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Generally decline as a phenomenon evokes moreoti@anesponses
from those who are racked by it. In a bid to stadl impending collapse
from the position of strength and glory, resorthagk to tradition is very
common prescription. By doing so, it is believedtthy way of adopting
the past practices, history can be made to repmsdt. iTherefore in the
day when decline set in, the proponents as wethadollowers of the
tradition drew lot of attention and support frone thasses. Therefore the
days when decline set in, the proponents as wetadollowers of the
tradition generally drew lot of attention as we# aupport from the
masses. Here the statement must be qualified plartig with reference
to “the masses”. The word “the masses’ specificdiyotes the literate
people being influenced by the print culture, cagniio vogue during the
British rule. Puritanical responses in the fornDebbandi Movemehir
Wahabisrfy professing strict adherence to the pristine irfioms of
Islam resonated similar sort of perception that imasirculation among
the Muslims of the Sub Continent, exemplify thaighivity.

The exponents of that traditional streak had bden ttenchant
critics of the western modernity, unleashed in Bolisia through the
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1 For detailed study of Deoband see Barbara Dcaiet'The Madrasa at Deoband:
A model for Religious Education in Modern India” islamic Contestations:
Essays on Muslims in India and Pakista. Barbara D. Metcalf (New Delhi,
Oxford University Press, 2004) pp.29-55. For mdaberate reference see Barbara
D. Metcalf, Islamic Revival in British India, Deoband 1860-19QPrinceton
University Press, 1982).

2 Puritanical Movement started of by Muhammad Bbdul Wahab from Najad,
Arabia in the 18th century with the aim to restohe pristine Islam. For its
implications on the Sub Continent see, Francis R, Islam and Muslim
History in South AsigNew Delhi, Oxford University Press, 2000), pp.188.
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agency of Colonialism. The western modernity exibd all the
mysteries of nature, the principles of moralityved|l as rise and fall of
civilization through rationality embedded in eurentric epistemology.
In that process revelation and intuition were rewmd as mere
superstition and their authenticity as sourcesnoiwkedge was called in
guestion. The introduction of the knowledge systarmereby the
practitioners in traditional (Islamic) knowledge avlwere the religious
Ulemawithout any quotable exception had been put outlefvancevis-
a-vis the contemporary age. That was the familiar tactie colonial
regimes had been deploying throughout to estabiistthe words of
Antonio Gramsci (1891-1937), cultural hegemony otfex colonized,
an act vehemently contested by the beholders dfdldéion.

19" century also witnessed the practice of proselyjzivigorously
conducted by the Christian missionaries providea Wlema with the
raison d etreo defend their faith in all possible earnestndss mfusing
in them a great deal of enthusiasm and zest todgtiair religious
tradition against the corrosive effects of moddrmigltanschauung
However, this process the Ulema too could not esdhp modernist
influence as Barbara Metcalf has very explicitymdmstrated it in her
seminal work orDarul Ulum Deoband Thus, whatever the method or
the means, revivalism of faith inspite of all oddsne to be the mission
of those, spearheading the puritanical movementsichwlater on,
assumed divergent forms. Some of them ardently paokin politics and
anything that concerned “this world”. Whereas sodexlared “this
world” as a mere illusion, not worthy of being hanéd for. Francis
Robinson designates that mode of thought as ‘Oterdliness™ In
that perception of faith, the optimum emphasisid bn the performance
of the rituals that is believed as the precondifamsalvation on the day
of reckoning, which is regarded as the eventuatimesof all the
Muslims. Interestingly all those adhering closelydastrongly to the

3 In his magnum opus thBrison NotebooksGramsci strives for developing a
flexible and humane variant of historical matesali an original and nuanced
Marxist theory of society and social change. He wasvinced that it was not
possible to effect a change in advanced sociefié¥estern Europe therefore he
weaned away from the simple notion of superstrecturd sponsored the notion of
the cultural hegemony of the dominant class. Foth@r details see, th@rison
Notebooks.

4 Francis Robinson employed these phratbés,worldlinessand other worldlyness
while responding to the PhD proposal of Imran BashiDini Madaris. He locates
the other worldlyness to be a dominant trend antbagsouth Asian Muslims from
the 19th century onwards. Same impression can levrdrfrom his paper
Secularization, Weber and Islathat became chapter 5 of H'am and Muslim
History in SouthAsia.
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tradition could not preclude modernity from infleémy them. The
concept of “Hybridity” by Homi BhabRapoints exactly to such intricate
relationship that tradition and modernity forgedtie 19" century.

Other response was diametrically opposed to the mastioned
above, to say the least. It s proponents find peaacassimilation of the
ideas and the modes of the dominant power, Britisthe case of the
Sub Continent, reformers like Ram Mohan Roy(17233)&nd Sir Syed
Ahmed Khan(1818-1898) exemplify such a trend. Tételyed to ascribe
modernist meanings to the cultural ethos, whiclth&r reckoning had
been rendered both temporally as well as spatiatiyindant. Now, the
collectivity of the humans that they claimed to resgent was also
designated as ‘nation’, a new social and polit@kgory with its euro-
centric origin. During the later half of the "1@entury, like most of the
eastern communities, Muslims also seemed to be letatp overawed
by the civilizational as well as cultural superigrof the West, latent in
the realization that power emanates from knowledgd vice versa.
However, those influenced pervasively by the moitfeould hardly do
away with tradition (specially religion). Hence thkenomenon accrued
in these countries can be designatedrassted modernismmodernism
reconfigured as a result of its entwining embracih wradition.
Hypothetically speaking, all around the orient feshtion of modernism
got arrested because of tradition, not allowingaitsmooth passage.
Arrested Modernisnwas witnessed not only in the colonial world but
also in Turkey under Young Turks, which remainedrfeore sovereign
than most of other Asian/African countries. So nraien was allowed
in by the ruling elite of Turkey s own volition. Mertheless tradition
kept company with the modernity through out Turkegourse of history
to this day.

Another point needs to be impressed upon hereeigpthctice of
Orientalism and the construction of “East” as ti@tHer” by Western
scholars during 8and 19 centuries as stated by Edward Said, in his
magnum opugOrientalism’® It may not seem out of place to refer to
Michel Foucault, a renowned French philosopher thiedforerunner of

5 Famously difficult Homi Bhabha occupies the QbleD. Tripp Chair in the
Humanities at the University of Chicago and istiigj professor at the University
of London. He is the editor dflation and Narration(1990) and author ofhe
Location of Culture (1994). Various concepts like “hybridity”, “mimigt,
“slycivilty”, “Third Space” are the concepts he hagven currency in the
understanding of cultural formations. To have geeatnderstanding see, Homi
Bhabha by Prem Poddar ncyclopedia of Postcolonial Studiesd. John C.
Hawley (Westport, Greenwood press, 2001) pp.60-65.

6 See Edward Said’s Introduction@rientalism(New York: Pantheon, 1978).
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Said, in the thoughts of whom the whole discouifsknowledge/power
is embedded

Knowledge/power nexus worked wonderfully to the dfénof
Western powers, seeking control over the oriene itethods deployed
by the British in India i.e., ethnographical sursegensus and district
gazetteers provide ample testimony to the signifiezof knowledge as a
mean to establish control over the col8rijhe impact, the Industrial
Revolution had on the Western social, economicoiiical formation
went a long way in casting a peculiar mindset amtrg colonized,
harboring ambition to emulate their masters. Thatesf countries
striving very hard to sustain their sovereigntyelikd” century Turkey
was no different. As Bernard Lewis states, “Indysénd science-
factories and schools; these were the talismanswbych both
Mahmud11 in Turkey and Muhammad Ali in Egypt tridconjure up
the wealth and power of Europe, and thus maintaénEuropean-style
armies which were their prime concerniri order to make the talismans
work successfully some further secrets concerrtm@rioper application
needed to be discovered. The eager Turks explohiadelusive source
of European strengtl? found some clue in the form of ‘Liberalism’
being the cause of enlightenment and progress alithgconstitutional
and parliamentary democracy.

@)

The response that various Turkish reform orientéudencame up
with, had a great deal of modernist influence casits strong shadow
on the Movement of Young Turks, who also took itasecipe for
salvaging Turkey from the ignominy of eventual de=l and the
subjection to the Western over lordship. An endeasfothe Young
Turks to stem the rot, undermining the sovereigatyg integrity of
Ottoman Turkey has a particular perspective with wihich the
movement and the methodology it employed would tmught under
analytical scrutiny in the subsequent part of thpqp.

7 For Michel Foucault's concept of Power/knowledgee Willie Thompson,
Postmodernism and Histo(Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), p.82.

8 Bernard Cohemnthropologists among Historiar®©xford University press, 994)
pp.224-254.

9 Bernard Lewis,The Emergence of Modern Turk@yondon, Oxford University
Press, 1968),p.131.

10 |Ibid.
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‘Young Turks’ is more of “a generic term denotirabels attacking
an established ordet*.However, Turkish historiography portrays them
as the group of people striving for the rejuveratiof almost
dysfunctional Ottoman Empire thereby intended tiusa a newélan
vital in the body politic of the sick man of Europe, igpithrough the
throes of ultimate extinction. The multifarious plems plaguing
Turkish Empire ranged from the stagnating econommgufficient
revenues to pay for the expenses, an inefficientéducracy, a corrupt
administration and rampant lawlessness, saggimif spithe army and
depleted infrastructure to the outmoded educatigetesn needed
massive reforms. The nationalist feelings erupiinghe Non-Muslim
areas of the empire added to already countlesdgunsb

Furthermore, by the closing years of thd" t@ntury the corpus of
young “westernized officers and civil servants, emented by
members of the new secular professions such aadavjournalism, who
set out to revive the empire by means of revolytgince the empire s
own half hearted attempts to modernize itself-meséntly in the 1870s-
had run into sand? The shared characteristics that together made a
“typical Young Turk profile” had been their Muslibbackground with a
single exception that of a Sabbataic Jew, and taeye from divergent
ethnicities: Turk, Arab, Albanian, Kurd or Circamsi® Most of them
were quite young when they joined the movementeaah at the time of
1908 constitutional revolution very few of them wdreyond forty. They
also aspired to be young. Youth, with the qualitiggtomized in it
namely dynamism, activity and progressiveness, wawed by the
Young Turks as characteristics ‘which gave legitiynto their action™

When these educated Turks with liberal outlooktetamaking their
presence felt at the political scene, although wignign intention that
they entertained for the empire, prompted the Qétomonarch to clamp
censorship on liberal and patriotic literature,salg down ‘suspicious’
newspapers and also putting liberal teachers ojatbofSuch extenuating
circumstances provided ‘Young Turks’ quite a suéfit cause to set up

11  Erik Jan Zurcher, The Young Turks- Children of the Borderlands.
www.dayan.org/currentcontents12-2003.htrfB5k (Accessed May 02, 2005).
University of Leiden.

12 Eric HobsbawniThe Age of Empire: 1875-191Mew Delhi, Viking, 1995), p.284.

13 Erik Jan Zurcher, The Young Turks- Children of the Borderlands.
www.dayan.org/currentcontents12-2003.htm 135k (Ased May 02, 2005),
University of Leiden.

14 Ibid.
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CUP Ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyéf{Committee of Union and Progress) in
1908 and immediately afterwards brougbtip d etatand forced Sultan
Abdul Hamid to promulgate the constitution of 1886spended by ‘the
increasingly autocratic Sultan Abdul Hamid 11 irv&8after the defeat
in the great war against Russia, which broughtRbesian army to the
outskirts of Istanbul, the capital of Ottoman Turk&® These Young
Turks, four medical students met in the gardenhef a&rmy medical
school, were greatly influenced by the French Retah therefore they
grouped together in the centennial year, 1889 aff liistoric event. The
founders were Ibrahim Temo, an Albanian from OM&hmed Resid, a
Circassian from the Caucasus, Abdullah Cevdet ahdkl Sukuti, two
Kurds from Arabkir and Diyarbakir respectively. Semccounts suggest
Huseyinzade Ali, from Baku, being the fifth foungimember of the
said organization! “The version of Enlightenment which they chiefly
cherished was inspired by the positivism of Aug@imte, which
combined a passionate belief in science and if@eitenodernization
with the secular equivalent of a religion, non-denatic progress (‘order
and progress’, to quote the positivist motto) ahd planned social
engineering undertaken from the above.”

Before going any further, it would not seem supeis to briefly
trace the genealogy of western influence over Tygaticularly during
the earlier decades of l@entury. Bernard Lewis mentions Sadik Rifat
Pasa (1807-56) “who went to the Turkish Embassyianna in 1837
and later held a number of senior appointmentstambul®® as the first
to be deeply impressed by the wealth, industry sgidnce of Europe,
and thought these as imperative for the regeneratior urkish empire.
His concern with justice and the lawful treatmefthe subject as his
‘right’ was the novel idea, derived from Francemikrly Seyyed
Mustafa Sami, a former chief secretary of the TahhkEmbassy in Paris,
in an essay published in 1840, spoke with admimadioout the system of
government, religious freedom, supremacy of law @mtepts of liberty
and progres& However, these feelings, despite having impaatghaof
marginal intensity could not rein in the autocratite of the Sultan.
Rather, arbitrariness was in ascendancy througtioeit19' century

15 |Ibid.

16 Ibid.

17 Bernard Lewis, p.197.
18 Eric Hobsbawm, p.284.
19 Bernard Lewis, p.132.
20 Ibid., p.133.
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primarily because the system of checks on Sultambsidled power had
all gone i.e., the corps of Janissaries; the fesgahis and the local
dynasties of the valley-lords etc.

The autocratic rule of Ottoman Sultan, however, diot go
unchallenged. Ideologies of revolt in the midstl848 Revolution was
rocking the whole Europe, the tremor of which couarly be
discerned in Turkey as well. Furthermore, econodifficulties along
with enthroning of Abdul Aziz as Sultan stretchedtter to the limit. In
1860s, cry for reforms particularly among litenatverberated in Turkey
with full force. By that time Turkish literature tiaacquired new form
and also content, radically different than the silzed writings peculiar to
Ottomans, profoundly influenced by the Iranian sies Now literature
of France was the source of inspiration as wellttees model for
imitation

Ibrahim Sinasi (1826-71), Ziya Pasa(1825-80) ananikaKemal
(1840-80) were the harbingers of new literary tiiadi that wielded
great influence during the second half of th& t@ntury?® Later on,
they played prominent role in ‘Young Ottomans’, Habed in 1867;
Paris based prince Mustafa Fazil, of the Egyptidimg house, being its
chief architect® They started their careers as civil servants but
afterwards increasingly occupied with literaturel gournalism. All three
of them had to endure considerable agony and amguigarious forms
including exile at the hands of Ottoman state maatyi They incurred
all that wrath of the ‘establishment’ because dirthiberal prognosis,
they had been suggesting for the honorable protagaof their
motherland. Namik Kemal, in particular, a zealoesalee to the ideas
of Montesquieu and Rousseau, earned a repute apiastle of freedom
and fatherland. In countless essays, articles, lsoaad plays, he
acquainted the Turkish Muslims with the two fundataé ideals of
French Revolution. Generally the history of the Kishn liberal protest
against absolutism is traced frduleli incident, of 1853 That, in fact
was the plot hatched to assassinate Sultan AbduiidHbut the plot was
discovered in advance and prisoners were sent i@. Afere is some
ambivalence regarding the incident. Quite a fewtaraswriters contend
that it was the first attempt to introduce constittal parliamentary
government; Lewis, however, infers on the basisarfie latest research

21 Ibid., p.136.
22 Ibid.
23 Ibid., p.153.

24 Ibid., p.151.
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that the conspiracy was directed against the Sultacause of the
concessions; he accorded to his Christian subjBeisit was in 1860s
“an unmistakable liberal critique of governmenti@tt and a programme
of constitutional reforn® found its expression through Sinasi and
Namik Kemal finally reached its culmination on 23d@mber 1876
when the committee of statesmen and Ulema, presigted by Server
Pasa, completed the task of drafting the text efdbnstitution that was
promulgated on that daf.

Midhat Pasa played the role of a linchpin in thastdric
development. Midhat also could not last long enoagd lost favour of
his close associates like Namik for his indiscretiand absolutist
government. The policies of tanzimat invoked severiicism for
accepting too much influence from the European t@as In such
circumstance the constitution was abrogated in 185\&rtheless that
constitution kept on figuring as the central issioe the liberals
throughout the closing years of "l@entury, although Sultan kept on
ruling the country for next thirty years as an abso monarcH’
Restoration of the same constitution acquired primavhen Young
Turks Movement got underway during the initial yeasf the 28
century created circumstances, which eventuallytéethe outbreak of
the revolution.

©)

Having mapped the history of Turkish liberalismtticaystallized
into Young Turk movement, though with somewhat hyevand the
Western impact that it imbibed in the due coursee must not loose
sight of the circumstances, responsible for itsvimg up into a political
force wielding tremendous impact in the earliert pdrthe 28" century.
That movement had Ahmed Riza (1859-1930), one & thost
consistent and fearless of the Young Turks as &figelye among them
in 1895 in association with other exiles brought adiortnightly journal
by the name olMesveret® That journalkearned lot of popularity, acclaim
and credence inspite of gagging policies of theo@#n Government.
Soon after he was joined by Murad Bey who had lzelose associate
of Ahmed Riza but later on due to discrepanciesn&thod they fell

25  Ibid., p.152.

26  Lord EversleyThe Turkish Empire: Its Growth and Decgyahore, 1957), pp.343-
44,

27 George Lenczowskihe Middle East in World Affair@Cornell University Press,
1962), p.26.

28 Bernard Lewis, p.198.



Young Turks Movement & 1908 Revolution 221

apart. Nevertheless, Ahmed Riza continued to beehgral figure of the
movement. Young Turks suffered a lot of punitivai@ats from the
Ottomans. Very many of them were sent of exileatofiung regions of
the Empire. However, few of them successfully esdapo various
European countries. Such members of Young Turkiedivn exile
proved to be the main strength for those, stucknupeir own country.
All such repressive measures employed by the mgh@ttoman state
could not halt the phenomenal growth of the movemBerseverance
exhibited by the members of the movement sent trenmothe ranks of
the government. Resultantly Sultan resorted tk stigt a reconciliatory
hand to the recalcitrant Young Turks. Murad Bey veagcessfully
persuaded by the Ottoman establishment to join damidh Sultan.
Consequently he accepted a position in the Govarhinel899. That
defection of Murad earned him a bad repute not antpng the ranks of
Young Turks but also among the general pubfic.

One of the prime motives of the Young Turks watilitate long
over- due political, economic, judicial reform tlgburemaining under
the umbrella of the Ottoman rule. One of the pricomcerns of that
movement also was “that the empire was threatewethd centrifugal
forces of separatist minority nationalism, whiclulcbbe both stimulated
and used by foreign powers with designs on Ottoteaitory.”*° Hence,
“Unity of the (ethnic and religious) elementdttihad i Anasi)*! the
foremost ideal of the Young Turks which could bhiaged by giving all
communities and ethnicities living in the empire stake through
parliamentary representatidhHence, many believed that the event of
1908 whereby the need for the parliamentary reptatien was voiced
marked the beginning of a Turkish national movement

Young Turks demanded a written constitution, a el
parliament, universal adult (manhood) suffrageil cghts and the status
of Turkish as a national language. They also vendmeleaded for
freedom of religion and the equal treatment ofcditizens no matter
which religion they adhere to and what ethnicitgytibelong to. Free
education for all, the introduction of reforms hretarmed forces and the
extension of railroads also figure prominently bait agenda. Hence the
agenda of Turkey s modernization seemed to be aosephbfter 1908

29  For more details selbid., pp.196-207.

30 Erik Jan Zurcher, Young Turks: Children of the Borderlands.
www.dayan.org/currentcontents12-2003.hth35k (Accessed May 02, 2005).
University of Leiden.

31 Ibid.
32 Ibid.
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though only in letter but not in spirit. CUP plalyeery crucial role in the
formation of the governments after the revolutikke.supremacy though
suffered a few hic ups yet its ascendant positamicued virtually till
1918.

Immediately after “the long night of Hamidian deSpm was
over® and the Young Turks seized power, the cracks withe ranks of
Young Turks started cropping up. Liberals espousatie measure of
decentralization and autonomous rights to the rtiesr whereas
nationalists favored centralized authority and Taitkdominatiof®.
Latter enjoyed tacit support of CUP in the begignbut afterwards it
came out in the open as the contender for suprerteraty. Liberals
and moderates under the first two Grand Veziethetonstitutional era,
Said Pasha and Kamil Pasha were holding sway.H&it $tay in power
proved to be short-lived due to the events theyritadontrol over, nor it
resulted out of their doing by any means. Austei&zexd Bosnia and
Herzegovina; Bulgaria declared its independenceCGretk took decision
of joining Greece. Liberals as a consequence logtep in February
1908 and Huseyin Hilmi Pasha replaced Kamil Pash&mand Vezier
who was more acceptable to the faction of natistsifi

CUP also lost goodwill of the common people becatofethe
cavalier way in which, while remaining in the baakgnd, they
manipulated government appointments. They wereadsased of using
intimidation and murder against political opponefitHowever, the real
challenge to CUP came only one month after the dalKamil Pasha
when an armed, reactionary rising flared 8p,March Incidentas it is
known in Turkish annals. An extremist organization the name of
Muhammadan Union founded on 5 April at a meetingtia Santa
Sophia mosque. Muhammadan Union also brought eupiirnal, the
Volkanthat championed revolutionary Islamic Internati@m.*” Murad
Bey, the erstwhile radical and modernist also jdinghat Union
professing militant pan-Islamism. That rising totile form of a full
fledge mutiny by the soldiers, mostly Albaniansthed First Army Corps
stationed in Istanbul. On the 12-13 April, the magrs assembled in the
Santa Sophia Square in front of the parliamentdGahy they gained in
numerical strength as students frdini madaris religious scholars and

33 Bernard Lewis, p.210.
34 Ibid., pp.213-14.

35 Ibid., p.214.

36 Ibid., pp.214-15.

37 Ibid., p.216.
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soldiers from Army units joined them. “TI8eriatis in danger, we want
the Seriat” was their simple demantl.Few of them also asked for the
immediate removal of college-trained officers. Tlacate the mutineers
the Sultan sacked grand Vizier. Protection for tHely Law was
promised along with amnesty for the mutineers wénmlted ostensibly
to defend it. All the governors were instructedstfeguard thé&eriat.
Ahmed Riza was also replaced with Ismail Khan a&sdpeaker of the
parliamentary chambér.

4

As alluded earlier, modernism could not entrensalfitwith ease as
expected, subduing the age dideltanschauungsteeped in age old
‘tradition’ even Yong Turks did not want the supeay of modernism
the whole hog. They, instead, were striving for ith&itutional change
while keeping super structure of the Ottoman shaizct, according it
perpetuity through bringing in the time honored titngon of
constitutional monarchy. All those ostensibly noblatentions,
notwithstanding the beholders of tradition did et it transpire and
registered their opposition in the name of safedjngrSeriat through
violent means, incurring greater violence fromfitrees of change.

With out wasting much of the time an “Army of Dealhance” or
hareket ordusu(Action Army) with General Mahmud Sevket Pasa
marched on Istanbul and captured it on 23 Apriérafittle resistance.
““The reactionary upsurge was not restricted to Hstaronly. Its
repercussions in the Adana District, culminating thre large-scale
massacre of the Armenians, ripped open the oldssmminiscent of
Hamidian repression. These events smeared veryy khdl Turkish
image in Europe in terms of the treatment metedtouthe religious
minorities was concerned.

Although the uprising was quelled yet it left th@anists shaken to
the core. With ordeal over the Unionists set thdwesewith the task of
restoring their image and position. Committee ofiddnand Progress
established a firm control over the governmentteé8uAbdul Hamid was
not only deposed but also sent into exile to Sakméstifies the power
CUP had been wielding at that time. Mehmed Resasl made a new
Sultan who was no better than a mere lackey of Gkl that had
pervaded to virtually every pore of the administnat putting their own

38 Ibid., p.215 & for the detailed account of the countvolutionaries, see Lord
Eversley,The TurkistEmpire: Its Growth and Decapp.371-74.

39 Bernard Lewis, p.216.
40 Ibid.
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nominees into the key positions. The reign of tem@s unleashed
particularly when “Law of Assaociation” and the “Ldiar the Prevention
of Brigandage and Sedition” were enforced on 23 ustigand 27
September respectively. Thus the formation of alit associations
bearing the name of any ethnic or national groups wgaoscribed.
Similarly the Greek, Bulgarian and other minoritjulis were closed
down. The “Law for the Prevention of Brigandage &edlition” allowed
the formation of special ‘pursuit battalions’ fraime army to hunt and
repress armed bands (the famous were the Bélianitadj) operating in
the name of various nationalisis.

The technology of control deployed by the Young KBumvas
repressive as well as centrist, confined not oalthe Christian subjects
but Rumelia and the Asian provinces also had ttakerof the measures
i e a policy ofTurkification whereby the Turkish language was imposed
on Arabs, Albanians, and other non-Turkish Muslifm&uch centrist
policies along with the suppression unleashed oa thactionary
mutineers, like public hangings etc. and strangthmy dissenting voices
of liberals and proclaiming the state of siegesiambul got the CUP to
the position of political dominance. However, itgppeemacy was by no
means unchallenged. Instead it had many dissiderttsn the ranks of
the Committee as well as outside of its organizatio

However, the first serious threat to the politisapremacy came in
1911, when cracks within the ranks of the Commitiegan to appear,
eventuating in the first major split in the UniasisConsequentlidizb i
Cedid or ‘New Party’ was formed, with Colonel Sadik aAtdulaziz
Mecdi Bey as its leaders. That party stood for ‘e¢ter observance of
democratic and constitutional procedures”. It adsthorted to profess
and practice the general religious and nationaicettand morals,
continuation of historic ottoman traditions andréinforce the “sacred
rights of the Caliphate and SultanatdQuite converse to that right wing
group was another partyizb-i Terakki(Progress Party) that was closer
to the overall agenda of the Commitfé@hese differences were tried to
be ironed out in August-September 1911 at a pastygess held in
Salonika (the center of Unionists) and the compsembver the
declaration of national unity could hardly preclutte emergence of a

41 Ibid., p.217.

42  Arab Nationalism and Zionism, Jordan Table of onténts
http:countrystudies.us/Jordan/. Source: U.S. LibrCongress. Accessed on 02
May 2005.

43 Bernard Lewis, p.220.
44  |bid.
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new party by the name of the Liberal Union. It caim® existence by
the merger of all the personalities and splintesugs, opposed to the
CUP? Liberal Union soon after its coming into existerassumed the
role of a parliamentary opposition because mositsofounders were

already members of parliament. Just after 20 ddyisscexistence the
Liberal Union had to undergo an ordeal of contesfor the seat of the
Foreign Minister falling vacant on Rifat Pasa s@ppnent to London as
Ambassador. Tahir Hayreddin, a liberal journalistl don of the liberal
grand Vezir Tunuslu Hayreddin (d.1889) whereas M@m@&ey, the

sitting Minister of the Interior was the candidatethe Unionists. That
contest was won by the Liberal candidate by a ntgjof a single vote

of the Electoral Colleg&.

That defeat of the Unionists explicitly reflectdaetmood of the
people, which was not at all favorably disposedas the Unionists.
The voice of venerable Kamil Pasa also joined itherdls against them
pointing to the political prospects not auguringagal for the Unionists.
Faced with such ominous situation, the CUP adopked policy of
intrigue, procuring the dissolution of the parliarhé held the general
elections in April which rigged so thoroughly thatit of a total 275
members only six liberals could get through todchember’

After that contrived victory, Unionists shifted th@eadquarters to
Istanbul from Salonika. “Obedient parliament” andek and submissive
Sultan notwithstanding, the difficulties for the idnists seemed
multiplied. Within Turkey possibility of any lega legitimate
opposition was squashed ruthlessly inviting thusraegarliamentary
opposition in the form of the military to be actied, to the horror of
those wanted liberalism and democracy to prevalung army officers
in Rumelia took to the hills and forged allianceghwhlbanian rebels. In
May-June 1912 a group by the nameHafiskar Zabitanwas formed in
Istanbul comprising army officers in support of ttebels in Rumelia
with the objective of doing away with the illegabv@rnment and to
break the back of the CUP, to hold fresh and frieetiens so as to
ensure constitutional legalif§. Furthermore that group of the military

45  Ibid., p.221.

46 Ibid., and also seeThe Young Turks Children of the Borderlands.
www.dayan.org/currentcontents12-2003.htm, 135k éssed May 02, 2005).
University of Leiden. Also see Table of Contehtfp://countrystudies.us/turkey/
Source: U.S. Library of Congress. Accessed on 02 R095.

47  This election is known as “The Big-stick Eleatidor greater details see Bernard
Lewis, p.222.

48 Ibid., pp.223-24.




226 Pakistan Journal of History and Culture, VolIXXNo.1 (2008)

officers demanded a complete withdrawal of the Afroyn the politics.
On the other hand the situation in Albania wasiggtprecarious by the
end of June, causing serious alarm among the rahkke Unionist.
Gravity of the circumstance led the minister of Waahmud Sevket Pasa
to tender his resignation on 9 July but the cstitikept on mounting and
the Government had to seek the vote of confidentel® July. The
chamber approved the CUP overwhelmingly with oolyrfdissenters’

However, Halaskar Zabitanconjured up such a machination that
within 24 hours of the vote of confidence from dtember, Said Pasa
and his cabinet resigned. New cabinet was forme#@loduly 1912 and
Gazi Ahmed Muhtar Pasa tipped, as the Grand VezilevNazim Pasa
became Minister of War and Kamil Pasa as Presidkttie Council of
the State. However, by the October Kamil Pasa #utet Ahmed
Muhtar Pasa as Grand Vezir. The most significarthefrepercussions of
that change was off course the ouster of the COR foower and siege
was lifted on 23 July just to be reinforced agan6August. The CUP
dominated parliament was sent packing on 5 August @ath was
administered on all the serving officers not to diedn the politics.

In these circumstances the CUP was undoubtedly dmwmot out
and observing the situation very closely that wasoming graver with
every passing day. War was on against Italy wher2 @ctober 1912,
Turkey found itself having caught into the quagnbexause its Balkan
allies had turned their back on it. Consequentlyk@&y was left with no
other choice but to stick out a hand of reconadratto Italy on 17
October. The Balkan War ensued withalaskar Zabitanthe main force
behind the government fully occupied in waging welten the CUP
thought reaping advantage of the crisis and on &8iary 1913 the
Unionists embarked on a surprise assault. Enverl&kgp small band of
officers and forced his way into a cabinet roontirigl Nazim Pasa and
coercing Kamil Pasa to tender his resignation, twliagbsequently was
presented to Sultat.

Now again the CUP was saddled in power, havingoisteed firm
control over the army, the police and the governnuodfices. Mahmud
Sevket Pasa was appointed as Grand Vezir but maddem 11 June
1913.That eventuality afforded the CUP an oppotyuto shove aside
the last shreds of freedom and democracy. Mehmédl I$alim Pasa
(1863-1921) succeeded Mahmud Sevket Pasa as Grexid however;

49  Ibid.
50 Ibid., p.223.
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Talat, Enver and Cemal Pasas werediéactorulers of Turkey till 1918
with oligarchic dictatorship being the pattern ofrgrnance.

The political chaos entailed the assumption of polmethe CUP
and particularly after the revolution of 1908 isrptomatic of some mal
adjustment modern political idols that all the EBastsocieties come to
imbibe and practice. Freedom and democracy couleut in place in
the Asian/African countries as a result of a smdathsition. There had
been many hic ups in the realization of the dredndesmocracy and
freedom in the societies with the long history ofcgratic rule. With the
absence of political and economic institutions &ne conditions not
conducive for their birth and evolution, the notiohdemocracy could
not transpire into reality. The basic problem se¢mnbe a sudden leap
that the ruling class, inspired and equipped whih YWestern education,
took did not yield the aspired results and undadshly so. That has to
be a gradual process, not merely a simulation boéwa political and
social synthesis can only make the democratic idolk in the countries
like Turkey and Pakistan. Turkey is well on its wiayminimizing the
undue role of extra-political forces and it is saingly hoped, the same
happens in Pakistan before it is too late.



