress’ propaganda efforts and its
results there are ceratin signs indicate that some of
the activities carried by anti-entente groups have
created a certain disturbance especially among the
British forces”.When we looked at the nation-wide
organization after 1918, it would be easy to guess
that the Special Organization had gathered its forces
in Trabzon and Erzurum.

The Society of Turkish Power was one of the
powers which supported the efficiency of The
Committee of Union and Progress nation-wide. It
was a youth oriented formation** and founded in
June 1913. This society had shown a tremendous
progress and development within a year by
opening branches in 26 centres including Edirne,
Tekfur Dagi(Tekirdag), Bursa, Kiitahya, Balikesir,
Canakkale, Konya Ankara, Samsun Erzurum, Antep,
Trabzon, Kastamonu, Urfa,and Adana®. Although
these centres with strong back-ups coincided with
those centers in which the Committee of Union and
Progress was more powerful, it is not easy to call it
just a mere coincide.

On the other hand, we also should mention
another paramilitary youth association which was
founded as the Ottoman Power Association®® but
later left its place to Youth Associations?’. When
they first formed, they were mandatory in state
controlled schools and optional in private schools,
and their aim was ‘to prepare the young member of
the country for defending the nation both physically
and morally and preserve his patriotism until the
end of his life.» As a matter of fact, we could talk
about an effort, under the stern war conditions of
1916, and anxiousness to create an auxiliary power.

primarily
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The Youth Associations were formed in order to
serve this particular purpose.. Yet, it should be
remembered that the number of branches of those
Youth Associations reached to 706 in 44 cities®.

As it is clear from the information given up
to this point, following the military coup of 1913,
the Committee of Union and Progress had formed
a serious political and social domination (or reign)
over the society and started to take some precautions
in order to prevent the dissolution of the state.
As a whole, the power and the prevalence of the
Committee of Union and Progress are based on this
foundation of organization.

On this point, we should also look at another
issue which is the characteristic of the relationship
between Mustafa Kemal Pasha and the Committee
of Union and Progress.

As it is widely known, Mustafa Kemal Pasha
had grown up within the circle of late-period of
young Ottoman officers and this means that he was
acquainted with the libertarian ideas from almost
the very beginning of his military career. His
acceptance to the Committee of Union and Progress
had occurred in that particular period®.

Mustafa Kemal Pasha was always an influential
member in the Committee but he never worked with
its leaders. Yet, it was claimed that he was close to
Cemal Pasha who was a member of the trio who
actually held the power after the coup of 1913. In
one way or other, Mustafa Kemal Pasha who, as
a military commander who became a well-know
name especially after the Battle of Dardanelles, was
considered as a «trustable and dependent» officer
with no particularly strong political ambitions by
the Committee of Union and Progress with whom
he had maintained a moderate relationship. During
the «hunt for members of the Committee» after the
armistice in Istanbul and Anatolia, Mustafa Kemal
Pasha was among the «trustable and dependent» on
the lists of both the Palace and the Organization®.

We also have to mention another development
that emerged in the following days. On the
meeting that took place on November 4, upon the
proposition of Fuat Bey, the General Assembly
had decided to open an inquisition to send
the cabinets of Said Halim and Talat Pasha to
TheDivin-1 Ali (High Court). According to the
Ottoman Constitution, the first investigation of
the members of the Cabinet was referred to the
Fifth Bureau of the Assembly?.

Matters and issues to be questioned were
«untimely decision for entering a war, misinforming
the General assembly on this matter, rejecting the
peace offers from entente states and drawing the

country into a war by taking sides with Germany,
mismanaging the war, to run the country with
directives contarary to the Constitution, providing
misinformation on the current state of war, to apply
censureship without any legal basis and to create an
administrative crisis in the country»*.

This decision which was taken by the Unionist
majority at the General Assembly is important and
interesting for showing the difference a party and
a Committee. But, the really important point here
is that the members of the Unionist cabinet were
accused by the Unionist members of the Great
Assembly. Although it could be evaluated as an
effort to take the initiative back after the leaders of
the Committee (Talat, Cemal, Enver, Bahaeddin
and Sakir) escaped abroad and the self-dissolvment
of the Committee. This situation had weakened the
power of A. Izzet Pasha government and provided a
much better opportutinty to the Sultan to undertake
those moves which we have mentioned above.

But, it should also be said that after Tevfik Pasha
Cabinet came to the power and the emergence of
a serious opposition against the Committee, the
conditions for those members who have stayed in
the country must have had the responsibility of the
war more deeply than ever.

Another development showed that problem
could not easily be solved by an inquest of the
Assembly was the plea given by Ahmet Riza Bey,
the Speaker of the Senate, requesting that the inquiry
should be carried out by legal authorities®.

Tevfik Pasha heard about the developments and
plans which would thrown out the government and
after counselling with the Sultan, he unexpectedly
read the decree of the Sultan on 23th of December
which would close down the Assembly and its
authority to control the government™*.

After a short period of time, Tevfik Pasha left his
post as Grand Vizier and the first cabinet by Ferit the
Groom was established. This constitutes the zenith
of the ongoing struggle between the Sultan and the
Committee since it was now obvious that the Sultan
was on the side with the Freedom and Union Party
and running a revenge oriented policy against the
Committee.

As it is, one of the first decisions taken by
Ferit the Groom was to arrest some members of
the Committee for involving with various rake offs
and supporting the deportation of the Armenians
and send them to highest military court by insisting
on a certain punishment®. The policies of the
cabinet run by Ferit the Groom was seen, at least at
the beginning, in accordance with the groundwork
which was laid by the previous Tevfik Pasha
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government. Yet, a close inspection of the policies
run by the Grand Vizier would show us that it is
even more then just a effort to «save the country by
putting all the blame on the Committee» but simply
a «revenge campaign towards the Committeey.
Although, in time, it was seen that this first cabinet
by Ferit the Groom was not a ELP cabinet®® the
evidence that showed it as a revenge movement is
fairly strong®’.

On the other hand, the English seemed afraid of
a possible organization with anti-imperialist aims by
the RevolutionaryAssociation oflslamic Union**.

A significant increase in arrests started after
March 1919, the sudden and unexpected execution
of the mayor of Bogazliyan, Kemall Bey and serious
protests which was almost certainly organized by
the Committee who was still a considerable force
within the governmental circles were all pointing out
to fact that a severe struggle was going on in order
to gain control of the power in a country with an
uncertain future®. There was only one way to go for
the members of the Committee: to remove Ferit the
Groom from the power at once by organizing a plan
which would target the sultan if it was necessary.
It was now clear that the condition was ripe for an
action.

At this point, we should go back a little and try
to unserstand the role and place of Mustafa Kemal
Pasha within all these developments since the
aforementioned balance of power, he had became
the key factor.

As it 1s known, Mustafa Kemal Pasha had
attempted to become a member in a soon to be
formed government after the armistice in Istanbul
and upon his arrival there he also have taken some
serious steps towards that end®. Although ultimately
failed in his attempts, he nevertheless succeeded to
maintain a balanced relationship with the Sultan and
the Palace*'. We have more than enough documents
concerning the relationship between Mustafa Kemal
Pasha and the Committee. But, for various reasons,
his relationship with its leaders was far from perfect.
Besides, due to his involvement with the hanging
of Yakup Cemil during the war, he was not liked
by Enver Pasha but still could not be ignored due
to his outstanding success during the campaign in
Dardanells.

On November 1918, when Mustafa Kemal
Pasha arrived in Istanbul, almost all the obstacles
that prevented his promotion within the army ranks
seemed to disappeared. What is more, his close
affiliation with then heir apparent Vahidettin which
was formed during a trip to Germany in the Summer
of 1918, had helped him greatly when Vahidettin
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took the power later on and he had became one of
the high ranked and trustworthy officials* .

Ahmet izzet Pasha’s narration of an event which
probably took place December 1918 gives us some
clues. In his diaries, we see the following statement
below:

«A4 young man from the high levels of society
whom [ loved dearly brought a person who was
one of the secret leaders of the Committee to my
house two months later after my resignation from
the post during that campaign of arrests carried out
by the government. This man complained at some
length about the government which was powerless
and weary but in spite of that still trying to arrest
innocent people. He also explained in length to me
that all his comrades were willing to fight to save
the country from that dire situation which they have
created with their own mistakes. He also added that
they have great trust and faith in me that they wanted
me to become the president and intended to give me
all their savings to be spent towards that goal...»*.
A. Izzet Pasha had rejected this offer for variety of
reasons but that event in question provides us a good
clue for the intention of the Committee.

Mustafa Kemal Pasha’s visit of prisoners who
were held at Bekiraga squadron and his on going
relation with those who were known for their
proximity to the Committee also helps us to evaluate
the matter in a more detailed way.

As a mater of fact, right after his reaching to
Anatolia, starting with Samsun, he came into contact
with civil groups in every place during his long trip.
Although it is not possible to identify all the people
Mustafa Kemal Pasha had come into contact we
have enough information on this subject to form an
opinion.

The first of these is the balance between the
founders of the Defending the National Rights of the
Eastern Provinces Society’s Branch of Erzurum, and
Association Defence of National Rights of Trabzon,
both important organizations whom to regulating
the Erzurum Congress, and the Unionists weight in
this constitute*.

The second one is the political tendencies of the
delegates of the Erzurum and Sivas Congresses and
the developments that took place in those events®.

The third point is the political tendencies of the
key Representatives of the member of Congresses*.

Finally, we should find an answer to the question
of how the vitally important Congress of Sivas
became a success.

Since the participation was low for the Congress
of Sivas, it raised some suspicion as to its claim
of being a representative meeting for the whole
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nation*’. Even Mustafa Kemal Pasha, as being the
chairman of the Representative Committee, found
the situation worrisome. But the wrist wrestling
between the central government in Istanbul and
the Representative Committee Congress of Sivas
and the eventual resignation of Ferit the Groom’s
government as a result was a political success
which was to become a turning point for the War of
Indepence.

Giving up the preparations for an organization
of General Anatolian Congress in the following
days also signifies the effect of this success. It could
even be said that the reason behind the success of
national forces was based on their control over
the communication lines. At this point, we should
also remind a little detail. Talat Pasha, one of the
foremost names in ‘progressive’ movement had
become Grand Vizier after serving as a minister both
for Communication Department and the Ministry of
Interior during the Second Constitutional era. The
importance of communication department came
up to surface during the reign of Ferit the Groom
government but it had taken some time to realize its
full potential.

Maybe the best evidence to shop this connection
is the organization which was set up to smuggle
weapons into Anatolia. Many of the names among
the devotees of the Special Organization mentioned
above have taken duties in Istanbul organization of
«Karakol Djemiyeti» and Defence of Natinal Rights.

Conclusion
The National Resistance i1s without a doubt

constitutes one of the historical milestones that
paved the way to new Turkish Republic. During the

process of changing powers between the legitimate
but rapidly deteriorating government of Istanbul
and the nationalist under the command of Mustafa
Kemal Pasha, the Committee of Union and Progress
had played an important role with its widespread
representative abilities and cumulative political
experience. All semi-civil social powers who have
maintained open and strong relations with the
Committee have sided with Mustafa Kemal Pasha
and the reason behind this was not only his charisma
as a leader but also the decision of the leaders of the
Committee who made a choice in accordance with
the latest situation and developments. In this choice,
an element of imperativeness might be asserted.
Yet, it is also clear that those who sympathize
with the Committee and realized the importance of
being a ‘citizen’ via this organization have gathered
around Mustafa Kemal Pasha did this not just out
of desperation but rather a necessary expression
of their patriotism and public spirit. This kind of
action is also in harmony with an ideology which
the Committee was trying to make a dominant way
of thinking in the country.

The activities at abroad by the leaders of the
Committee and the preparations by some of their
supporters in the country brought forward all the
signs of a ‘clash of powers’. It could be said that this
tension between the ‘Kemalists’ and the ‘Unionists’
had pushed these two camps apart to the point of a
final decision.

The clash of power between Mustafa Kemal
Pasha and the ex-leaders of the Committee is an
another matter of discussion and his attitude on this
matter became clear after the Battle of Sakarya:

«I cannot invite the people under Union and
Progress’ flagn*® .
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