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ABSTRACT

LIBERAL CRITICISM TOWARD THE UNIONIST POLICIES
DURING THE GREAT WAR:
ALI KEMAL AND THE SABAH / PEYAM-1 SABAH NEWSPAPER

ONUR CAKMUR
Master of Arts in Turkish Studies, July 2018
Thesis Advisor: Assoc. Prof. Selguk Aksin Somel

Keywords: Ali Kemal; Armistice press; First World War; Liberal opposition; Sabah

newspaper

The First World War that lasted from 1914 to 1918 occupies an important place
in Turkish History. However, in comparison with the Turkish War of Independence,
Ottoman experience of the Great War remains a relatively under-researched area. The
Committee of Union and Progress (CUP), which ruled the Ottoman Empire during the
War, constituted a dictatorship and kept the opposition under strict censorship. During
the armistice period, political pressure was lifted and the press became a platform for
criticism about the wartime policies of the Unionists and its consequences. Therefore,
this study primarily aims to analyze Sabah (from January 1920 onwards published as
Peyam-1 Sabah), a leading newspaper of the opposition, with regard to its perspective on
the War during the armistice period. The emphasis of the study will be on the editor-in-
chief of the paper, Ali Kemal, an iconic figure of the period, who had been very
influential especially in Sabah’s analyses regarding the War and the figures who were
responsible in this debacle. This study is also discussing the view propagated by Sabah,
which at the time became a major platform for liberal opponents of the CUP. Sabah’s
discourse has been examined in terms of four key themes, namely domestic policy,
foreign policy, wartime economy and policies regarding the non-Muslims. Despite
being deemed to be a traitor by many Turkish nationalist authors, Ali Kemal’s blatant
criticisms on the Unionist leadership proved to be resilient and parts of it were later
adopted by the historiography of the Republican period.



OZET

BiRINCI DUNYA SAVASI SIRASINDAKI ITTIHATCI POLITIKALARINA
YONELIK LIBERAL ELESTIiRILER:
ALI KEMAL VE SABAH / PEYAM-1 SABAH GAZETESI

ONUR CAKMUR
Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, Temmuz 2018
Tez Damismani: Dog. Dr. Selguk Aksin Somel

Anahtar Sozciikler: Ali Kemal; Birinci Diinya Savasi; Liberal muhalefet; Miitareke
basini; Sabah gazetesi

1914’ten 1918’e kadar siiren Birinci Diinya Savasi Tiirkiye tarihinde 6nemli bir
yer tutmaktadir. Bununla birlikte Milli Miicadele ile karsilastirildiginda Birinci Diinya
Savasi’ndaki Osmanli deneyimi gorece daha az arastirilan bir alan olarak kalmistir.
Osmanl1 Imparatorlugu’nu Birinci Diinya Savasi sirasinda ydneten lttihat ve Terakki
Cemiyeti bir askeri diktatorliik kurmus ve muhalefeti siki bir sansiir altinda tutmustur.
Miitareke doneminde politik baskinin kalkmasi iizerine, basin savas zamanindaki
politikalarin ve sonuglarinin elestirildigi bir platform haline gelmistir. Bu nedenle bu
calismanin ana hedefi muhaliflerin 6nde gelen bir gazetesi olan Sabah (Ocak 1920’den
itibaren Peyam-1 Sabah ismini almigtir) gazetesinin Miitareke dénemi sirasinda Birinci
Diinya Savasi’na bakis agisinin analiz edilmesidir. Bu c¢alismada &zellikle Sabah
gazetesinin Birinci Diinya Savasi ve bu felaketin sorumlular1 konusundaki analizleri
tizerinde ¢ok etkili oldugu bilinen basyazar1 ve Miitareke yillarinin ikonik bir figiirii
olan Ali Kemal Bey’in goriisleri vurgulanacaktir. Ayrica bu ¢aligmada o yilarda Ittihat
ve Terakki’nin liberal muhalifleri i¢in baslica tartisma ortami haline gelen Sabah’in
yaydig1 gortsler tartisilacaktir. Sabah’in sdylemi dort ana baslik altinda incelenecektir:
i¢ politika, dis politika, savas ekonomisi ve Gayrimiislimlere dair politikalar. Birgok
Tiirk milliyetgisi yazar tarafindan hain olarak addedilmesine ragmen, Ali Kemal’in
ittihatg1 lider kadroya dair bariz elestirileri zamana dayanmis ve kismen Cumbhuriyet
donemi tarthyazimi tarafindan da kullanilmigtir.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The First World War that lasted from 1914 to 1918 was a turning point in world
history. Apart from that, it was also the final step in the Ottoman Empire’s demise after
a long reign of more than 600 years over three continents. Therefore, the Great War
occupies an important place in Turkish History. However, in comparison with the
Turkish War of Independence, Ottoman experience of the First World War remained
relatively under-researched area.! Despite their strong tendentiousness, publications
produced by T.C. Genelkurmay Baskanlhigi Harp Tarihi Dairesi (War History
Department of the Turkish Armed Forces General Staff) concerning Ottoman fronts as
well as the numerous popular publications on the Dardanelles Front constituted the
major bibliography.

The CUP (Committee of Union and Progress) or, in Ottoman Turkish, [ttihdd ve
Terakki Cemiyeti dominated Ottoman political life between 1908 and 1918. It was a
secret and later a party that began as a part of the Young Turk opposition against the
autocracy of Abdiilhamid Il. They ruled the Ottoman Empire during the First World
War. Ever since the Ottoman defeat, the subject of the First World War in Turkey has

been under the shadow of discussions about unionist policies.?

* Omer Turan, “Turkish Historiography of The First World War”. Middle East Critique, 23:2, 2014; pp. 241-257.
2 ibid., p. 242



The Armistice period, which covers the years 1918-1922, witnessed important
social and political changes in Turkish History. One should consider the Armistice
period in a larger scope as a part of the transition process that would ultimately lead to
the formation of the Republic of Turkey. In addition, this period was a process of

survival against the new circumstances in the aftermath of a collapsed empire.

During the Armistice period, due to the devastation of the war, there was a major
rage against the leadership of the Union and Progress Party, who had played a decisive
role in the participation of the Empire into the war. In this period, media organs

assumed a key role in the political opposition that remained suppressed during the war.?

Therefore, in this study, the suppressed liberal opposition movement’s criticism
toward the unionist policies during the First World War will be evaluated by means of
related news and articles published in the Sabah (Morning), which was from January
1920 onwards published as Peyam-: Sabah (Morning Message). Time frame for the
evaluation is from the signing of the Armistice in late October 1918 to the official
occupation of Istanbul by Entente Powers in March 1920. Istanbul Daily Sabah is
chosen, since it has been one of the most vocal and influential opposition newspapers
during the period. Within this time frame, the perception of the First World War will be
analyzed in the light of the political trends of the period and tried to be evaluated within

the framework of the articles of Ali Kemal published in the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah.

This research has been conducted on the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah issues between
November 1918 and March 1920, which amounted approximately more than 400 issues.
It is undeniable that Istanbul press in the Armistice period has been subject to many
studies. Erol A. F. Baykal’s work, which covers the press of the period between 1908-
1923, gives important technical details on the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah and has been most
useful in my research.* Salih Tung’s thesis on the Istanbul Press during the Armistice

period has occasionally been referred to.>

3 Mustafa Ozdemir, “Miitareke Dénemi Siyasi Akimlarm Tiirk Basinindaki Yansimas1”. Cagdas Tiirkiye Tarihi
Aragtirmalar: Dergisi, V11/16-17, 2008/Bahar-Giiz, pp. 203-226.

4 Erol Adnan Ferdi Baykal, The Ottoman Press, 1908-1923 (doctoral thesis). University of Cambridge, 2013.
S SalihTung, sgal Doneminde Istanbul Basini (1918-1922), (Basilmamus Doktora Tezi), Istanbul, 1999.

2



When discussing the Armistice Istanbul, | used Nur Bilge Criss’s work Istanbul
under Allied Occupation 1918-1923 as a major source.® Although sources written in
English are limited, there are a number of Turkish sources, most notable among them is
Sina Akgin’s Istanbul Hiikiimetleri ve Milli Miicadele (Istanbul Cabinets and Turkish
War of National Liberation). It presents a detailed description of the political struggle in
the Ottoman capital.” There is wide selection of memoirs related to the period. For this

study, memoirs of Refik Halid proved to be useful.®

In analyzing the First World War, Yusuf Hikmet Bayur’s work became a major
point of reference when understanding the diplomatic aspect of the events in the run up
to the First World War.® Another major work for my research was Aksakal’s Ottoman
Road to War, which specifically focuses on the period between the alliance with
Germany and the Ottoman entry into the war in late October 1914.1° Omer Turan also
thoroughly reviews the Turkish historiography on the First World War.** Other recent
publications providing new insights on the Ottoman war experience include Mehmet
Besik¢i’s The Ottoman mobilization of manpower in the First World War. Between
voluntarism and resistance, E.J. Erickson’s 1. Diinya Savasi’'nda Osmanh 1914-1918
(Gallipoli & The Middle East / 1914-1918), Stanford J Shaw’s The Ottoman Empire in
World War |, Marian Kent’s edited volume The Great Powers and the End of the
Ottoman Empire.*2 On the experiences at the Syrian front M. Talha Cicek’s War and
State Formation in Syria. Cemal Pasha's governorate during World War I, 1914-1917
should be mentioned.'® For the Unionist policies against the Armenians during First
World War, Adanir & Ozel’s edited volume: 1915 Siyaset, Techir, Soykirim (1915

Politics, Deportation, Genocide) as well as F Diindar’s [ttihat ve Terakki'nin

6 Nur Bilge Criss, Istanbul under Allied Occupation 1918-1923. Leiden and Boston, MA: Brill, 1999.

7 Sina Aksin, Istanbul Hiikiimetleri Ve Milli Miicadele: Mutlakiyete Déoniis (1918-1919). Cilt I, Tiirkiye Is Bankas
Yayinlari, Ankara 1998.

8 Refik Halid Karay, Minelbab Ilelmihrab, Inkilap Kitabevi, Istanbul, 2015.
9 Yusuf Hikmet Bayur, Tiirk Inkilabi Tarihi, Cilt. 111, Kisim 1, Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Basimevi, Ankara, 1991.

10 Mustafa Aksakal, The Ottoman Road to War in 1914: The Ottoman Empire and the First World War, Cambridge,
Cambridge University Press, 2008.

1 Omer Turan, “Turkish Historiography of The First World War”. Middle East Critique, 23:2, 2014; pp. 241-257.

12 M. Besikei. The Ottoman mobilization of manpower in the First World War. Between voluntarism and resistance.
Brill, Leiden, 2012; E.J. Erickson, 1. Diinya Savasi 'nda Osmanl 1914-1918, TimasYaymlar1, Istanbul, 2011; S. J
Shaw. The Ottoman Empire in World War 1. 2 vols. Turkish Historical Society, Ankara, 2006-2008; Marian Kent
(Ed), The Great Powers and the End of the Ottoman Empire. London: Frank Cass, 1996.

13 M. Talha Cicek. War and State Formation in Syria. Cemal Pasha's governorate during World War 1, 1914-1917.
Routledge, London and New York, 2014.



Miisliimanlar: Iskan Politikas: (1913-18) [The Muslim settlement policy of Union and
Progress (1913-18)] are noteworthy.** Concerning the Muslim population losses, see
Justin Mc Carthy’s Death and exile: the ethnic cleansing of Ottoman Muslims, 1821-
1922, 1°

As being chief editor of the Sabah/Peyam-1 Sabah, Ali Kemal was the key
person for my thesis. In order to discuss Ali Kemal’s place in the Ottoman history, the
first source to refer was obviously his autobiography published in Peyam between 1913-
1914.%® Gezgin’s work should be considered by far the most detailed and thoroughly
researched biography of Ali Kemal and proved to be useful in this research.!’” Ali Kemal
certainly belongs to the group known as Ottoman liberals of the Second Constitutional
Period. Ali Birinci’s work Hiirriyet ve Itilaf Firkas: (Liberty and Entente Party - LEP)
which is still considered the prominent work on the LEP is very useful in understanding

the program and views of the Ottoman liberals.

The deportations and massacres that victimized in general non-Muslims and in
particular the Armenians was a fundamental in Ali Kemal’s portrayal of the legacy of
the First World War. Turan and Oztan’s joint work sheds light on the debate in Istanbul
Press on the Armenian deportations popularly named at the time as “Tehcir ve Taktil”
(deportation and massacre).'® Another important article on the Armenian issue in the
Armistice press was written by Biinyamin Kocaoglu who categorized different political

camps that took place in the argument.?

In order to understand the wartime economic policies of the regime and the
corruption associated with it Zafer Toprak’s Milli Iktisat (National Economy) still

preserves its foremost place in the field. This work covers both the theoretical debates

14 F, Adanir & O. Ozel (eds.). 1915 Siyaset, Techir, Soykirum (1915 politics, deportation and genocide), Tarih Vakfi
Yurt Yayinlari, Istanbul 2015; F. Diindar, Jttihat ve Terakki'nin Miisliimanlar: Iskan Politikast (1913-18). Iletisim,
2001.

15 Justin Mc Carthy, Death and exile: the ethnic cleansing of Ottoman Muslims, 1821-1922. Princeton, Darwin Press,
1995.

16 Ali Kemal, Omriim. Yayrma Hazirlayan: Zeki Kuneralp, ISIS Yayimeilik, 1985.
17 Faruk Gezgin, Ali Kemal: Bir Muhalifin Hikdyesi, Isis Yayimcilik, Istanbul 2010.
18 Ali Birinci, Hiirriyet Ve Itilaf Firkasi, Dergah Yaymlari, Istanbul, 1990.

19 Omer Turan, , Giiven Giirkan Oztan, Deviet Akli ve 1915, Tiirkiye’de “Ermeni Meselesi” Anlatisinin Insast,
fletisim Yayinlari, 2018.

20 Biinyamin Kocaoglu, Miitareke Basininda Ermeni Meselesi Tartigmalari, History Studies: International Journal of
History, 2013.
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of the period and the detailed outline of the economic policies implemented by the

Unionists.?

At the end of my readings, | realized that the Armistice period witnessed vibrant
debates on the future of the Empire as well as the legacy of the First World War and this
was reflected nowhere more strongly than the press of the time. However, as the focus
of this research, the Sabah’s view on the First World War cannot be considered
independent of the political climate of the capital and the agendas of the political actors.
Therefore, | tried to summarize my understanding of political and socio-economic
turmoil of the Armistice period not only from the major sources that I mentioned but

also from many other secondary sources.

In 1918, after four years of brutal war, it seemed that the writing was on the wall
for the Ottoman Empire and its allies. For the Central Powers, the autumn of 1918
witnessed a total collapse on all fronts, from the Western Front to the Middle East.
When the defeat on the Palestinian front became combined with the Bulgarian
Armistice, the wartime CUP government (Talat Pasha Cabinet) resigned and the new
Ottoman government, i.e. the Ahmet lIzzet Pasha Cabinet, saw no other choice but to
sign an Armistice. On 30 October 1918, the Armistice of Mudros (Mondros Miitarekesi)

was signed between the Ottoman Empire and the Entente Powers.?

During the war, the CUP regime constituted a dictatorship. The secret escape of
the inner circle of Unionists, namely Talat, Enver and Cemal Pashas, with a German
submarine on November 1, 1918 created a power vacuum in the capital. This period,
which is the focus of this study, from the signing of the Armistice in late October 1918
to the official occupation of Istanbul by Entente Powers in March 1920 witnessed a
political struggle by the remaining actors to fill this power vacuum. These actors were
the Palace, the Liberal opposition, the Entente Powers and the remaining Unionist

organization.?®

21 Zafer Toprak, Tiirkiye'de "Millf iktisat" 1908-1918, Yurt Yayinlari, 1982

22 M. Besikgi. The Ottoman mobilization of manpower in the First World War. Between voluntarism and resistance.
Brill, Leiden, 2012; E.J. Erickson, 1. Diinya Savasi 'nda Osmanli 1914-1918, Timas Yayinlari, Istanbul, 2011; S. J
Shaw. The Ottoman Empire in World War 1. 2 vols. Turkish Historical Society, Ankara, 2006-2008; Marian Kent
(Ed), The Great Powers and the End of the Ottoman Empire. London: Frank Cass, 1996.

23 Nur Bilge Criss, Istanbul under Allied Occupation 1918-1923. Leiden and Boston, MA: Brill, 1999; Sina Aksin,
Istanbul Hiikiimetleri Ve Milli Miicadele: Mutlakiyete Déoniis (1918-1919). Cilt 1, Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yayinlari,
Ankara 1998; Erik J. Ziircher, Modernlesen Tiirkiye nin Tarihi, Istanbul, Tletisim Yaynlar1, 2009, s. 203

5



The CUP had kept the press under strict censorship through violating the
constitutional guarantees on the freedoms of speech and press.?* It was a common
practice to exile political opponents out of the capital or to close down the newspapers
by an order of the government. The period after the signing of the Armistice of Mudros
marked the beginning of a political climate that turned against the Unionists who had
held absolute power during the previous five years. In addition, the new government
declared general amnesty on October 20, 1918 for political “criminals” who had been

exiled to internal parts of Anatolia during the CUP’s rule.?®

After the escape of the CUP leadership, political pressure on the press was lifted
which opened a new era. Political exiles who had been longing for the revenge for years
returned to the capital. A variety of new newspapers and magazines initiated
publication. There were approximately 11 Turkish newspaper published in Istanbul
during the Armistice.?® Closely connected to the political turmoil in the Ottoman capital
and with the end of wartime censorship, the press became a platform for lively debates
about the wartime policies of the Unionists and its consequences. At this point, the
destruction, defeat and misery suffered between 1912 and 1918 began to be questioned
by the press. In short, the Ottoman capital rediscovered political opposition and self-

criticism within a relatively free political environment.?’

Since the CUP government had kept the opponents under strict censorship and
had not allowed any criticism during the war; a struggle between the CUP and the LEP
supporters became an important issue after the removal of censorship. Especially the
anti-unionist press, Sabah, Peyam and Alemdar found fertile ground to vent hitherto
suppressed animosities. A bitter and vengeful opposition was born in Istanbul. CUP and

LEP partisanship became dominant in the media.?®

The Sabah (Morning) and later the Peyam-: Sabah (Morning Message) was one

of the most influential newspapers during the late Ottoman period. It was published in

24 SalihTung, [sgal Déneminde Istanbul Basin (1918-1922), (Basilmamis Doktora Tezi), Istanbul, 1999, s. 19.
25 Nur Bilge Criss, Istanbul under Allied Occupation 1918-1923. Leiden and Boston, MA: Brill, 1999, p 45.
2% ibid., p 46.

27 Ayhan Aktar, “Debating the Armenian Massacres in the Last Ottoman Parliament, November December 1918,
History Workshop Journal 2007, 64, 240-270; Mustafa Ozdemir, “Miitareke Dénemi Siyasi Akimlarm Tiirk
Basinindaki Yansimas1”. Cagdas Tiirkiye Tarihi Arastirmalart Dergisi, V11/16-17, 2008/Bahar-Giiz, pp. 203-226.

2Nur Bilge Criss, Istanbul under Allied Occupation 1918-1923. Leiden and Boston, MA: Brill, 1999, p 45.
6



Istanbul between 1876 and 1922.%° During the Armistice period, the chief editor of the
Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah was Ali Kemal. Ali Kemal was an important figure of the late
Ottoman period. As an extreme type of westernized intellectual rising from the Young
Turk tradition, his obsession with politics and his critical attitude led him to experience
the oppression of the CUP authorities.®® Under Ali Kemal’s leadership, the
Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah took an anti-unionist and pro-allied attitude. He wrote articles,
which strongly criticized the CUP. After the Armistice, Ali Kemal actively engaged in
politics being one of the founders of the Osmanli Sulh ve Selamet Cemiyeti (Ottoman

Peace and Salvation Association) and later the general secretary of the LEP.

The source of the conflict between the CUP and the LEP actually might be
traced back to the years before the second constitutional period to the Young Turk
movement abroad against the Hamidian regime. An important turning point came in
1902 during the First Young Turk congress in Paris when Prince Sabahaddin and his
followers publicly dissociated themselves from the centralist faction under Ahmed Riza
and advocated the formation of a de-centralized Ottoman Empire. After 1908 Prince
Sabahaddin’s followers established the Ahrar Furkas: (Party of Ottoman Liberals).
Ahrar envisioned the formation of a decentralist Ottoman Empire in a more
cosmopolitan character which would provide equality between various ethnic elements
constituting the Empire. However, the party had a short lifespan and practically ceased
to exist after the crushing of the 31 March incident in 1909.3!

The Hiirriyet ve Itilaf Firkas: was formed as a broad coalition of many CUP
opponents in 1911 and it can be considered as the inheritor of Ahrar’s ideology. The
party received considerable support from non-Muslims and non-Turkish Muslims. As a
successor to the former Ahrar Party, it continued to defend decentralism and considered
Turkism and Islamism as destructive currents that would hasten the Empire’s collapse
and dismemberment. Another consistent element associated with the party was its

attitude in foreign policy. The party remained firm on the issue of cultivating good

2Selguk Aksin Somel, The A to Z of the Ottoman Empire, Rowman&Littlefield, 2010, p. 254

$Biilent Cukurova, “Biiyiik Taarruz Giinlerinde Ali Kemal ve Siyasi Goriisleri”, Ankara Universitesi Tiirk Inkilap
Tarihi Enstitiisii Atatiirk Yolu Dergisi, C. 6, S. 23, Mayis-Kasim, 2001, s. 357

31 Tarik Zafer Tunaya, Tiirkiye de Siyasal Partiler, Cilt I, 1. Mesrutiyet Dénemi, {letisim Yayinlari, 5. Baski, 2015,
ss: 175-187.
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relations with Britain. For them Britain was an indispensible assurance for maintaining

the territorial integrity of the Ottoman Empire.32

Ahmad defined them as the liberal faction of the Young Turks who belong to the
upper classes of Ottoman Society. They were well educated, westernized and
cosmopolitan.®® The sources on the period agrees that there is a continuity of ideas and
cadres beginning from the Young Turk split of 1902 to Ahrar Firkas1 and later joining
Hiirriyet ve tilaf Firkasi. There is a bit of a controversy about the post-war refoundation
of Hiirriyet ve Itilaf Firkasi of which Ali Kemal became General Secretary. While
Aksin and Tunaya accepts the latter as the continuation of the former, Ali Birinci
considers the second Hiirriyet ve Itilaf as a different party who exploited the fame of the

former party.3*

According to Aksin this liberal opposition remained weak throughout the period
and failed to act decisively when the Unionists fell from power. This was also the case
after the Armistice. Aksin argues that the influence of the palace and the Entente
Powers actually had been far greater than the liberals on Istanbul governments.
Tunaya’s work on the political parties of the period also supports this.>> Although at
times Ali Kemal claimed to be speaking on behalf of “the opposition”, it would be
difficult to speak of a united opposition.

In line with this understanding of the Armistice period, after the introduction,
the newspaper Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah will be introduced with regard to its foundation,

history and its place in the Ottoman press history in the second chapter of this thesis.

In the third chapter of the thesis, a short biography of Ali Kemal will be
provided in order to shed light to his upbringing and intellectual development. Ali
Kemal’s imprint had been a fundamental element of the paper in the timespan of this

research.

32 Ali Birinci, Hiirriyet Ve Itilaf Firkasi, Dergah Yaymnlari, Istanbul, 1990, s. 57-60.
33 Feroz Ahmad, The Making of Modern Turkey. London: Routledge, 1993, pp. 33-34.

3 Tarik Zafer Tunaya,.Tiirkiye "de Siyasal Partiler, Cilt I, Miitareke Donemi, iletisim Yayinlari, 5. Baski, 2015,.pp.
271-272; Sina Aksin, Istanbul Hiikiimetleri Ve Milli Miicadele: Mutlakiyete Doniis (1918-1919). Cilt I, Tiirkiye I
Bankas1 Yayinlari, Ankara 1998; Ali Birinci, Hiirriyet Ve Itilaf Firkast, Dergah Yaymlari, Istanbul, 1990.

% Sina Aksin, Istanbul Hiikiimetleri Ve Milli Miicadele: Mutlakiyete Doniis (1918-1919). Cilt 1, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi
Yayinlari, Ankara 1998; Tarik Zafer Tunaya, Tiirkiye 'de Siyasal Partiler, Cilt II, Miitareke Dénemi, Iletisim
Yaylari, 5. Baski, 2015,



In the fourth chapter, I firstly will mention the road to war and the lack of a
political consensus concerning the entry into the war inside the government. It will be
emphasized how the machinations of a tiny clique within the government itself led to
the Ottoman entry into the First World War.

The perception and criticism of the First World War by Ali Kemal between
October 1918 and April 1920 will be analyzed through the following themed order:
Firstly, the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah’s views and on domestic policy will be covered in
chapter five. The Sixth chapter will focus on the newspaper’s and especially Ali
Kemal’s views on foreign policy, his portrayal of the power blocs and war in Europe.
The seventh chapter will look upon the regime’s policy against non-Muslims with
particular emphasis on the Armenians. The final chapter will consist of the newspaper’s
criticism on the wartime regime’s economic policies and the corruption associated with

them.



CHAPTER 2

THE SABAH/PEYAM-I SABAH NEWSPAPER:

A BRIEF INTRODUCTION AND ANALYSIS

The Sabah (Morning) was one of the most influential newspapers during the late
Ottoman period. In terms of daily circulation, it was one of the major dailies of the
period. Although exact circulation numbers of newspapers for this period are not readily
available, a British foreign office report on Turkey for 1906 estimated a circulation of
9,000 for fkdam (Effort), 6,500 for the Sabah and 1,000 each for Saadet (Felicity) and
Terciiman-1 Hakikat (Interpreter of Truth), what it called "noteworthy newspapers". The
British foreign office’s "Guide to the Press of Egypt and the Soudan and
Constantinople”, published in 1921, estimated a daily circulation of 8,000 to 10,000 for
the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah. According to this numbers, the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah called

as the largest opposition newspaper for that period.%

Sabah’s publication policy from the beginning was to be a newspaper that would
appeal to the common people. In its first issue, this purpose was explained as being
simply written that everyone could understand, short enough not to be boring and cheap
enough to be bought by everyone. In addition to that, the Sabah was also kept rich in

terms of content including different literary genres such as novel, article, letter, column

3 Erol Adnan Ferdi Baykal, The Ottoman Press, 1908-1923 (doctoral thesis). University of Cambridge, 2013, p.
129
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and short story and mentioning a wide variety of subjects namely politics, literature,

medicine, military, history to make the paper more popular.®’

This publication policy made the Sabah a strong brand by the time. Therefore, it
had a long life span from 1876 to 1922 and published fairly consistently throughout the
entire period with minor and insignificant gaps. For instance, the Sabah had to cease its
publication from March until May 1916, because it had simply run out of paper.®
Continuity was also due to success in adjusting its attitude according to the current
political powers. In this regard, the Sabah was run as a profit-driven publication. The
Sabah did not only thrive under Abdiilhamid, but also successfully made the transition
from being a mouthpiece of the palace to becoming a defender of the new constitutional
regime and later British patronage.®® In January 1920, the Sabah was renamed as the
Peyam-: Sabah (Morning Message). The Peyam-: Sabah was a combination of the old

established, formerly prudent, the Sabah, with Ali Kemal’s paper Peyam.*

The daily Sabah first began to be published in 1876 by a bookbinder named
Papadopoulos. The first editor-in-chief of the newspaper was Semsettin Sami Frasheri.
Because of frequent problems with the censorship followed by the resignation of
Semsettin Sami, the Sabah was sold to Mihran Efendi in 1882. Mihran Efendi increased
the subvention of the paper with the policy of blandishing Abdiilhamit.** During these
years the newspaper was generously funded by Abdulhamid Il. In 1908, Mihran efendi
played a leading role in the lifting of the censorship and initially supported the
Unionists. Intellectuals such as Diran Kelekyan, Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢in and Yahya
Kemal Beyatli contributed to the Sabah.*? At the end of the First World War, Mihran
Efendi hired Ali Kemal, who was the owner of the newspaper Peyam and an anti-
Unionist. Under Ali Kemal’s editorship, the Sabah became the voice of the anti-CUP
opposition. After becoming Peyam-: Sabah, it took a pro-allied attitude and opposed the

37 Inci Enginiin, Yeni Tiirk Edebiyat: “Tanzimat’tan Cumhuriyet’e”, Dergah Yayinlari, Istanbul, 2007, P: 77.

38 Erol Adnan Ferdi Baykal, The Ottoman Press, 1908-1923 (doctoral thesis). University of Cambridge, 2013,, p.
147

3 ibid., p. 186.

40 Yiicel Giiclii, Zeki Kuneralp and the Turkish Foreign Service. Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2015, pp. 52-
53.

4 Ali Gozeller, Osmanli-Alman Yakinlasmasinin Basina Yansimasi: Sabah Gazetesi Ornegi (1889-1895),
Marmara Universitesi Istanbul, 2005 p.4

42 Somel, Selcuk Aksin, The A to Z of the Ottoman Empire, Rowman & Littlefield, 2010, p. 254
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nationalist movement in Anatolia. Shortly after the murder of Ali Kemal in 1922, the
Peyam-: Sabah ceased its publication.** In order to understand, how the Sabah/Peyam-:

Sabah came to such an end, one must assess its policy during the Armistice period.

Towards the end of the First World War, the relaxation of the censorship
enabled Ali Kemal to write again. His first articles appeared in the Sabah in July 1918.
From 17 October onwards, Ali Kemal wrote as the chief editor of the Sabah. The design
and publication policy of the paper was without doubt determined by Ali Kemal during

that period.

Under his guidance, the Sabah was published in two pages with six columns. Its
first page began with the main article by Ali Kemal which covers the first 2 or 3
columns, Miistehbarat-1 Hususiye (Special News) which gives the headline news came
after the main article and covers two columns, apart from those first page also contained
various Foreign news especially related with the Peace Conference and Entente politics.
First page ended with Bir Diisiince (A Thought) anonymously written by Ali Kemal.
The second page included Dahili Suun (Domestic News) with various domestic

infomations. The last two columns of the paper were reserved for ads and commercials.

During the Armistice period, the Sabah brought the past crimes of the Unionist
governments on the agenda and urged the present governments to take active measures
against the ones who were responsible.** Past wartime policies of the Unionist
governments had a large place on this newspaper’s agenda. It portrayed the period from
1913 to 1918 as a period of indescribable maladministration, corruption, massacres. It
could be said that the paper commenced a “unionist scare” in Istanbul. The paper
continuously claimed that Unionists still held considerable influence in the army and
bureaucracy and their party was still active under a different name, i.e. The Party of
Renovation (Teceddiid Firkast). The Sabah blamed the Ahmed Izzet Pasha Government
for the flight of the strongmen of the CUP — Enver, Talat, Cemal Pashas and others- and
attacked it as a rump cabinet of the Unionists. The Ottoman Chamber of Deputies
(Meclis-i Mebusan) also took its share of the Unionist scare. Until its dissolution on 21

December, it remained as one of the institutions targeted by the paper. Despite showing

4 Hifz1 Topuz, 100 Soruda Tiirk Basin Tarihi, Gergek Yaymevi 1973, p. 78.
4 Ali Kemal, “Biz Muhalifler Kimleriz ve Neler Istiyoruz”, Sabah no: 10449-10450, 19-20 December 1918
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reaction to the Armistice terms the Sabah advised conciliation with the Entente Powers
to achieve better peace terms.*®

The Sabah actively campaigned for a government consisting of anti-CUP
oppositionists. After the resignation of Ahmet Izzet Pasha government, Ali Kemal
supported the new Tevfik Pasha government, which was formed on 11 November 1918,
and hoped that it would pave the way for a cabinet based on anti-CUP oppositionists.
While initially welcoming the Tevfik Pasha government, by time the paper became
critical of it and accused it of ineffectiveness and being indecisive against the Unionists

which it saw as war criminals. %6

After entering the cabinet, Ali Kemal ceased writing in the Sabah; he was
replaced by Refik Halid, who continued Ali Kemal’s line urging immediate action
against the remaining Unionists. Refik Halid celebrated the formation of the first Damat
Ferid Pasha Cabinet in March 1919, which he considered to be a true Liberty and
Entente cabinet. He depicted the past 4 months after the Armistice as wasted time and a
reign of disorder and claimed that this government with a clear party program would be

the solution to the country’s turmoil.*’

Ali Kemal returned to the paper in January 1920 when he ran into financial
difficulties with his own paper Peyam. The paper turned into a joint ownership between
Ali Kemal and Mihran Efendi with a new name: Peyam-: Sabah. This formation
coincided with the allied occupation of Istanbul, which resulted in a radical split
between Anatolia and Istanbul. From that time onwards, the Peyam-: Sabah led a smear
campaign against the Nationalist Movement, which it considered the continuation of

Unionism.

After being Peyam-: Sabah, the paper also began to be published in four pages
with seven columns. In addition to politics, the Peyam-: Sabah also published articles
on culture and literature. These were published under different columns named Tarih

Musahabeleri (History Talks), Edebi Musahabeler (Literary Talks), Ramazan

4 Ali Kemal, “Nasil bir hiikiimet isteriz”, Sabah no: 10406, 7 Kasim 1918, “Ingiliz Dostlugu”, Sabah, nr 10408,
9 Kasim 1918

6 Faruk Gezgin, Ali Kemal: Bir Muhalifin Hikdyesi, isis Yayimcilik, Istanbul 2010, p.
47 Refik Halid, “Miitecanis Kabine”, Sabah no: 10525, 5 March 1919-
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Musahabeleri (Ramadan Talks). In addition to those, the Peyam-: Sabah also published
a literary supplement albeit not on a regular basis. In this period, the paper began to
enjoy a disproportionate amount of advertisement when compared with other
contemporary newspapers.*® Therefore, the last five columns of the paper were reserved

for ads and commercials.

Here one must note that advertisements are essential for the survival of a daily.
Advertising can be considered an indirect way of funding a newspaper. Advertisers may
have some sort of influence over the press. In the case of Peyam-: Sabah, even though
Ali Kemal denied receiving funds from the British, it seems that the Peyam-: Sabah
enjoyed British support through advertising, because of its political stance. The
newspaper was favored by the Allied Administration and foreign companies, suggesting
that the political link was further cemented by financial support. The newspapers’
advertisement pages were full of a wide array of foreign companies’ ads including
American Foreign Trade Corporation, Banco di Roma, Guarentee Trust Company of
New York and Edwards and Sons (Near East) Ltd.*°

Despite being against the Nationalist movement, the paper’s tone proved to be
harmonious with British policy and the Allied control of censorship. For instance in
early 1921 when the British considered it essential to compromise with the Ankara
government, the Peyam-: Sabah also moderated its tone and celebrated Ankara’s

victories against the Greeks.>°

Regardless of the continuing military successes of the Ankara Government, Ali
Kemal staunchly insisted that diplomacy was the only viable way to save the country
and clung on to this belief until the very end. In the very end, Ali Kemal accepted his
mistake maintaining that his purpose was the same but the means were different. Shortly
after that Ali Kemal was fired by Mihran Efendi. Then Mihran efendi sold the paper and
fled abroad.®!

8 Erol Adnan Ferdi Baykal, The Ottoman Press, 1908-1923 (doctoral thesis). University of Cambridge, 2013, p.
150

4 ibid., p. 151.
%0 ibid., p. 167.
5L Hifz1 Topuz, 100 Soruda Tiirk Basn Tarihi, Gergek Yaymevi 1973, p. 78.
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As a conclusion, the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah newspaper was mostly run by Ali
Kemal during the Armistice Period. Therefore, it mostly reflected Ali Kemal’s personal
views, which were always fiercely against the CUP and later against the National
Movement in Ankara.>® Ali Kemal’s stubborn attitude against the Nationalist movement
left him no room to compromise. He had acquired a lot of enemies and when Ankara
emerged victorious in August 1922 his fate had already been sealed along with the 46
year old Sabah.

52 Yiicel Giiglii, Zeki Kuneralp and the Turkish Foreign Service. Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2015, pp. 52-53
15



CHAPTER 3

WHO WAS ALI KEMAL? HIS PLACE IN THE LATE OTTOMAN
INTELLECTUAL AND POLITICAL HISTORY

After the Great War, Mihran Efendi, the owner of the newspaper Sabah, hired
Ali Kemal as the chief editor. Ali Kemal (1869-1922) was a journalist, novelist, poet
and politician. He worked as the editor of various newspapers including the Turkish
dailies fkdam, Peyam, Sabah and Peyam-: Sabah. He also shortly served as the minister
of Education and later as the Minister of Interior in the postwar governments. In the late
Ottoman period, Ali Kemal became one of the leading figures of journalistic and
political life. He was one of the journalists who severely criticized the administration of
the CUP. He also did not support the national struggle and claimed that the National
Forces (Kuva-y: Milliye) with its different name was just the another version of
CUP.%3.This oppositional stance of him caused him to be seen as a traitor and paved the
way for lynching of him by the “people” in Izmit.>* In order to understand, how his life

came to this tragic end, one must assess his lifestory.

Ali Kemal was born in 1869 in Siileymaniye neighborhood of Istanbul. After
being banished from the Giilhane Military Secondary School, he entered the Miilkiye
(the School of Civil Service) in 1882. During these years, initially he grew an interest

for poetry publishing in literary journals. Because of his sympathy for the poet Namik

53 Fevzi CAKMAK, “Kuva-y1 Milliye Hareketine Kars1 Farkli Bir Bakis: Ali Kemal”, Kuva-y: Milliye 'nin 90.
Yilinda [zmir Ve Bati Anadolu, Uluslararasi Sempozyum Bildirileri, 6-8 Eyliil 2009, p. 742

54 Orhan Karaveli, Ali Kemal: "belki de bir giinah kegisi ". Istanbul: Kirmizi Kedi Yaymevi, 2017; Fevzi
CAKMAK, "Ali Kemal: Belki Bir Glinah Kegisi". Cagdas Tiirkiye Tarihi Arastirmalar1 Dergisi 7 (2008): p. 435
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Kemal, he took the name Kemal, instead of his real name, Ali Riza.>® Later under the
influence of his instructors, especially Mizanct Murad, his interest shifted towards
social and political issues.>® He decided to learn French better and travelled to France
without graduating from the school in 1887. In France, he cultivated relations with
various Ottoman groups and improved his French. After staying for 9 months, he
returned and continued his education at the Miilkiye. In 1888, he was arrested with his
friends on the grounds that they had formed a secret organization. After being

imprisoned for 9 months, he was exiled to Aleppo.®’

In Aleppo, he taught history and literature at the High School of Aleppo.
However, he returned from his exile without permission and when ordered to go on
exile for a second time, he fled to Paris. In Paris, he began auditing literature and law
lectures at Sorbonne and later enrolled in Ecole Libre des Sciences Politiques. For the
first time he engaged in professional journalism with his letters to /kdam, famously
known as “Paris Musahabeleri” (Paris Conversations). He began to work as the Paris
reporter of the newspaper Jkdam introducing to the Ottoman reader Western society and
literature. However, this seems more to be his own claim than a fact. Despite being
popular and brought him fame, it is often assumed that parts of his Paris Musahabeleri
are actually translations from French newspapers. Refik Halid -a famous writer and a
contemporary of Ali Kemal- mentions an incident in his memoirs, he explains that while
writing about the palace of Elize for fkdam, Ali Kemal Bey actually quoted the reporter
of the French newspaper Figaro and published it under his name without any
reference.>® In Paris, he also joined the flourishing Young Turk Movement and adopted
a conciliatory stance between the Sultan Abdulhamid Il and the Young Turk
Opposition. After the dispute between the Young Turk leaders, Mizanct Murad Bey and
Ahmed Riza Bey, led to a split within the Young Turk movement, Ali Kemal Bey also
parted his way with the Young Turks.>® Ali Kemal Bey considered the Young Turk
struggle as futile and became closer to the Palace. He was instrumental in convincing

Mizanct Murat to negotiate with the Sultan and return to Istanbul. As a token of

55 Yiicel Giiclii, Zeki Kuneralp and the Turkish Foreign Service. Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2015, p. 30.
S6Ali KEMAL, Omriim, Yayima Hazirlayan: Zeki Kuneralp, isis Yaymmeilik, 1985, pp. 63-64

57 Faruk Gezgin, Ali Kemal: Bir Muhalifin Hikdyesi, Isis Yayimeilik, Istanbul 2010, p. 55.

58 Refik Halid Karay, Minelbab Ilelmihrab, Inkilap Kitabevi, Istanbul, 2015, pp. 106 - 107

5 Mustafa UZUN, “Ali Kemal”, TDV Islam Ansiklopedisi, Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Yaymlari, Ankara, 1989, C. 2,
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gratitude, he was rewarded with the position of second secretary of the Ottoman
Embassy in Brussels in 1897.%° This incident became decisive in Ali Kemal’s long

lasting enmity with the Unionists and later with National Forces.

After his appointment to the Ottoman Embassy in Brussels, he remained in Paris
concerning himself with his education. Even though being absent from his post most of
the time, Ali Kemal continued to receive his salary, even after resigning his post.?* In
early 1900, Ali Kemal went to Egypt to manage the farm estate of Ahmed Celaleddin
Pasha who had been the head of Sultan Abdulhamid II’s secret police. While in Egypt,
Ali Kemal began gambling on the stock market and collected a fortune during the cotton
boom. However, this did not last long and he went bankrupt with the crisis. Ali Kemal’s
interest in the stock market continued well into his later life and he experienced a lot of
fortunes and bankruptcies.®? His years in Egypt witnessed a productive period in his
journalism. Ali Kemal briefly attempted to publish his own journal called “Mecmua-i
Kemal”, however he abandoned this project because of financial difficulties. He made
various publications from his memoirs in Tunisia collected in his book Tunus (Tunisia)
to a newspaper called the Tiirk. He also published a book called Mesele-i Sarkiye:
Medhal (Eastern Question: Introduction) pointing the importance of the “Eastern

Question”.

His intellectual activity in Egypt shed light on Ali Kemal’s political views. In
Egypt he entered an argument with Yusuf Akgura, a staunch defender of Turkism. Ali
Kemal argued that all three of Akgura’s options to preserve the Empire in Uc Tarz-i
Siyaset namely Ottomanism, Islamism and Turkism were futile projects and a social
development should be preceded by the material and mental development of Turks as

individuals.®®

It is important to note that Ali Kemal’s activities in Europe and Egypt led to a
great deal of controversy. According to the Unionists abroad, Ali Kemal served as an
informant and mediator of Abdulhamid Il. His acts in that regard included the disruption

60 Faruk Gezgin, Ali Kemal: Bir Muhalifin Hikdyesi, Isis Yayimeilik, Istanbul 2010, p. 78.
61 ibid., P 76.
62 Yahya Kemal, Sivasi ve Edebi Portreler, istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 5. Baski, 2014, p. 77

8 Yusuf Akcura, Ug Tarz-1 Siyaset. Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Basimevi, Ankara, 1976; Faruk Gezgin, Ali Kemal: Bir
Mubhalifin Hikdyesi, Isis Yayrmcilik, Istanbul 2010, p. 110-111.
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of the printing of a newspaper named Osmanli in Geneva and manipulating other Young
Turks into supporting himself in order to turn them over to the Sultan. Contemporary
Young Turks, like Ahmed Bedevi Kuran, claimed that Ali Kemal had been recruited on
the Sultan’s payroll by Ahmed Celaleddin Pasha who was the man sent to Europe by the
Sultan to cripple the Young Turk movement.%

He returned to Istanbul shortly before the Young Turk Revolution.®® In Istanbul,
Ali Kemal became the editor-in-chief of the newspaper fkdam and lectured history at
the School of Civil Service (Miilkiye). He became a member of the newly formed Ahrar
Party of Ottoman Liberals and harshly criticized the CUP in his articles. fkdam under
his guidance became an organ supporting Kamil Pasa and the liberals. Especially during
the first days of the 31 March incident of 1909, while avoiding open encouragement,
Ikdam gave implicit support to the mutineers. When it became clear that the Action
Army was about to enter the capital, Ali Kemal fled to Paris again. In his absence, Ali
Kemal was tried by the court martial. While he was acquitted regarding his articles in
Tkdam, the court martial found him guilty as a secret agent of the Sultan Abdulhamid 1.
After the 31 March incident of 1909, the Unionist press began a smear campaign against
him He was accused of reactionism, jurnalcilik (being informant) and hypocrisy. He
returned when the Unionists were briefly removed from power in July 1912. Ali Kemal
was immediately arrested after the Bab-1 Ali Coup of January 1913. This time his
acquaintance with Cemal Bey (later Pasha) saved him. He was sent on exile in Vienna
and even granted a salary. Later in May 1913 with Cemal Bey’s permission, he returned
to Istanbul.%® After his return, he began publishing the newspaper Peyam. In July 1914
the newspaper was closed by the authorities and Ali Kemal was banned from writing.

During the First World War, Ali Kemal worked as a teacher and engaged in trade.%’

After the Armistice, Ali Kemal actively engaged in politics being one of the
founders of the Ottoman Peace and Salvation Association (Osmanli Sulh ve Selamet
Cemiyeti) and later the general secretary of the Party of Liberty and Entente (Hiirriyet

ve Itilaf Firkasi). One should say that Ali Kemal had never retained strong contacts with

64 Ahmet Bedevi Kuran, Inkildp Tarihimiz Ve Jon Tirkler, Tan Matbaasi, 1945.
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parties and associations he became a member of, his individualistic behavior prevented
such a case. This became more apparent when he entered the government. He became
the editor-in-chief of Mihran Efendi’s Sabah. He continued to be a bitter critic of the
CUP that had fallen from power in the aftermath of the Armistice and occupation. The
British authorities found a valuable ally in him. For instance a British report from
March 1919 defined him as “one of the best journalists of Constantinople” however it
also remarked that his honesty was sometimes the prey of his expensive tastes.%® Despite
being pro-British, Ali Kemal became one of the founders of the Society of Wilson's
Principles and supported a US mandate. He ceased writing in the Sabah, when he
entered the cabinet.

Ali Kemal served as the minister of Education in the first Damat Ferit Pasha
cabinet and as the Minister of Interior in the second Damat Ferit Pasha cabinet. During
his ministry of education, Ali Kemal adopted a non-partisan attitude, against the
suggestions of his own Liberty and Entente Party. Ali Kemal did not hesitate to appoint
nationalists to certain posts. Furthermore, he supported nationalists without a unionist
background to enter the cabinet.%® Ali Kemal became successful and received a lot of
admiration as minister of education however his interior ministry in the second Damat
Ferit Pasha government was marked by inconsistent attitudes towards the resistance
movements, which ultimately caused harm to the Anatolian movement.”® His circulars
on 18 and 23 June 1919 targeted the Anatolian movement in general and Mustafa

Kemal in particular.

He resigned his post in June 1919 and returned to journalism. He began
republishing Peyam and soon Peyam merged with Mihran Efendi’s Sabah, which
became Peyam-: Sabah. Under Ali Kemal’s direction, the Peyam-: Sabah adopted a
sharp critical stance against the emerging national movement in Anatolia. Ali Kemal’s
critical stance against the national movement was based on two assumptions. The first
one was that the national movement that had risen in Anatolia was a mere continuation

of the CUP. His second assumption was about the futility of a military struggle against

% Erol Adnan Ferdi Baykal, The Ottoman Press, 1908-1923 (doctoral thesis). University of Cambridge, 2013, p.
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the Entente Powers.”t He argued that a real solution could only be achieved by the
means of diplomacy.

In his point of view the National Movement in Anatolia only made matters
worse and led the country to a worse deal in terms of a peace treaty. However, this did
not prevent him from admiring the military achievements of the Ankara movement.’
After the victory against the Greeks in late August 1922, he conceded in September that
he had been mistaken. In November 1922, at the request of the Ankara government Ali
Kemal was detained and arrested. On his way for a trial in Ankara, his train was stopped
at Izmit. On 6 November 1922, he was lynched to death in Izmit by a mob organized by
Sakalli Nureddin Pasha.”

Ali Kemal’s place in our historiography still remains controversial. The official
history portrayed him as a traitor who openly collaborated with the occupation
authorities. Ali Kemal’s commonly known image was sealed in Mustafa Kemal’s Nutuk
(The Speech) which became the main inspiration for official historiography. Almost
from the beginning of this work, Ali Kemal was counted alongside figures like Sultan
Mehmed VI, Damat Ferid Pasha and Said Molla collaborating with the British. Ali
Kemal’s brief tenure as interior minister in the second Damat Ferid Pasha government
proved decisive in this regard. Mustafa Kemal shared Ali Kemal’s telegrams ordering
his arrest and attempts to sabotage communication of the Anatolian movement by
telegraph. These were instrumental in the build-up of his image as a traitor. Kemalist

historiography adopted reproduced this image.”

However, a different portrait of Ali Kemal also emerged beginning with his son
Zeki Kuneralp. Zeki Kuneralp portrayed his father as a man who adopted different
means to reach towards the same end as the National movement. Other works on Ali
Kemal continued this line. Another important biography was written by Faruk Gezgin.
Rather than a traitor, Gezgin presented him as an unlucky figure whose pride and

obstinacy in his political obsessions finally led to his demise. Today while remaining
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short of a rehabilitation his image as a traitor got somewhat moderated by popular
works such as Orhan Karaveli’s Ali Kemal: Belki de bir giinah kegisi (Ali Kemal, may
be a spacegoat). Karaveli defined him as a “scapegoat” who bore the responsibility of
all the failures committed by the “armistice press” and became the sole embodiment of

a traitor.”

As an opponent of the nationalist movement, Ali Kemal has ever since been
accepted as Turkey’s iconic “traitor”. His characteristic style of journalism also
contributed to that image. Ever since his youth, Ali Kemal had been noted for his
writing skills, poetry and cynicism. His style of journalism was partisan,
uncompromising and quarrelsome. In Andrew Mango’s words: “His pen ran away with
him, he was clearly a difficult man with an angry temperament. In Britain today he
would be a vituperative journalist”.”® In fact he had already earned a great number of
enemies as a political expatriate. His slippery record as a dissident of the Hamidian
regime attracted a great deal of reaction by fellow Young Turks. He was branded as an
informant by the Unionist movement abroad. Despite influenced by the Tanzimat (the
political reforms made in the ottoman state between 1839-1876) heritage and having a
certain political and social vision of saving the Empire, Ali Kemal lacked the political
will and often fell prey to opportunities offering personal profit. It seems that his desire
of wealth and fame played an important part in this. Ali Kemal was obviously keen to
attract the limelight on himself and he really made himself clearly heard in the Istanbul
press of the time. He was undoubtedly one of the most famous journalists and dissidents
of his time. It would not be wrong to say that his political agenda tarnished his literary
skills and his contribution to the Ottoman literature. After 1920, the lines in the National
Struggle were firmly drawn and Ali Kemal’s fate was shackled to the losing side
ultimately leading to his demise. If he lived longer, Ali Kemal would probably have
regretted his opposition to the revolutionary movement of Mustafa Kemal. After all, his

politics were in line with republicans, as he shared their passion for westernization.””
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CHAPTER 4

THE PRESENCE AND CHARACTERISTIC OF THE OPPOSITION TO THE
FIRST WORLD WAR IN OTTOMAN EMPIRE

When the First World War was about to break out between the Great Powers in
1914, the Ottoman Empire’s situation in the international arena seemed desperate after
critical territorial losses in the Balkan War and diplomatic isolation. For the Ottomans,
the decades leading up to 1914 had been a period of increasing European financial and
economic tutelage. The Empire was heavily indebted and large portions of its revenues
were controlled by the Ottoman Public Debt Administration (Diiyun-u Umumiye). The
Ottomans were far from being ready to be a party to another war just less than a year
after the Second Balkan War.™

However, the war was regarded as a crucial development that would shape the
future of international order, most of the CUP leaders tended to see the war as an
opportunity for Turks and Islam. It was considered that the Ottoman Empire could be
better off aligning itself with the prospective victor of the war in order to guarantee its
independence and territorial integrity.”

After years of defeat and despair, the Empire could find respite while the Great

Powers of Europe were battling each other. There was much to be gained during the war

8 Aysegiil Sever and Nuray Bozbora, “The Great War and the Ottoman Empire: Origins”, Perceptions, Summer-
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since the Great Powers could not be able to intervene in the Empire’s affairs. This
depiction of war as an opportunity was clearly evident in Cemal Pasha’s memoirs. In his
memoirs, Cemal Pasha argued that an alliance with a great power would prevent foreign

interferences in governmental affairs and would free the country from capitulations.®

The Ottoman decision to enter an alliance with one of the great powers was
supported by a majority of both the cabinet and the Central Committee of CUP. It
should be noted that after brutally suppressing the opposition in 1913, the CUP began to
rule empire with an iron fist. Therefore, the opposition to the war remained silent before
and throughout the war years. During the months leading up to the Ottoman entry into
the war, opposition to war was only a phenomenon inside the ruling circles. In order to
understand how CUP made Ottoman Empire join the First World War, one must look at

chain of events happened during that period.8!

In the years up to the beginning of the war, both the Alliance and the Entente
blocs did not consider the Ottoman Empire as a potential ally. However, during the July
crisis that took place after the assassination of Franz Ferdinand, an opportunity arose for
the Ottomans to break their diplomatic isolation and to enlist the protection of a Great
power. While Germany remained reluctant about an alliance, it was the Ottoman side
that initiated the negotiations. On 22 July, Enver proposed the German ambassador an
alliance and on 23 July, Said Halim offered the same to the Austrian ambassador. Apart
from four people that conducted the negotiations, namely Enver, Talat, Said Halim and
Halil, these alliance talks were kept secret from the rest of the cabinet. It is important to
notify that the Ottomans like their European counterparts considered that the European
War would be a short one and calculated that it would end in a German victory. They

hoped to witness the conflict from the sidelines in armed neutrality.®?

The German-Ottoman Alliance was signed on 2 August 1914. Only Said Halim,
Enver, Talat and Halil were present and they did not notify the other members of the

cabinet. Ottoman Empire managed to acquire important concessions from Germany in

80 Cemal Pasa, Anilarim 1913-1922. Hazirlayan: Fahri Parin, iskenderiye Yaymlari, 2009, p. 131.

81 Ahmet Emin Yalman, Turkey in the World War. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1930; Hiiseyin Cahit
Yalcin, Talat Pasa'min Hatiralart, Yedigiin Nesriyati, Istanbul, 1943.

82 Feroz Ahmad, “Unionist Failure to Stay Out of the War in October-November 1914”, Perceptions, Summer-
Autumn 2015, Volume XX, Number 2-3, Pp. 24-25.

24


https://www.nadirkitap.com/kitapara.php?ara=kitaplari&tip=kitap&yayin_Evi=yedigun+nesriyati

return for the alliance agreement; these include: 1) German aid for the abolishing of the
capitulations, 2) German support for the negotiations with the Balkan states and the
division of the conquered territories with Bulgaria, 3) Germany would work for the
Ottoman Empire to receive war reparations, 4) Germany would not make peace until the
enemy troops were removed from Ottoman Territory, 5)The Aeagean Islands would be
given to the Ottoman Empire if Greece joined the war and defeated, 6) Eastern Borders
of the Ottoman Empire would be readjusted to secure a connection with the Muslims of

Russia.?®

Grand Vizier Said Halim Pasha carefully stressed that the alliance would only be
against Russia and not against the British and the French. Although the Alliance treaty
was a weak document without an operative power of enforcement, it received objections
from cabinet ministers like Cavid Bey. Since German-Ottoman secret alliance treaty
was signed secretly even from the much of the cabinet. There were considerable
opposition against such a treaty and prominent figures like Cemal Pasha, Cavid Bey and

brahim Bey considered resigning their posts.

The signing of the German-Ottoman Alliance led to a division in both the CUP
and the cabinet, neutralists on one hand and the war party on the other.8> The war party
in the cabinet consisted of Enver and Talat Pashas. Enver Pasha confident of a quick
German victory in the war hoped an Ottoman rejuvenation by military victories and
Talat Pasha considered the German Alliance as the only means of an Ottoman
survival.® Cemal Pasha who initially showed some hesitation joined the war party
sometime around in late September and early October.8” The neutralist camp, which
includes the Grand Vizier Said Halim Pasha and the Finance minister Cavid Bey,

argued that none of the blocs would risk war with the Ottoman Empire and welcome its
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neutrality. In their point of view, neutrality was an opportunity for the Empire to regain
its sovereignty and independence without having to resort to arms.%

After guarenteeing an alliance with Germany in August 1914 the Ottoman
leaders showed considerable effort to postpone a military engagement and maintaining
their armed neutrality. In order to buy more time they pointed to the necessity of an
alliance with Bulgaria and asked for more time to complete their mobilization efforts.
Said Halim Pasha, who had signed the Ottoman-German alliance agreement of August
1914, did not believe that it obliged the Ottoman Empire to enter the war. He assured

the Entente Ambassadors that the Ottoman Empire would never enter the war.®°

Immediately after the treaty was signed, The Ottomans declared mobilization
and armed neutrality. Furthermore, the Parliament was dissolved leaving no means to
oppose the treaty. Cavid Bey who represented the party in the cabinet supported a
partial mobilization rather than a full mobilization. On 10 August, two German cruisers
the Goeben and the Breslau arrived in Istanbul, this incident altered the political

situation in the capital. Cavid Bey considered it as violation of the Ottoman neutrality.*

As the German influence in the capital was increasing day by day, the pro-peace
party tried to reach an understanding with the Entente. On 16 August, the French
ambassador visited Cavid Bey and Cavid Bey assured him that the pro-peace party
would stop the war party in the cabinet and prevent the Empire’s entry into the war. On
17 August, Ambassadors of Britain, France and Russia made a joint approach to Said
Halim and verbally assured him to maintain the independence and integrity of the
Ottoman Empire. Later Cavid Bey visited the Entente ambassadors and hoped to
convince them to give a written guarantee on the territorial integrity of the Empire for
15 or 20 years and accept the end of the capitulations. However, an understanding on

these issues could not be reached.®?
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There was also a hope to receive assurances from Britain in order to remain
neutral. Cavid Bey cooperated with Cemal pasha on preparing the latter’s demands from
the British ambassador. These demands included: a) the restoration of the two ships,®
b) The abrogation of the capitulations, ¢) Cessation of interference in internal affairs, d)
The defence of the Empire by the Entente if that became necessary. However, these
proposals were rejected by the British Ambassador. As one historian rightfully
remarked: “Both France and England seem to have been too certain of an easy victory
over Turkey to consider it worthwhile to make serious advances toward conciliation”.

This weakened the hand of the peace party in the Ottoman cabinet.®®

It is correct to assume that, had the Entente been more favorable with the
concessions on territorial integrity and capitulations, it would have succeeded in
keeping the Ottoman Empire neutral. The neutralist camp would have more leverage
against the war party in the cabinet. In addition to the negative attitude of the Entente
Powers, the final blow to the neutralist camp came with the financial difficulties. The
European war and mobilization had a catastrophic impact on the Ottoman economy.
Berlin decided to make a loan on the condition of an Ottoman entry into the war. The

Unionists saw no other choice but to comply.®*

Hostilities with the Entente Powers commenced when the Ottoman Black Sea
fleet along with Goeben and Breslau bombarded the Russian ports including Sevastopol,
Odessa, Novorossisk. As a result of this incident four ministers resigned however this
did not change the situation. Grand Vizier Said Halim Pasha who had not been informed
about the Black Sea incident decided to resign however he was convinced by the other
ministers to retain his post in order to prevent a government crisis.*> Although
remaining only a minority back in August, the war party strenghtened with the cycle of

events managed to overcome the opposition in the cabinet. In spite of their endeavors to

92 These two ships namely Sultan Osman and Resadiye had been built in British shipyards and had been
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convince the Entente Powers at the end the neutralists had little to say when the
Ottoman military and economy became dependent on Germany. %

The opposition to war that remained silent throughout the war years began to
raise its voice immediately after the flight of the CUP leaders. The first session of the
parliament (Meclis-i Mebusan) after the Armistice, which convened on 4 November
1918, witnessed an important proposal given by Fuad Bey deputy of Divaniye. The
parliament accused the wartime cabinets of ten transgressions based on Fuad Bey’s 10-
point proposal, the accusations included entering the war without a reason and without
any guarentees from Germany, managing the war incompetently, destroying the
country’s economy through profiteering and misappropriation, imposing
unconstitutional censorship and witholding true information regarding the war from

public opinion.%’

On 9 November 1918, the fifth section of Meclis-i Mebusan began questioning
the remaining wartime cabinet members. The interrogations showed that maintaining an
armed neutrality was the best option during the war and an entry into the war was
unnecessary and untimely. From the interrogations, one can assume that Ottoman entry
into the First World War was caused by a series of external factors. However, the
perception that the Ottoman entry was a fait accompli committed by a small group of

CUP leaders without the knowledge of the government remained strong.*®

Said Halim Pasha who had been the Grand Vizier throughout most of the war,
claimed that he opposed an intervention and even threatened to resign when he learned
that the Black Sea Ports had been bombarded. Ibrahim Bey the former justice minister
told that the council of ministers was completely against an entry into the war and
became a victim of a fait accompli. Cavid Bey the former finance minister pointed out

that had the Entente Powers given enough concessions on the issue of the capitulations
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and territorial integrity they would have surely achieved Ottoman neutrality during the

war.%

The Ottoman-German alliance signed in August 1914 was a result of the
Ottoman fear of isolation after the Balkan Wars. After refused by the Entente Powers
Germany became the only alternative as a Great Power protector. Although there could
be disagreements between the ministers, in the long run they recognized Germany as an
important ally for saving what remained of the Empire. Actually, Ottomans showed
their determination to stand with Germany when they let two German Cruisers through
the Dardanelles. This alliance relieved the Ottoman elites from their fear of isolation.
One could also say that the Unionist government tried to delay a direct entry into the
war as long as possible. However, some of the CUP leaders considered the war as an

opportunity to regain the political and economic independence of the Empire.*%°

The political literature of the time regarded the German alliance and the
Ottoman entry into the First World War as a fait accompli imposed by a few CUP
strongmen influenced by some sort of Pan-Turkist and Pan-Islamist ideology. This
notion continued through the Republican era. Historians like Yusuf Hikmet Bayur
blamed the Unionists of “chasing “ideals like Turanism [i.e. pan-Turkism] and pan-
Islamism” and entering a world war unnecessarily and with calamitous
consequences”.?%t Although viewing the presence of a strong Germany in favor of
Ottoman interests, Bayur argues that the Ottoman Empire had already been doing so
much for Germany without entering the war by closing off the straits and tying down
Russian and British troops in the Caucasus and in Egypt respectively. He adds that even
an entry into the war alongside Germany had become inevitable, the Ottoman Empire
could have entered at a later stage experiencing less attrition.'®> Bayur also contends
that the CUP leaders were responsible for the empire’s defeat because they made it join
the war, and then failed to develop any effective military strategy. Moreover, they
dampened feelings of national resistance, which was a major difficulty for the national
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movement in Anatolia in late 1918 and early 1919.1% The interrogations of the cabinet
ministers after the war also confirmed this view. Moreover, this kind of argument,
which places the war guilt on a few Unionists, was useful to convince the Entente

Powers for a milder peace settlement.
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CHAPTER 5

DOMESTIC ISSUES AND DESPOTISM OF THE UNIONISTS

It is beyond discussion that after the Armistice, the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah
became a major organ for disseminating anti-unionist propaganda. The suppressed
liberal opposition movement, which also called themselves “muhalifler” (opposition),
began to question about the wartime policies of the Unionists and its consequences. In
his successive articles with the same name on 19" and 20" December 1918, “Biz
Muhalifler Kimleriz ve neler istiyoruz?” (We, opponents, who are we and what we
want?), Ali Kemal speaking on behalf of the opposition employed the political jargon of
the Second Constitutional period. On the first part of the article, Ali Kemal stressed the
continuity of their struggle from 1908 onwards in order to put emphasis on their
differences from the Unionists. Here the strain of thought represented by the Ahrar
Firkas: (Party of Ottoman Liberals) and later Hiirriyet ve Itilaf Firkasi (Liberty and
Entente Party - LEP) came to the fore.1%

The opponents were confident that the last 4-5 years, which witnessed the
absolute power of the CUP and led to the final catastrophe and defeat in the First World
War, proved them right and thought that a government composed of their own was
natural. On 2 December, Ali Kemal wrote an article titled “Hiikiimet Muhaliflere
ge¢cmelidir” (The government should be given to the opposition). Ali Kemal considered

Tevfik Pasha Cabinet as a temporary phenomenon and claimed that the dissidents were

104 Sabah, 19 Aralik 1334 (1918), nr. 10449, s. 1
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compelled to come to power otherwise they would be neglecting their duties to the

motherland and humanity.%

Since the opponents saw themselves as the only ones to reverse the effects of the
Unionist rule and the traumatic experience of the First World War; Ali Kemal listed the
following demands:

a) Handing over the ones responsible for the Ottoman entry into the war and
punishing them as soon as possible;

b) Punishing those who were responsible for the crime of the deportation of the
Armenians;

c) Compensate the ones as much as possible who became victims by the act of
deportation;

d) Confiscating the property of those who participated in the bloodshed for
personal profit;

e) Confiscating the wealth collected under the guise of Tekalif-i Harbiye (War
Taxes), Esnaf Cemiyeti (Artisans Society) etc;

f) Abolishing privileges like the forest privilege that were given to a few and
compensating the loss caused to the treasury;

g) Investigating the corrupt and illegal profits extracted by Said Halim and Talat
Pasa governments and confiscating them when they are caught;

h) Not dismissing any state official without a legal offense on grounds of their
political views;

i) Terminating the sources of plundering granted to its stooges by the Talat Pasha

government.1%

Opposition’s number one political agenda was the trial of the Unionists who
were responsible for the Ottoman entry into the war and the subsequent wartime
policies. Immediately after the Armistice, in his article “Tiirklerin Giinahi nedir?”
(What is the guilt of Turks) dated November 1%, 1918, Ali Kemal mentioned the fact
that the Ottoman entry into the war was the work of a tiny clique conspiring with
Germany.'%” He asked for handing over the ones responsible for the Ottoman entry into
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the war and punishing them as soon as possible. Ali Kemal continued to write on the
topic and accused the CUP leaders; his article Enverland from 23 November mentions

the same responsibility in the person of Enver Pasha.'%

For the opposition, deportation and massacre of the non-Muslim subjects of the
Empire particularly Armenians held a crucial place on criticisms of domestic policy of
war-time CUP government. Ali Kemal took an uncompromising stance when
confronting the deportations and asked for trial of those who were responsible for the
crime of deportation. In his article on 27" November, “Zalimler, Mazlumlar”
(Oppressors, Oppressed Ones) Ali Kemal called for the trial of the real culprits of this
tragedy in order to cleanse the Turks from this guilt. Ali Kemal saw it as a necessity for

coming to terms with the Entente Powers.1%®

When investigations were being conducted by the Tetkik-i Seyyiat Komisyonu
(Committee for the Investigation of Misdeeds), the Sabah laid the blame particularly on
the Central Committee of the CUP and published some excerpts from the telegrams that
belonged to the Central Committee member Bahaeddin Sakir. Along with that the issue
of the confiscated properties of the non-Muslims also came to the fore and the return of
those properties was one of the immediate demands of the opposition.*'° Details of the
criticisms regarding the wartime policies against the non-Muslims will be discussed in a

separate chapter.

The wartime corruption, unfair privileges and illegal profits provided by Said
Halim and Talat pasa governments were the topics that were frequently reported by the
Sabah during the Armistice period. Dissidents demanded that personal misuse of
resources at the expense of the nation and the state should be ended. They counted the
extinguishing the sources of plundering under Talat Pasha as a priority. Ali Kemal
pointed out the corruption ring around Talat Pasha that became influential during the
last years of the war. This was particular in the case of Itibar-1 Milli Bankas:, which he
claimed had been established by force and fraud in an article from 28" November,
1918, The Bank’s board of directors were filled with people loyal to Talat Pasha. This

was persistently brought on the agenda by Ali Kemal. Ali Kemal also accused Kara
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Kemal who had been responsible for the Provisioning of Istanbul of amassing an illegal

fortune through the “national companies” 1

Opposition claimed that the Unionists extorted the people during the war with
various means like Tekalif-i harbiye (war taxes) and esnaf cemiyeti (the artisans
society). With the declaration of mobilization in August 1914, many goods were
requisitioned by the army under Tekalif-i Harbiye Kanunu (Military Tax Law) leading
to the withdrawal of many consumer goods including flour for making bread. Ali Kemal
criticized Tekalif-i Harbiye confiscations as an important factor in disrupting the
Economy. The civil society organizations like artisans society also attracted fierce
criticism from the opposition for arbitrarily extorting the shopkeepers. After the war,
they were perceived as covert institutions for Unionist activities. Details of the views
and criticisms on the economic corruption that took place during the war will be
discussed in a separate chapter.

Opposition also promised that unlike the CUP they would not adopt partisan
attitudes in treating the civil servants. With pledging not to dismiss any state official
without a legal offense on grounds of their political views, Ali Kemal recounted his old
experience as an academician at the Dariilfiinun-i Osmani (Ottoman University),
because of his political affiliation he was removed from his post and never allowed to
have any teaching post in state educational institutions. Ali Kemal promises non-
partisan attitude different than the previous Unionist experience in appointing state

officials.

After the fall of the Unionists from power at the end of the war the opposition
that had been suppressed since 1913 considered that it was their turn to head the
government. They saw themselves as the only power with a clear programme. However,
instead of offering a solution to the pressing problems we can see that their outlook on

domestic policy largely focused on settling the score with the Unionists.
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CHAPTER 6

FOREIGN POLICY AND THE DEPENDENCY ON GERMANY

During the Armistice period, the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah frequently brought up
foreign policy issues on its front page supplemented by Ali Kemal’s articles. In general,
Ali Kemal criticized the wartime leadership with merely being puppets in the hands of
the German Empire. Ali Kemal also pointed out that the lack of knowledge on Western
Politics and diplomacy had become Ottomans’ fundamental failure throughout history.
According to him, ultimately, this failure resulted in the Ottoman entry into the First

World War and final collapse.!*?

In his writings on Europe, Ali Kemal correctly analyzed the post-war period as
the beginning of a new era with the developing new nation states and governed by
democracy and international law. Ali Kemal also shared his thoughts vis-a-vis the Great
Power blocs of the war, which portrays the war as a showdown between civilization and
despotism. His articles like “Ingiliz Dostlugu” (British Friendship), “Almanya’nin
Basina Gelenler” (What befell to Germany), “Demir Cember” (Circle of Iron) should
be considered in this regard.!!3

Ali Kemal’s perspective on post-war foreign policy centered around gaining the
victors’ favor by means of diplomacy. Ali Kemal seemed confident that the war was
finally over and the time was ripe for diplomacy and negotiation. However, like many

Ottomans, he was clearly disappointed by the Armistice terms. In his article “Tiirklerin
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Giinahi nedir?” (What is the guilt of Turks) dated November 1, 1918; Ali Kemal shared
his thoughts about the issue. Kemal criticized the Armistice terms as harsh and
distressing, but he hoped that the Entente Powers would treat the Turks fairly in the

upcoming peace negotiations.14

Ali Kemal’s key argument was the influence of Germany over the Empire. In
order to prove that the Turks had indeed not wanted to be a part of this war, he
portrayed the Unionists as a gang bought off by the Germans. This approach can be
interpreted as an attempt to portray the Turks as innocent and powerless under the rule
of a military dictatorship during the war. According to him, the Entente powers were not
fair in their treatment of the Turks for they had not had any say in these policies. If we
put it in his words from the same article above : “ ....because they do not know to what
extent the Germans took control of the country by the means of Committee and Enver,
they do not know how from the sultan to the lowliest soldier all the Turks were dragged

by an iron hand wherever the Germans wished.”%°

Ali Kemal put special emphasis on Enver Pasha as the intermediary used by the
Germans to control the Empire. In his Article “Enverland” dated November 23, 1918,
Ali Kemal stated that Enver Pasha rose through the ranks without merit and ultimately
became the means for the German influence to infiltrate the Empire. He portrayed Pasha
as a vain character, who tried to emulate Napoleon and fantasized about great
conquests. His aspirations were fed by the Germans. Another important point was the
corruption around him. Ali Kemal mentioned how Enver and the War ministry misused
the resources and discretionary funds. According to him, Enver had been foolish enough
not to realize Germany’s real intention of turning the Empire into a colony. As his
arrogance boosted, Enver believed ever strongly in the final victory, which would be
achieved in Europe. Relying on a German victory, Enver pasha neglected the situation

on the Ottoman fronts and let the Ottoman soldiers die of starvation. 116

It might be argued that Ali Kemal’s portrayal of the German influence over the

Unionists during the war is to some extent exaggerated. He openly remarks that: “After
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the beginning of the war Germany’s power showed itself in all our acts that the Ottoman
government almost turned into an orderly of Berlin.” In his depiction of the German
influence, Ali Kemal certainly overlooked important decisions made by the government
during and before its entry into the war. Notably before entering the war, Ottoman
government had unilaterally abolished the capitulations much to the dismay of all the
great powers including Germany.!’ Later throughout the war German efforts to secure
a stronger economic position in the Empire proved to be futile. For instance Germany’s
attempts to secure the liquidation of British and French economic enterprises met with
opposition particularly from Cavid Bey. Even Enver Pasha who became a scapegoat for
his sympathy for Germany had the final say in the military matters and it went to the

extent that he conducted military operations that conflicted with German interests.*8

Ali Kemal argued that the alliance with Germany during the war had been an
aberration from the traditional Ottoman diplomacy and current circumstances
necessitated the revival of the long-standing British friendship. In order to guarantee a
brighter future for all Ottomans, Ali Kemal hoped for greater cooperation between the
Ottoman Empire and Great Britain. In his article named British Friendship (/ngiliz
Dostlugu), Ali Kemal claimed that he knew only two courses of policies for the
Ottoman state: “/ttihad-1 Anasi”> (Union of Elements) in domestic policy and British
Friendship in foreign policy. Ali Kemal continued stressing that British friendship is
indispensable to the Ottoman Empire and it is a geographical, political and logical fact.
Throughout the 19" century the Ottoman Empire had benefited from British friendship
and now that the war was over Ali Kemal hoped that the British would reconsider the

situation of the Turks and confirm their goodwill.*®

In addition to geo-political necessities and diplomatic tradition, Ali Kemal
supported his pro-British approach with the superiority of the values represented by
Britain. Ali Kemal’s perspective on the struggle between Entente and the Central
Powers corresponds with his outlook on Great Britain and Germany. In his perspective,
Great Britain represents civilization and a bright future for humanity while Germany

represents a military despotism trying to form an “iron circle” in Europe by means of
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coercion. His article on 8 November called “Iron Circle” (Demir Cember) informs us a
lot on the issue. Ali Kemal put an emphasis on the British factor affecting the outcome
of the war. According to Ali Kemal, Britain has a special character different than Russia
and even France. It managed to turn the world opinion against Germany and the Central
Powers. This was particularly important in the case of the United States whose entry
into the war in 1917 marked a turning point in the war and culminated in the German
defeat on the Western front. On the other hand, Germany showed nothing but Barbarism
in its acts and earned the enmity of the World opinion. Ali Kemal points out the well-
known themes of British propaganda, namely German invasion of Belgium and

Germany’s declaration of unrestricted submarine warfare as examples.'?°

Ali Kemal’s views on Germany was not uncommon for his age. While Ottoman
educated elites particularly young Turks considered Britain and France the cradle of
freedom, they saw Germany as the supporter of Hamidian despotism. Even after the
rapproachement and alliance with Germany, the German Empire remained a distant and

foreign civilization.!?

In another article dated 16 December, he portrayed Germany as the sole
responsible for the war, plunging Europe into a world war at the moment of its own
choice. Comparing Kaiser Wilhelm II’s Germany with Napoleon’s France Ali Kemal
argues that despite scoring a series of military victories and advancing as far as the gates

of Paris, Germany ultimately lost against the civilized world in the long run.!?

One of Ali Kemal’s main arguments was the difference between the Turks and
the Unionists. Ali Kemal consistently defended this beginning with his criticism of the
Armistice terms. In “Tiirklerin giinah1 nedir?” (What is the guilt of Turks) he wrote:
“For centuries we have been crushed under autocracy more than any nation even more
than our Christian citizens...... However, while every nation was becoming free of
slavery, we could not free ourselves. During the last years we became the victim of the

most ruthless, lunatic, deceitful of autocrats. Even though our idiocy and blindness was
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partly to blame, Europe was also partly to blame in maintaining this unionist rule on us.
..... Europe supported them, politically, financially and in every possible way.” Ali
Kemal also argued that Turks were not oppressors as the West saw them and on the
contrary, they were oppressed for centuries. Apart from Germany, the great powers
were also responsible for the fate of the Turks. He made a clear distinction between the
Unionists who led the country to the First World War on the side of Germany and the
Turks. According to him the treatment of the Turks by the Entente Powers as criminals
was unjust and Turks should be recognized as a respectable nation and be allowed to

develop in freedom.?3

It is evident that the Wilsonian Principles of January 1918 had a positive effect
on the Ottomans. His article “Ifilaf Devletleri ve Tiirkler” (Entente Powers and Turks)
clarifies his vision of a future international system under the guidance of the victors. Ali
Kemal seemed optimistic about the future and assured the reader that the older politics
based on might and subjugation of the peoples are over. The statesmen of today
intended to protect the rights of nations. Ali Kemal was convinced that a new era in
international politics had begun. The rights of the oppressed nations of the World would
be maintained and their future development would be assisted. In line with this, he
emphasized the formation of Poland as a reincarnation. Ali Kemal came to an
interesting point when he showed Turks as an oppressed nation like the Poles which had
been ruled by Austrian, Prussian and Russian Empires. He argued that Turk, the peasant
of Anatolia had suffered for centuries under despotic rulers who saw him nothing more
than a soldier and taxpayer. Ali Kemal claimed that the Victors would guarantee the
freedom and development of the Turkish nation like they restored Poland as a free

nation.124

If we need to sum up the position of the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah with regards to
its analyses vis-a-vis the foreign powers, it focuses on two main themes. First of it is the
mistaken wartime policy entering the war on the side of Germany and rejecting the
proposals of the Entente Powers. It is also repeatedly argued that this was the work of a
small clique bought off by the Germans. In depicting the wartime leadership as pro-

German, Ali Kemal ignored the Unionists’ attempts to approach the Entente camp,
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especially Britain, before settling with Germany. Unlike the post-war accusations
against the Unionists, modern historiography on the subject cites at least three attempts
by the Young Turks to reach an agreement with Britain.?> Secondly, the Sabah/Peyam-:
Sabah informs the reader of a new international order under the leadership of the
victors. The final victory achieved in 1918 had been the victory of “right” represented
by the Entente Powers against the “might” represented by the Central Powers. The new
system would guarantee the right and secure the self-development of every nation
including the Turks. Therefore, Ali Kemal and the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah, in general,
warned its readers that if the Turks hoped to benefit from this new order, its future
would inevitably be alongside the victor and especially Britain.

125 Feroz Ahmad, “Great Britain's Relations with the Young Turks 1908-1914”, Middle Eastern Studies, Vol. 2,
No. 4 (Jul., 1966), pp. 302-329
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CHAPTER 7

CRITICISM REGARDING THE WARTIME POLICIES
TOWARD THE NON-MUSLIMS

The situation of the non-Muslim citizens of the Ottoman Empire during the First
World War was critical not only politically but also militarily and socially. Certain
nationalist groups among them took advantage of the war and revolted against the
Ottoman rule. Their aim was to gain independence with the help of the Entente Powers
who were fighting against the Ottoman State. In the course of the war, most of the
Armenians of eastern Anatolia were deported to Syria and northern Irag, both of which

were parts of the Ottoman lands prior to 1918.12

The concluding of the Armistice and the flight of the CUP strongmen led to a
period of confrontation in the Armistice press about the wartime policies of the
Unionists and its consequences. The bitterest articles to inveigh against the Unionist
elite were found in new journals and newspapers owned by one-time liberals and other
historic opponents of the regime. Collectively, the resurgent liberal press painted the
CUP government as a band of criminals guilty of ruining the empire through war,
murder, and profiteering. A prevailing focus of media criticism was the government’s
decision to exile and slaughter large numbers of the empire’s Armenian citizenry.!?’

The tragedy experienced by the Armenians was designated in the Ottoman press
of the time as “tehcir ve taktil ” (deportation and massacre). Political tendencies of the
period played a significant role in the handling of this debate. The two main

perspectives on the issue were the products of Unionism that still held some leverage
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and the opposing anti-Unionism which had remained silent for almost 5 years after the
Unionist seizure of power in 1913.12

The first of them was conveyed by newspapers like Hadisat, Terciiman-i
Hakikat and Minber, which designated the events as “mukatele”, massacres were
committed by both sides and pointed out that muslims were also subjected to massacres.
These newspapers represented the moderate nationalist line emerged after the collapse
of the CUP rule. The other perspective was prevalent in newspapers like the Sababh,
Alemdar, Séz basing its main argument on anti-unionism and labeled it as an outrageous
crime committed by the committee.*?°

The Sabah immediately after the appointment of Ali Kemal as chief editor in
late 1918 turned into a strong supporter of the anti-unionist opposition. Ali Kemal Bey
joined the debate and became a staunch defender of the anti-unionist line demanding the
trial of the ones who had been responsible. In his daily writings, Ali Kemal kept the
issue on the agenda as a crime unwitnessed before in terms of its scale and demanded
the trial of the ones responsible. His article titled “Zalimler, Mazlumlar” (Oppressors,
Oppressed Ones) published in the Sabah on 27" November 1918 clearly reflects his
view on the subject.** In addition to that Ali Kemal’s articles “Kanuni Gayri Kanuni”
(Legal and Illegal) and “Almanya ve Caniler” (Germany and the Criminals) touches
upon various aspects of the issue.**!

The Sabah regularly reported about the investigations of the Commission of
Inquiry and later the minutes of the military court martial. On the article titled
“Zalimler, Mazlumlar”, while congratulating Ahmed Riza Bey about the motion he
gave in the Ottoman Senate that demanded the investigation of the atrocities committed
under the name of deportation and the trial of the people who took part in these
incidents with the identification of the bad influence these incidents created in the
country, Ali Kemal pointed out the events of 1915 as an indisputable fact, a catastrophe,
already well known in the West. He wrote “Today it is crystal clear that there is an

undeniable catastrophe.” He continued with naming the prime actors of the crime.
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“Talat Bey gives orders from the centre, forms bands, attacks provinces. The central
committee sends its most formidable members like Dr. Bahaeddin Sakir, Dr.Nazim to
Erzurum, Trabzon etc. as special envoys and they hold negotiations with the governors.
Finally those disastrous massacres are committed by the bandits and murderers who
were intentionally released in secrecy from the dungeons.” Using the war as a pretext
the wartime government deported the Armenian population to Syria and Mesopotamia
and have them massacred by vicious means along the road. The main purpose behind
this act was to completely eradicate the Armenian presence in Anatolia. Ali Kemal
clearly attacks the “mukatele” thesis explaining that it was the Turkish Grand Vizier,
Turkish ministers, Turkish governors and Turkish officials who deported the Armenians
and not vice versa. He dismisses the portrayal of the Turks as victims and claims that
people who are making this kind of arguments are implicitly defending Enver, Talat and
Cemal Pashas.!

It is important to note that Ali Kemal seems oblivious to the differences between
the CUP leadership regarding the deportations and the wholesale Armenian policy. The
most notable to note here was Cemal Pasha’s treatment of the Armenians. Contrary to
Talat Pasha’s neglect of the Armenian deportees, Cemal Pasha intervened in both the
deportation and settlement of the Armenians to improve their situation.!3

In his writings Ali Kemal also notes the economic aspect of this crime, for
instance in his article on 28 November 1918, “Kanuni Gayri Kanuni” (Legal and
Illegal), he accuses the Unionists of usurping the possessions and estates of the Greeks
and Armenians and emphasizes the need to confiscate the usurped properties from their
new owners and returning them to their real owners.*3* In a response to Yeni Giin from
14 December 1918, Ali Kemal claims that much of the fortune amassed by the Central
Committee comprised of the usurped properties of the deported Armenians. He
continues with claiming a contract between the murderer gangs and the Central
Committee whereby half of the plunder was sent to Istanbul and the other half was

distributed among the gang members.**
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While the Sabah’s policy showed considerable effort to portray the Turks as
innocent and oppressed under a brutal unionist regime, much of the accusations about
the events of 1915 were directed against the CUP and particularly on its Merkez-i
Umumi (Central Committee). On 11 December 1918, the Sabah reported that a search
conducted by Tetkik-i Seyyiat Komisyonu (Committee for the Investigation of Misdeeds)
at the quarters of the CUP Central Committee led to the revelation of important
documents incriminating the Committee for the deportations and massacres. The Sabah
claims that there had been a purge of documents by the Unionists, which proves their
responsibility in these crimes and the orders sent by the Central Committee to provincial
officials. However, two documents were found proving the committee’s responsibility.
These documents signed by fugitives Doctor Nazim and Bahaeddin Sakir ordered the
governors first to execute the order regarding massacring the Armenians, second asks
the governors: Have you executed the order regarding the massacre of the
Armenians?%

On 12 December 1918, the Sabah published new documents regarding the
deportations. First of them was a telegram that had been sent by Talat Pasha to the CUP
club in Malatya, where he ordered the extermination of Armenians in the district with
Talat pasa himself assuming the responsibility for it. The person who brought the
telegram from Malatya also explained a great deal about the confiscated Armenian
properties. According to him one half of them was sent directly to Istanbul whereas the
others were distributed amongst the gang members that committed the atrocities.®*” In
his response to Yeni Giin on 14 December Ali Kemal argued that the telegram was
genuine since it shared similarities with the ones signed by Dr.Nazim and Bahaeddin
Sakir. He also adds that there are witnesses to confirm its authenticity.**® The Sabah’s
headline from 15 December 1918 was “Kanli Sahifeler” (Blood-Stained Pages) and it
was based on the account of an Ottoman official who had been horrified of his
experience in Trabzon and fled the province. It accuses the governor of Trabzon during

the depotations, Cemal Azmi, as the foremost “hero” in this tragedy.*3®
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The issue of responsibility appears as an important point in Ali Kemal’s
writings. On the issue of punishing those who are responsible for the atrocities Ali
Kemal emphasizes that there should be a distinction between the CUP and the ordinary
Turks. Ali Kemal seems convinced that ordinary Turks are clear of any crimes.
According to him, the Turkish nation is blameless and its conscience is pure and clean.
He argues that seeking compensation for the Armenians does not mean speaking against
the Turkish interests. On the contrary, Ali Kemal insists that one must seek justice for
the Armenians and do everything that remains possible to repair the damage caused by
the previous governments in order to defend the rights of the Turks and gain the
confidence of the victors. Otherwise, Turks would look like the protectors of the
murderers. While much of the Istanbul Press condemned the Unionists like Ali Kemal
Bey some of them differed on the question of responsibility and the innocence of the
Turks. On 30 November 1918 Sait Molla’s Yeni Istanbul, which can be associated with
the anti-Unionist opposition, was published with the headline “Hepimiz Failiz” (We are
all perpetrators). A comparable approach to the Turkish responsibility had some echoes
on the nationalist side as well. Halide Edip also mentioned Turkish responsibility in her
article in Vakit.14

An interesting part that Ali Kemal points out about the plight of the Armenians
is Germany’s complicity in these crimes. One must add that accusations against
Germany on the Armenian issue was one among the three charges hurled against
Germany at the time, the other two were the Belgian atrocities and the submarine
warfare.*! Controversy about the German responsibility on the Armenian issue was not
uncommon in the Istanbul Press. For instance on 6 November an article by Cenap
Sahabettin in the newspaper Hadisat mentioned the German factor. Cenap Sahabettin
accuses the Germans of remaining indifferent to the problem while Turks and
Armenians were massacring each other. In his article called “Almanya ve Caniler”
(Germany and the Murderers) Ali Kemal covers the problem from a greater perspective
referring to the German response to the Armenian massacres of 1894-1896 which took

place during the Hamidian Era. He notes that Wilhelm Il the German Kaiser spent no
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effort to prevent this bloody policy and also visited Istanbul after the massacres. Like
Cenap Sahabettin, Ali Kemal also points out Germany’s silence on the issue during the
war. However, he adopts a more radical position on Germany’s complicity. Although
acknowledging the lack of documents to prove it, Ali Kemal claims that Germany
supported this crime by basing this allegation on the grounds that the perpetrators were
decorated by the Kaiser himself and now even after defeat Germany refuses to extradite
these perpetrators.4?

It is obvious that Germany’s refusal to hand over the three Pashas to the
Ottoman authorities induced Ali Kemal to target it. Moreover, it is safe to assume that
Ali Kemal’s condemnation of Germany was in line with the Entente press of the time
accusing Germany of the Armenian atrocities. For instance during the same period the
Entente press had started a campaign against Liman von Sanders, the head of the
German military reform mission in the Ottoman Empire, who later served in key
commands on Gallipoli and Palestine fronts.43

The Sabah was undeniably an important voice of the suppressed liberal
opposition movement in Istanbul during the Armistice period. Therefore, crimes of the
wartime government and the committee held a crucial place in the Sabah’s perception
of the First World War. Among them, the Armenian case was the most obvious one that
attracted both national and international attention. Ever since 24 May 1915 Entente
Powers had condemned the events as “crimes against humanity” and a vibrant debate
began in the press immediately after the CUP’s fall from power. Under these
circumstances, the Sabah under Ali Kemal’s guidance presented the fate of the
Armenians and to a certain extent other non-Muslims as an act committed by a group of
murderers who also held the Turks under their tyranny. Ali Kemal was particularly clear
that the ordinary Turk was devoid of any crimes. Moreover, he was certain that a new
world was emerging and Turks in order to take their place in the civilized should
confront the issue head on and settle the score with the Unionists. The Sabah’s view on
the issue went parallel to the policy of the contemporary governments who wanted to

curry the favor of the Entente Powers for a milder peace settlement.
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CHAPTER 8

WARTIME ECONOMIC POLICIES:
THE ISSUE OF CORRUPTION

The wartime corruption in the economy was another topic that was emphasized
by the Sabah during the Armistice period. Ali Kemal wrote many times, how the
Unionists made the nation indebted for millions of liras and abused the resources of the
state in the last 4 and a half years. His article titled Kanuni Gayri Kanuni (Legal and
Illegal) published in the Sabah on 28" November 1918 clearly reflects his view on the

subject.1#

In addition to Kanuni Gayri Kanuni, Ali Kemal’s articles “lase Nezareti”
(Ministery of Provisioning), “Capiik Hirsiz” (Agile Thief) and “Bir Disiince” (A
Thought) touched upon various other aspects of the issue. On these articles, he
mentioned how the Unionists abused the discretionary funds and how they robbed the
people by the means of esnaf cemiyeti (the artisans society) and civil society
organizations like Miidafaa-i Milliye Cemiyeti (National Defense League) and

Donanma Cemiyeti (Naval Society).'#°

The Sabah reported on various issues that the CUP’s and particularly Enver
Pasha’s conduct of the war led the frontline troops to suffer from hunger and become
naked. On 22 April, the Sabah was published with the headline “Why our army
starved?” and reported that, during the war years, Enver pasha had taken supplies for
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himself that worth more than 500000 liras. The Sabah claims that this kind of
squandering led to hunger and clothlessness of the troops. The Sabah also put special
emphasis on the discretionary fund (tahsisat-: mesture), which was reserved for the
Harbiye Nezareti (War Ministry), and used mainly by Enver Pasha and teskilat-1
mahsusa. For instance on its issue 16 May 1919, it was claimed that Enver Pasha took
105.990 liras from the discretionary fund during the course of 1914-1915 only.4¢

Ali Kemal, in his article “Capiik Hirsiz” (Agile Thief), pointed to the utter
failure of the economic policies of the Unionists. The wartime period had witnessed a
new line of policy in the economy under the name of “Milli Iktisat” (National
Economy).}#” Ali Kemal indicates that this policy contributed nothing to Turks in terms
of economic prosperity and industrial development. According to Ali Kemal, the
fundamental flaw of the system was its discouragement of non-Muslims from state
employment and in fact a great favor had been done to non-Muslims since they
channeled all their efforts to trade and industry making better profit.143

The Unionist attempt to form a national bank called Osmanli Itibar-1 Milli
Bankasi (Ottoman National Credit Bank) was one of Ali Kemal’s list of the CUP’s
detrimental economic acts. An important aspect of the Unionists’ economic policy was
the formation of a national state bank that would replace the Ottoman Bank. This issue
had been on the Unionists’ agenda since the Young Turk Revolution. Ottoman finances
were considered to be dominated by the Europeans. The Ottoman Bank together with
the Ottoman Public Debt Administration had become a state within a state, forcing the

Ottoman Finance Ministry to act in accordance with their advice.14°

Itibar-1 Milli Bankas1 which was founded in early 1917, was promoted as the
first financial institution founded by real Turkish capital. It was formed by notable
Unionists like the former Finance Minister Mehmet Cavid Bey and the editor in chief of

the Unionist newspaper Tanin Hiiseyin Cahid Bey. Only Ottoman Citizens were
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allowed to buy the shares of the Bank. However, this enterprise met with opposition at
the Meclis-i Ayan (Ottoman Senate). Ahmet Riza Bey considered the attempt to form a
bank immoral on the grounds that the current catastrophic damage taken by the
economy and the inability of the majority of the people to find even bread money. He
also added that it could not be considered a serious and stable institution since it had

been formed by force. '

On 28 November 1918, Ali Kemal told his readers that the bank was a hoax
engineered by Talat Pasha. This bank’s bonds were sold to people by means of fraud
and force. The unsold bonds were bought by the treasury. Ali Kemal pointed out that
the Bank had been given extraordinary privileges and permissions all confirmed by the
Parliament. According to Ali Kemal, the bank’s board of directors were entirely filled
with Talat’s stooges, whose jobs were nothing more than cosmetic in nature, that were

in fact paid more than a Grand Vizier’s salary.®!

When it came to mentioning the regime’s corruption two figures were especially
emphasized by the Sabah, Ismail Hakki Pasha and Kara Kemal Bey. Ali Kemal’s article
Capiik Hirsiz (Agile Thief) targets these two figures. The main emphasis was no doubt
on the maladministration of the economy, which was controlled by these two actors. Ali
Kemal claimed that the majority of Ottoman casualties in the First World War did not
occur on the battlefield, but instead caused by hunger behind the front, in the

countryside and in the cities.'®

On 25 April, the Sabah was published with the headline “Why our army
starved?” the answer was claimed to be the plundering of the army’s supply depots by
means of Ismail Hakkr pasa.’>® Ismail Hakki had served as the army chief of supply
(levazim reisi) under Enver Pasha. In Ali Kemal’s words, he was similar to Tamerlane
both because of his lameness and his violent nature. He condemned the poor to hunger
and wrecked the supply system of the army. He thought nothing but enriching himself
and the stooges around him. He secured his large wealth in Europe and fled after the
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Armistice. 1% Talat Pasha also accuses Ismail Hakki Pasha of corruption in his
memoirs. According to Talat, in spite of all the complaints about him, Ismail Hakk1 had
been protected by Enver throughout the war. Enver insisted that without him the army

could not be fed. Enver even threatened with resignation, if the complaints continued.>®

The Sabah portrays the other important figure of this corrupt system as Kara
Kemal. Kara Kemal had been an influential unionist in Istanbul drawing his power from
the artisan societies. During the war, he was mainly responsible for the provisioning of
the capital and briefly held the position of fase Nezareti (Ministery of Provisioning)
towards the end of the war.?*® Ali Kemal defined him as an ignorant man without an
education who emerged as a leading member of the CUP after the declaration of the
mobilization in August 1914. Even though not directly accusing him of corruption, Ali
Kemal stresses that he did not prevent his immediate circle from engaging in such
activities. According Ali Kemal, he played a destructive role by disrupting free trade
and confiscating the goods of the merchants. Eventually these arbitrarily confiscated
goods were again sold to people with much higher prices and with unimaginable

profiteering.®’

This ministry of provisioning raised a lot of doubt among the opposition. In his
article on 3 January 1919 called /ase Nezareti, Ali Kemal questions the real purpose of
the institution, he mentions Ahmed Riza Bey’s claim that the new ministry was nothing
more than a means to increase the Committee’s control over the people through
provisioning. Bluntly speaking they could feed them or starve them at will. The
provisioning of big cities like Istanbul and Izmir had been a problem even before the
Ottoman entry into the war. With the declaration of mobilization in August 1914, many
goods were requisitioned by the army under Tekalif-i Harbiye Kanunu (Military Tax
Law) leading to the withdrawal of many consumer goods including flour for making
bread. To find a solution to Istanbul’s bread crisis, Unionists established Heyet-i

Mahsusa-i Ticariye (Special Trade Delegation / Special Commission for Commerce)
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under Kara Kemal. During the war functions and profits of this institution caused
rumors that some people were being enriched by the Committee.*®

It should be noted that the notion of the “war profiteer” was not a new
phenomenon for the Armistice period. The issue had been touched upon by many
leading journalists before the end of the war. For instance Yunus Nadi’s article on 13
August 1917 in Tasvir-i Efkar argues that these “new rich” contributed nothing to our
economic development on the contrary they put end to the honorable way of trade and
dealt heavy blows to our economic development. Refik Halid also wrote on the issue in
an article named “Harp Zengini” (War Rich) comparing them to blood sucking
parasites. Profiteering had become a serious problem in the later years of the war and
“Men-i [htikar Heyeti” (Special Commission formed to prevent profiteering in Istanbul)

had been established to combat speculation and hoarding.*>°

Ali Kemal’s other targets included Unionist backed civil society organizations
such as Miidafaa-i Milliye Cemiyeti (National Defense League) and Donanma Cemiyeti
(Naval Society). These organizations managed to provide a strong support from the
public during war.*®® However, Ali Kemal accused them of extorting the shopkeepers
under the name of supporting the army and navy by imposing arbitrary taxes on them.
From his perpective, Unionists who were ousted from power were clinging these

institutions in order to continue their cause.6!

As a concluding remark, one can say that the Sabah/Peyam-i: Sabah’s view on
the war economy focused on corruption and profiteering by the CUP regime that had led
to nothing but widespread hunger of the people and the enrichment of a clique that had
strong connections to the Unionists. According to Ali Kemal, maladministration of the

economy during the war years was one of the reasons that disrupted the logistics of the
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Zafer Toprak, Tiirkiye'de "Milli iktisat” 1908-1918, Yurt Yaymlari, 1982, p. 294

160 Erol Akcan, “Balkan Ve Birinci Diinya Harbi Yillarinda Miidafaa-i Milliye Cemiyeti, Tarihin Pesinde”
Uluslararasi Tarih Ve Sosyal Arastirmalar Dergisi- Y1l: 2015, Say1: 13, Sayfa: 161-183, Nursen Gok, “Donanma
Cemiyeti’nin Anadolu’da Orgiitlenmesine iliskin Gézlemler”, Ankara Universitesi Dil ve Tarih-Cografya
Fakiiltesi Tarih Boliimii Tarih Arastirmalar1 Dergisi. 2008: 27, 77-93

161 Sabah, 6 Subat 1335 (1919), nr. 10498 s. 1
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army and led to the starvation of the Ottoman troops that fought on multiple fronts
eventually contributing to the final defeat suffered in the end.
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CHAPTER 9

CONCLUSION

During the Armistice period, the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah was undeniably an
important voice of the previously suppressed liberal opposition movement in Istanbul.
Since the newspaper was mostly controlled by Ali Kemal during the period, it
essentially reflected his personal views, which were always fiercely against the CUP
and later against the National Movement in Ankara. Ali Kemal was undoubtedly one of
the most famous journalists of his time. His style of journalism was partisan,
uncompromising and quarrelsome. Ali Kemal claimed to be speaking on behalf of the

“opposition”.

Although it would be difficult to speak of a united opposition, Ali Kemal
frequently stressed the continuity of opposition’s struggle from 1908 onwards in order
to put emphasis on their differences from the Unionists. Throughout the 1908-18 period,
liberal opposition manifested itself first in the Ahrar Firkas: (Party of Ottoman
Liberals), and then the Hiirriyet ve Itilaf Firkas: (Liberty and Entente Party - LEP). The
liberals envisioned a more decentralist form of Ottomanism in a more cosmopolitan
Ottoman Empire instead of the Unionists’ centralist tendencies and they claimed to be
the real supporters of the constitution. Since the CUP eventually established a one party
dictatorship in this period, Ali Kemal and the other opponents had experienced prison,
exile and even execution under the Unionist regime. Despite criticizing the Unionists
harshly in newspapers, it is generally accepted that the opposition remained weak and

failed to seize the opportunity to establish firm political control when the Unionists lost
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power. The influence of other political actors such as the palace and the Entente Powers
actually had been far greater than the liberals on Istanbul governments. Moreover, it
was an interesting fact that the rivals of the CUP were calling themselves opposition
while the Unionists were effectively ousted from power. This can be explained by their
weakness in state apparatus, particularly in the army and bureaucracy. In other words
this shows the strength of the Unionists even when they lost power in the capital.

Like many of his contemporaries, Ali Kemal’s views on the Ottomans carried
the flavor of orientalism. In analyzing the events leading up to war and the collapse of
the Empire, he arrogantly wrote that the lack of knowledge on Western Politics and
diplomacy had become Ottomans’ fundamental failure throughout history. Ali Kemal
complained about the failure of producing capable statesmen who excelled in western
politics. According to him, ultimately, the Ottoman entry into the First World War and
the final collapse was the result of this failure. Here Ali Kemal ignores the fact that
despite political, economic and military decline, the Empire had survived through 19"
century by a cautious diplomacy, playing off one Great Power against each other. As for
the First World War, the collapse of the Ottoman Empire could actually be considered
together with the collapse of other Empires in Central and Eastern Europe during an
important turning point in history, whereas things like a lack of knowledge or

incapability are lesser factors in the process.

In general, Ali Kemal criticized the wartime leadership of merely being puppets
in the hands of the German Empire. The authoritarian Young Turk regime was
portrayed as being sponsored by Germany as part of an “Demir Cember” (Circle of
Iron) in Ali Kemal’s words. In fact, Ali Kemal’s outlook on Germany as a militaristic
and despotic power was not uncommon in his time especially among Young Turk
circles. Ottoman Empire’s relations with Germany had always been short of cultural and
literary interaction and stemmed more from the need to acquire important military and
technical know-how. During the last quarter of the 19" century, Young Turks had
considered Britain and France as cradles of freedom while associating Germany with
Hamidian despotism. Ali Kemal inherited this mentality and fused it with the wartime
anti-German propaganda of the Entente accusing Germany of “war guilt” and war
crimes. Another cause of Ali Kemal’s pejorative view of Germany was probably the

fact that during the last years of the Empire, especially after 1913, the Unionists began
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to see the German State model as a means of salvation. Such policies like the German
inspired “national economy” were obviously a different path of modernization and were

alien to him.

It is beyond question that Ali Kemal’s view on the First World War was shaped
by his desire to settle the score with his political rivals. Ali Kemal insistently argued
that Ottoman entry into the First World War was the result of a small clique within the
CUP sold off to the Germans. He also added that the Empire’s place should have been
on the side of Great Britain in this conflict. Ali Kemal completely ignored the efforts of
the Unionists to ally themselves with Britain and the other Entente Powers. Moreover
Ali Kemal’s insistence on the need to gain British support was not unique to him but
also existed among his opponents. For instance, Rauf Bey, Naval minister of the Ahmed
Izzet Pasha Cabinet who signed the armistice also mentioned Admiral Calthorpe, the
Commander in Chief of the British Mediterranean Fleet, his expectation of British
cooperation in line with the policy of the 19" century. In his last days Talat Pasha, the
former Grand Vizier of the last Unionist government also had an accommodation with

Britain in his agenda.

In terms of domestic policy Ali Kemal’s political agenda, which allegedly
outlines the policies of the opposition, can be considered revanchist. While demanding
the trial of the responsible Unionists, almost all of its proposals are related to the crimes
of the wartime government and intents to settle an old score. For instance, the
opposition’s list of the demands does not mention anything about solving more
immediate problems of the population like the food and fuel shortages or the refugee

problem.

Ali Kemal’s revanchism also shows itself in his reflections on the Armenian
tragedy. The Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah especially in the person of Ali Kemal took a clear
uncompromising stance on the Armenian issue. But his related articles suggest that his
main concern was to prove the innocence of the ordinary Turks in the eyes of the West.
His articles blame the entire deportation and massacres on a few Unionists some of
whom had already fled and also to a lesser extent on the Germans. This could also be
interpreted as an attempt to curry favor with the Entente Powers and gain concessions

for better peace terms. One should also notice his nationalist sentiments in his insistence
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on the innocence of the Turks and also his remarks on the oppression that the Turks had
been subjected to under various despots.

Ali Kemal’s emphasis on the terms Turks and Turkishness seems to fit the
dominant discourse of the time, which demanded self-determination for the peoples in
their own nation-states. The defeat in the First World War led to the loss of the Arab
lands and left the Empire only with an Anatolian heartland. Like many Ottoman
intellectuals of the period, Ali Kemal vested hopes on the 12" principle of President
Wilson whereby the Turkish majority would be guaranteed sovereignty by the

victorious powers.

Criticism of economic policies were frequently mentioned in the the
Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah regarding the First World War. The newspaper accused unionists
like Kara Kemal and Ismail Hakki1 Pasa who were influential over the war economy of
profiteering and corruption. The Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah viewed these events not from a
perspective of economic independence or self-sufficiency but as the enrichment of a
few trusted Unionists at the expense of the population. The Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah also
pointed out that maladministration of the economy during the war years was one of the
reasons that disrupted the logistics of the army and led to the starvation of the Ottoman
troops that fought on multiple fronts eventually contributing to the final defeat suffered
in the end. At times Ali Kemal described the issue in extreme as a conspiracy by the
Unionists to threaten the population with starvation.

Ali Kemal’s treatment of the Unionists may be considered too harsh given his
long term feud with the Unionists. But despite being entrenched politically on the
royalist losing camp in 1922 and his subsequent lynching to death, much of Ali Kemal’s
criticisms toward the CUP actually survived into the Republican Era and ironically
adapted by the Kemalist Historiography. For instance, in his memoirs regarding the
First World War, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk criticized the Unionist leadership for leaving
the fate of the army and the nation to a German military mission.

These criticisms and accusations regarding the Unionist role in the war
resurfaced during the show trials in 1926, when remaining former Unionists like Dr.
Nazim and Cavid Bey were tried. They were accused not only of complicity in the plot
to assassinate Mustafa Kemal, but also of responsibility for the Ottoman entry into the

First World War, profiteering on a massive scale during the war, living in luxury and
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debauchery while the soldiers were fighting in the field against superior enemies. It is
striking how much these accusations overlap with the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah’s rhetoric
on the First World War.
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APPENDIX 1
Ali Kemal

Editor in chief of the Sabah/Peyam-: Sabah during the Armistice period

(From: Kemal, Ali. Omriim. Yayima Hazirlayan: Zeki Kuneralp, ISIS Yayimecilik,
1985)
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APPENDIX 3

Tiirklerin Giinah Nedir? (What is the guilt of Turks)

Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 1 Kasim 1334 (1918), nr. 10400, s. 1.
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APPENDIX 4

One of the Transcripted Articles
Tiirklerin Giinah1 Nedir? (What is the guilt of Turks)
Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 1 Kasim 1334 (1918), nr. 10400, s. 1.

Miitareke sartlart dyle agir ve O0yle elim ki biz Tiirklerin kolumuzu kanadimizi
kirtyor. Varligimizi kokiinden zedeliyor. Devletimizi hemen hemen bir emaret
derecesine indiriyor. Umariz ki miisalaha miizakerelerinde bu siddet temdil olunur ve
hakkimiz hakikatimiz bu derece ayak altina alinmaz. Esasen kii¢iik ve biiyiik her milleti
magduriyetten kurtarmak mesut ve miireffeh kilmak i¢in calisan, c¢alistigini sdyleyen
Avrupa alip da bizi unutmaz ¢iinkii biz de insaniz ve bir milletiz hem de insanlarin ve
milletlerin en magdurlarindaniz. Asirlardan beri daima istibdat altinda ezildik, idare
namina her kavimden, hatta bizimle bu toprakta yasayan hiristiyan vatandaslarimizdan
ziyade ezildik. . O mazi dyle idi. Fakat halde her millet esaretten kurtulmus iken biz
kurtulamadik. Son senelerde miistebitlerin en gaddarina, en mecnunlarina, en
magsuslarina, kul, kurban olduk. Bu herifleri basimiza bu derece musallat eden kismen
gafletimiz, hamakatimiz ise kismen de Avrupadir. Avrupa onlari, giine giin endiselere
medni tuttu, siyaseten tuttu, maliyece tuttu, her hususca tuttu. Mesela Istanbul’da Alman
sefiri Wangenheim kadar, Fransiz Sefiri Bompard da Ittihat ve Terakki’nin muayyin ve
dostu idiler. Tevekkiil-ii bu cemaat:

Biitiin diinyay1 aldattik
Sakinsin bizden insanlar
dememislerdi, hakikaten boyleydi.
Bu miilkte her millet gibi Tirkleri de eziyorlardi. Sonra Avrupa’nin karsisina

Tiirklerin namina ¢ikiyor ve istediklerini yapiyorlardi, o kadar ki bu meydan1 bos
bulunca azdilar, sitmardilar, giiniin birinde o azgin Almanya ile senelerden beri o en
cilgmimi fikren, amelen her cihetce tezhirine gegiren Kaiser Wilhelm ile gizlice
sOylestiler, kararlastilar, hazirlandilar, basimiza Almanya’dan generaller getirdiler,
ordumuzu keyiflerine gore tensik eylediler, o sayede hiikiimetimizi biisbiitiin avuglarina
alarak dayadiklarini yapmaga hazirlandilar. Vakte ki harb-i umumi ilan olundu. Bu
memlekette Tirklerin hakimiyeti saltanati kalmamisti. Padisahimiz niifuzca bir aletten
ibaret idi, millet ise bu firka-i kahrenin emrine ¢arnagar ram olmustu. Hakiki hakimimiz
amirimiz o firkanin en pervasiz bir iki uzvu hakikatte onlar da degil Almanya idi, ¢iinkii
bu uzuvlar menfaat, haysiyet, her ne saike ile olursa olsun Almanya’nin aleti, oyuncagi
idiler. Béyle olunca hiikiimetimize Ingiltere’nin, Fransa’nin sdzii geger miydi? Hatta
bigare milletin de irabdan mecali var miydi? Harb-i umuminin zuhurundan 3 ay sonra
biz de muharebeye karistik. Almanlarin kurbani olduk. Ciinkii haritayr géz Oniine
getiren bir mektep ¢ocugu bile anlardi ki bu hal ile, bu vaziyet, bu hudut ile boyle bir
badireye girmekten bize zarar, miithis bir zarar, muhakkak idi, hi¢bir faide memul
degildi... Diisiinmeli, Ingiltere gibi, Fransa gibi, Rusya gibi devletlere kars1 Suriye’den
Irak’a, Irak’dan Kafkasa, biitiin o acik cephelerimizi miidafaa edebilecektik. Oyle mi?
Almanya muzaffer bile olsa, oluncaya kadar biz behemahal miizmecil olacaktik. Ciinkii
bir¢ok vilayetlerimiz elimizden ¢ikacakti, ordumuz kirilacakti. Halbuki Almanya’nin
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muzafferiyeti meskuk idi. Bu hakikati elbette Almanlar biliyorlardi ve bildikleri halde
basimizi bu belaya soktular. Ciinkii izmihlalimiz onlarin umrunda bile degildi. Onlar ki
sirf menfaatlerini diisiiniiyorlardi ve bdyle yapmakta mazur hatta hakli idiler. Biz insan
olmaliydik da bu tehlikeden nefsimizi sakinmaliydik. Biz dedigimiz kimdir? Almanlara
bu miilkli satmis birkag¢ hazele ile onlarin yardakeilari, kaselisleri degil mi? Bu giiruh
istisna edilirse Tiirklerin giinahi ne olabilir? Halbuki miitareke sartlari1 ibretle miitalaa
buyurulsun. Biitiin cezay1 padisahindan en kiicilik bir ferdine kadar onlar ¢ekiyorlar. Asil
mesuller bu harpten bos keselerine imanina kadar doldurarak ¢iktiklari i¢in zannen pek
mevcut olmayan vicdanlarini bir tarafa atinca iste Ismail Hakki Pasanin yaptigi gibi
kargasaliktan istifade ile solugu hudut haricinde alir. Avrupa’nin bir kdsesine ¢ekilir,
yagar, fakat biz zavalli Tirkler ne olacagiz? Biz ki hemen hemen devletsiz,
memleketsiz, istiklalsiz kaliyoruz, biz ki alt1 asirlik saltanatimizin boyle tarac edildigini
eller bagli goriiyoruz, biz ki en ziyade Avrupa’da yasar, az ¢ok bir azamet, bir mazi
sahibi bir millet iken Asya’nin, Afrika’nin kabileleri menzilesine indiriliyoruz. Almanya
ve Obilir mesuller, hatta icimizden onlara pek ziyade karigsanlar cezalarimi ceksinler.
Lakin Tirklere de insaf olunsun, bu derece kiyilmasin. Tiirkler ki hakikatte ne bu
muharebeyi istediler, ne bu badireye karismak fikrinde idiler. Fakat arz ettigimiz gibi
demirden bir el onlari bu yola siiriikledi, ezdi, mahfetti, birakti. Simdi Avrupa’nin
adaletine diisiin, alelitlak biitiin magdur milletleri himaye etmek, her milliyete hakkini
vermek gibi vaatlerine tevafuk eyleyen nedir? Biz bigareleri bir derece daha ezmek
midir? Zaten ezile ezile hi¢ kudretimiz, takatimiz kalmadi. Medeniyetin sanina tevafuk
ederse varsin varligimiz haritadan silinsin, namimiz satha-i alemden kaldirilsin. Yok,
biz Avrupa’y1, Avrupa efkar-i umumiyesini, o efkar-i umumiyeyi temsil eden mecmua-i
diiveli, alel husus Amerika gibi bir miibesir insaniyetinde tesiri, niifuzu olunca adil
biliriz, boyle vahsetlerden, mezalimden miinezzeh saniriz. Biitiin hukukumuzu
varligimizi da o yet adalete tevdii eyleriz. Miitareke sartlar1 tabi hi¢ bizi dinlemeden,
sikayetlerimizi, feryatlarimizi isitmeden, hakikatimizi 4 seneden beri neler
cektiklerimizden sonra anlamadan vaaz olundu, miisalaa i¢in elbette bdyle olamaz,
elbette hak, hakikat, o miiesser nidasini, sadasini cihanin semasina ref eyler. Biz Tiirkler
de arz ettigimiz gibi gerek bu harbin gerek dort senedir bu memlekette vukua gelen
mezalimin magdurlariy1z, O6yle iken yeniden magduriyetlere mi ugratilmaliyiz?
Miitarekeyi carnagar kabule mecburuz, fakat hi¢ zannetmeyiz ki bu memlekette aym
sartlarla bir miisalaaya imzasini koyan bir hiikiimet teskil edebilsin. Varligimiza dyle
ezeli bir rehine ugradiktan sonra istiklalimiz biisbiitiin elimizden alinsin, bin kere daha
miireccahtir. Cihan-1 medeniyet milletlere karsi hala bu derece adaletsizlikleri,
insafsizliklar1 tervic eylerse ¢ok ge¢cmez insaniyet bu harb-, umumi gibi yeniden bir
silsileyi mesaibe daha ugrar. O zaman hi¢ belini dogrultamaz. Evet, tekrar ederiz,
mesuller cezalarin1 gorsiinler, hem de siddetle gorsiinler, bu miilkii bu hale koyarak
Avrupa’ya da, bize de, biitiin insanlia da havsalaya sigmaz fenaliklar1 edenler en
bliyliglinden en kiicligiine kadar sala tedipe wugrasinlar, miistahaktirlar. Fakat
padisahimizin hukuk-u saltanatina, Tiirklerin hakk-1 hayatina, hakk-1 istiklaline
dokunulmasin.
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Miilkii Osmani’nin boyle ii¢ ziyadesini gasp eylemek, millet-i Osmaniyye’yi ise
bu derece kayd altina almak o hukuktan, o haktan ne birakir? Avrupa bilmeli ki bir
milleti ne derece zayif olursa olsun, bu mertebe tezail etmek, ucurumdan asagi atmak,
biisbiitiin yasa diisiirmektedir, ¢ildirtmaktir. Tiirkliik ise bugiin perisan olsa da yine belli
bash bir unsurdur, ir unsurdur ki alttan alta hiikmiinii, niifuzunu yriitiir. Asya’daki
diger arkadaslar1 ile evvela, fikren, harsen ittihat edebilir. Boyle bir milleti ne hak yere
bu derece ezmek milliyet diisturlarini ila etmek igin meydana ¢ikan itilaf devletlerine
asla yakismaz. Iste biz boyle diisiiniiyoruz.

68



APPENDIX 5

Demir Cember (Iron Circle)

—zaglles e bty it
- ’

AT gl Sl T antis e
LT T )
e ke eV g T g — 3
Aot g == b el i A el
Bk Ft ka0 UT Eaplsgl”
RN LRI E I NTPIRSE PRI |
el T il g P el
Gl gadh e ol o uBin g
e e R F ]
Ve wT e iaY i et
R P P PR
g e T J'Il__.._l [,

Al R g dee g Jran dgl g}

& ..-L-'_pd whllr TED g

s.LK.:'i-ﬁga:-l;-J“ s
r o SN

e el iy el T s
e el 0T ks AR it gt
100 1 T gl n e W 00N
ikl ey arkp el i e dopale
ol i s o L
o dal tes Al tala f dim £

i

vkl
e T ]
R L

i it g il oy Bl
Sl g b olb g g i adled
wingad f ol
s iy ddld g 2K
i G b ety Sl o g w3l e
Rile o tpen bl gty iantlph (A3
i et L dariibi i T iyt ¥
u .l'l_ﬂ- ik g K ek b a1,
[TTUT T [N PRCRe ey ¥ P
[P E i T T LN R
Sy Arhdt el el iy AR

. .
[P TR PLES SRR
RPN TRFIN SR
) gt o et o]
dhlip 4‘-"?'--11'*4-\""&'
by it g e T A i b
e b g e byl
o e e g LT PETY
i Rl T
A e gt R g e
P Al ok wek fowd Fo'm mages

F i..u 78 s a\A
.:..I--.q-‘l EETTY

s s

b wpleel galay Ju ) ofag et 4 e
e o M bl Tk e sp, 2
WG el iy B Feak b ol

AR ) ) gy ]ty B
drs sl g 4_,[’.;;;__- ant

At rd
T ] J)a-u; 'l
[ i el i f et
e nd o B p i el
DT TSR AP S O S
R )
b i et d g F o
0t S k] (A il LY
sy Hles o mepdpg b
AR | 0 e 4 q‘t.-l.-,-l ..n-h
P et g S ol
» el e I oy e
J.«- g :_,.-J_‘l.-‘l-.rfl—flﬂ
sy 45T e g e e
ot Jou i e D S K Sl
o LN o e g
LLICR R L R LT

R T .

o gl i (8 Y 2 ot |
T PR [ PPt Y LT
S i fe 5 ld s gy
P e
al e gl 1 g et 4
[EPIETPRE. oF |- JF R
B N e
o (%Y b € e ¥
rdy SUE Lk AT gl ol
wpa ks gl el 34 gl iy gt
A e fI U o el
v il ey p ga Sl gl T
[E= FrEvepcs Smern P WL RN
R TR PR T VLR
dfoale G fia y 2 f sl
aFR 4 oSSRy WA 5 E
T A L 1O
s LWL S R P
o BT LA Wiyt i
o il s b S gk h e ua) SR
PR PR S
IPFTREE, PR S iy x.p.l‘_u.
st B .m_'iT S et el gl
PN AT EFTOR AR ]
iy b LY e
T A AR K ol d AT
e, e g it g gl
e e L
b T b oty
Auli fu e e s
b ] fom b i gl g i e
T TG et g 130N
ETaC e QRPN Fap g P
auf i e st} A gt
PRI ey R Y Wl
FEEL I pRRE PR S
PP = REQRVET PPt
Gerps A tazea g GEY pgam
Cade ) gkl o gkl 57 Fa
Llaphep 10 pleh ) S Je ey
R g aitglee g e 8T g
Sl ag ap plica Wyl il B g a g
R U L Y P
e L
Feom g o ol FL g 2l
B g o R e e s g e
atea gy o b a PN bl 0 U gde
ST IRC L PEPTY M o
A ) et AT
T FCTR Y P T A
o il ) e i
o AARE Rl
w5 ke £ (ks
A gt a1 G s
TR PRI PR
Rl ol sl Al e i
AU il p e gy
e Al ST
M LA i et il
T ey gt 1 A e
w g e R el A (L
+ sbmld it
g b B e 4T
Ty, EL N S L 4 T
s may gt ] L ptealih ALY e
Opth b o flap fedt o T L

ai g J ) ey e iy
FESTE Y R Ry T
hu{ !Juj}
o+ o

PR I PR T T L
45: " :Lﬂliﬁﬁ;ﬁ:-ﬂ)-_l-f_';-ﬂ
.|L1’i it § o end] e o
u.*ﬁ ol Ii'.rr"""‘"..r"

69

Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 8 Kasim 1334 (1918), nr. 10407, s. 1
s

T e g ot {J:’:.H der
LN TR AT P
ir S Sua s AT T o gt
St Sy R Ly 2agie
i G s e (aay )
ke gL Ji & Vol iy e T
Mg gy Al S
with s o ghtegals Wy 2o GF
Frfeapes gl ganh J5
o tlT o Ny T 2y
et any, Bt DB Sl i BB
o (5PN Y s
IR TR L B A
[ R T P ST TS
el b e i e AL
BT st o P TTE TS
ke agga il TP g ¥l siite
AR g B gtl A e e
[P O T P T PO TP
200 2k b o paialll Gty 2y
B s e doe A
Wl il gl pfl Sids gl
IR RO B
b e SASE i ergef eyl
. D g Jurg
ETLEEC LR ]
PR EE PP R
Rt N o L L T
(oA Pl AT ) e A
e PTFCP FEREEYE
T R UL R
Ll gackentl rpudentd A 2y
Fp SeESH o paslla 0N g
il o e e g alidyl
NI T R SR P o
e A e o gl T
Lap oty Zmdie Gl e gd
wndadal  rkn ganct - paseiloafb
iy BLA et S
E B R B0 e
T IR NR T ST P
w0 g Face sl spllsa
Bl oli €gnt o S r T g
b spnl eadd bk ora) |
ot ) Eha
e L e
e T I i e
ol T g s pard ey
llpaiegs DK nnily S atlels)
MRS g e
¥ e efujres g A6 e g
O et £ el Jb f a7
2, N gl Bl R i Y
(S PR PRI )
ERVERERVI g W L o
g i by e L
g gt i el i
MIFEASERER PE LR
ral e i W gl pag floy
Gl dabey o gyl agt <l o 87,
wha e [y s e Jealelic 4 gzl
uld el 710 ol einfl e AU
A 1 b gaasl g Sl g
P S e R T
e R T L)
PRI T -
o anle e

o rtlcae Jap g L

e



APPENDIX 6

Ingiliz Dostlugu (British Friendship)

234) o
- -
waatil M;l gt
o S Fastie eyt
whd g Fen i WA K et
'8, i s e W A e AT
g e [ NPT g o=
e R g 1T ]
a Al Fon arlig )« pack dpl
VF Ay sk apany o eyl
L sichap dyy sl dF wap
T A e ey e g
-l Py g Mol P iy
2T e et ] L
= ] Sape iy
Nl i e} i
e e wsinlion gy le —
gt e IJ-.:- ahmnl ] G
Bompkimh Wt in b mde 8 BT )
& e Ml et 1 s g
o LT U gy
P v DR R
LYY Ay
o Frd§ e Gl R 1 —
Rt 3 aard b, bty Ay e
R R e T e Y
u ke aly wmipp ol M g Al
¥l o el gy paa
e e Al BT g e il e
gl o g A Al —
g o el R Y e $ER
Lol e o e sk G
| waad iy
AL it - L
¢ b b N ek s 38 S0
LR ot P ]
A e s sie Feb b bl

iy el W g e J
g b fr mlagi ot e,

whlit gt el e Ve e s e
PR T ey P 1
AU - e ks il i it
T ke ] b aendd ST e g
sy # Tk d b il oy g
FE Seageit
e < iVl b e
et ki — el o i ok e
L e T
i i P e e M
e s e g g M)y g
Bl sl WL T
RS dep - ey L

HEE P T Say - L
o il g el e W G o L
e e wlp e Segks Gugdl
FRTENE R PIra. TP
Kamfd e denl vt st Ky
e byt R aia R e

e 2

U‘_. A:ﬂ_',—.-u'n.- J” o d;,.-J-
A F e IY ey T
bt e By 4 A e e
e e it Faue g
il S v i sk i S
RESE PR g Ry I
e o F S il G $1F
o gl BV oA ] o B
whgr DETE 7 i 480
e RS
g e e gt in £33,
s il g inn ad e 4
P BT e e e S sl
el et L e T
AL o s gk it A
Pz i I gl B
E1aRY T i e ] Smary
s b el R o) o
E g g WL ] iy
SAIIEAL A G e A0
PE TR Pt P FIEY PER
gty e St B g G

TP Y SO L g W ST
[l Joalilyp ¢ gid Jpese i
il Sibe il A oty
b, 5 i it e T U
ETEE P T e T
P I Y e s e |
Wy oA AE L e A0 I
il kgl paapag) ¢ e arli
e i i el i F e
v apbg) s iy gadle B

gl Laaft s gk 1dl
Cost' 1 o bl e i1 g SR
4l | el ool GF e ni“r:'
g g i e et p a2 gl
i8] e Saf1 G e R
i e ) e AN
Lt T R e
o AF el Gt £

il ity et WU Tagunaws
dat Pl b b P S
o gmpl 1 e B LSl
e s n ke s A il
i 5 A i o
gl o el it 6l

[ T T
apib e il o
P e S s g

[P PR T R
T LR PO

gy a4l g e vy
) o RN g g
Sl bt ity A il
A b i e e gl
BTN Bt oo gy g w3k g
Ayt gud i fosder Jfieas
LRI e TR Ty
TS

a3 f Y
ok e i e wilin e 1 )
et 0 e gt b e
e JEUE A e i
B e

JE—JF

) al g R Ay e b e
FEESE g I L

g M,,-.A;lJut.:A...{

Pt TR IV RS
T ity el Sy
e £ i s By B gkl
e e gl o
o gt e Y
I L Y SR P
ARG el G o fipy

A

il g o s SO
R TR TR L YT W TH Ty |
o T by e B
[EEE-TQNET PR RN TSP
e g gl bl e p
By ey e LU - gl
e e T
e o i ke (et )
Al Ay e o a o e
linf) ol ooyt e e gl
g sl T el g a0 F
SN gl e Lk Bl - i)
A R e s
Y| -I.Sl-h .ﬂ*—-ﬂ

--—.‘w.u..'

70

Aoty Gp il (i eN e de

angrinddl dpse blabde o

Ali Kemal’s Ed1t0r1a1 Sabah 9 Kasim 1334 (1918), nr. 10408, s. 1

A 50

< g g, gadllem o gl £ JE1
B ERL gL Y T TN )
Bt e S0 1 Sl S u Ly
FPSPLEY PIT PRI ey
By e g 0 abian i T
s Gl s S g g
¢ GG el S et
T RN e PR
o poihal Tl o gk Ak g
W g S el e ngrleh
¢ denghi g i e ST LYl
PRI IR R SR 1)
g drand e J e dr el
e e LY ]
SE VA e el g bl LA
e LT ¢ e g
ol el
wdpis fa g 41 SEEK R0
PO PR P E Y |
Won o i Al il S s g2 A
A ot 2 ) B
irrmn T e Ve F b smielee
A s AT e i g
i TRy PR ST T
il et PN e g Tgks
4 dut vaai e g wileallEA )
G (uacal 3 B f gl w5 gp a1
atlatheldif o gl ik e
ALY P R E T P I -]
e e SN o sl M
Apes i g gl bl
iy 7 ackld s o LT
cukpd HE G B g
a2 e 1 g ) ke
g e, s ik e
P, PR R
B b 5 i v Pugms
oo A 0 e M kT g
Bt b 1 medgn p amn B ey
anil s okt an JoS TG
& babets e g 0 iy
=il nhfd fore d Ll by
por Ll 4 2 £k ke
+ iy
R L}'-'.I ot ket
NNl i SEYE S sl aptle
o atma reatege S
o it e a6 e F e
bage ann SECHWE i) ATy AT
ditgl ¢ 7 e demage s )
v e e B B it ey
TP G L T PP
Y P PP
o el G e Mgt By g o g
ST p AT eale S ke
byl 2 pab gt Byl ni g
T b 5 F Fer
AL s o Y Ky
el Gl ¢ u:-kcti,'l P g
PR [P+ I
Ui iy Felle 1 Gkl sl
ol 5 et Lkl i gt
58 g Al B s s
tF wi s Aniemf A Yo,
£ hietls el gy A
Dyt gl Ty T
4 Bt g s e
Gl b v helal il v ok
o --u,t_l :.F o g
Now .-.&q e

il




APPENDIX 7
Enverland

Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 23 Kasim 1334 (1918), nr. 10423, s. 1

ta¥ el

Ll il b i by .JrLl
N L s S R R
AT ot T el T saile i bl
Opfl et ity e oy
oS a gad) G e S My
[AT-FL TSP RIL PV SR
[EAFIA PRI L PPRATI 3y 8
chen sl e m adibog gl ) e
R AR PR PRI
AV e G b e g S a4
dEM 8 G dne oS
g o § g ot B i
jﬂ.fj_ Iyt g Moluaslif gr gt
odbs @ hsad doy ¢ i) adle
T s 43 b i s e
ot il s b AT 0 i S
o gt B3 v ol i B
el 31 et o Glalila g Aol iy
et gs AN eyl sy aigip 52 |

L] .;..b’ r‘j._r dey

T o506y o gy
e K g DAL 1 LAy e
ol Ghay oy e At Gl Ay
gy ek ] rfaapaip el
R e L

LR YT S 3
i ‘:""l“t"' tr,:lfu:-i-ﬁ.-.}aft_a
PR WY - PR POy v
. .;_a;x',fua I O
Tt g s eir W e
7 e b 4 a6 ity e
rek gty S oph 0pE1 id Ol
o il Rl 2B ..;‘.f*? dh»
hm oW Sar ks Sk 3 F
Tl it e dot e Dheily

[ FI A ST Py |
U‘hj':‘,-w wae i g g gl 6 it
il ¢ Jaikel ks B 20 S
LA g g Kt i g e pd
- gl J\._.Jl Erhies 5 i x L
R R L TN PRI S
JPF CHPIT R I P
W 1S5 e e, Al 3
RIS R P O
Ty iy 20y O 49
el sl bl 1 G £T
P ] g Y e 1 g
R e
ety (o) ' g
CEAt A g S 1t
LR ,.ﬂ- & iy

g e alny

o al hma g STy e

. J{Jf N P ST

|¢L,1J,: RNt N T T

e St g1 r\f

ke Gpra S ams a0V

TCCUNE P R L P
4‘ 1 aniilr Gamits wlabs o i

Gy cplicy szklogh fr 55 wniih

ke i et ¢ e T
A T R FAVIER
il F ek gk o g et
P P I f SR S
ks KL rid K 13| e agS”
o ek o yo cdr o o dajery §
b o B Gy S el
200 -:l-_-'»T:!:i-J:ﬂ « Koy
TV P N TN T
Y3 LA AUT b ST )

[ adlage 13k st k7 Ak )

I [ 2HFEE

] ;,t,]p Ji:{-_f 134 1.4,‘
CAVYIE ST AR TRY
HITTER PR IPLL L A R
b e | s e 8,
PR ANELEL ST =g OO r 1,--1.'—r_
RE PP R T UY L
ea v b b aVF L eaisl Gl e
i Fogmr L il 0T
. !¥=- EEIRRT By P 1)
e T L
,..j;__d-!, v ekl Sfi,-. i s
qd—".b‘d)‘dhj‘.r‘-ﬂir' 2 )
ol Up e T
ons gy SRl Ty 1
CIRRY R g S R P
Flehd pbladt g o o s git

a5 (Kl ) e Kb gl i

et g gl i Ay
LUT ks o gz § Gl s
el SR BoF v G K )
LR X TR T T
[ PRS- A R TITT I
el g gl a] agh ey
v J7p U o gl ¢ Fag )
J*-‘L‘-\- U pesdlgmrdr'y At
G+ s BB e ghy aGbn T
oS 0Fl S by 2ol
G A A g e e
LT gt ¢ iyl ea AT
[QNEY QR T PRLBRY W
.'_.c_' dp kereg sde el e
i s X a2,
o, el o fur wides Vo
s p fad FEN e B
ke ¢ fatd? GET] ol gt ;.\‘
AT Ko L B gl
ot e gty a2
UFR anteaa i of gl e IETE
P A BT e 3y A
SRS, P o 2y T 4 g
AR Gn A g S
-\..Ln_..’ﬁ- (sa#f.i'_-k'rﬁ_-u,l
PR R PR P T ey ]
.m....t el e G a ey

R e T
FAPO TR I 4 =T S
iy Bt B e o MO

BT e R Y -nfr
ehar] iV gl LGS 5 b
ity Zeatey a1 DKUY D e
i A s A W el :.'ILﬁ.r_p'
PACIFR VR o P
CEPRR O FRCIY ' RPN
e e ol 4§
4wl ed P.J,de_,r;ﬁJ,-
P T R YT gjuﬂl
By b GAKT ¢ il
Y| Il;—-l'- f-..:'l-l'):- ] f—n‘-\:
-}"h-r . -}‘J .d“*' !a.-fJ-;

il aagalb it pailaed Ga

lr"_,-h vt 20T .5 ),L,r el
A s pEG Y PO
s T ey J_}"I—’-'l-_p-* bk a0
it e asliey b i

Fo T s oo lehe Jl iy
JE N S e Gl e
,A'-lLT (J.f__u RIS I_;-ﬁ_l "M
X5 P BT TP e J_'r-ﬂ-

-.j-t.:.-l:.-f.'.»‘»- Dl gl

el 8 Do m k1 S
Fiedln radr e b St il
FELTE ISP P PO - AP R
R ETRT. B U W )

71



APPENDIX 8
Zalimler, Mazlumlar (Opressors, Opressed Ones)
Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 27 Kasim 1334 (1918), nr. 10427, s. 1

Saglaa

PLPT S By Y, (N 5 9% T
N LR S V)
dphedaipg aag e GV oo Vo
- ‘-_\,:_l'.,'l

sy e D030 5O
kb o pf Jarus b ke
g as fuie g i g PV ) Jar s
s sy 0 K08 Nt ks
ablle wdypn g o s
e L ]
el R sl S LY E
F Al g A b g ek
Gy PR, T T W T PR A e
(P FTINCPE FTO T Sy o)

VYIS PR TR NI

o VST o et gl G
BT SRR g
Fdont W d) etaggites e

G e K wasgms i |

o A s i g K S
hi e S e it ATt
ey ey oy
AT e ig 9l e e b
wdi o i B xYs Aif e Kopda
RN g gt 6 pal L Gadtad
SV sitlle 7y g Ay
i gt ¢ g 5
e ol ) g 5
P Ky 2 et s asal
WSS a0 e F gt o
¢ g ek e gl 3
PYS L CPHRN T PO
PO YE PRy P RS
M) S el ) g 0l
il sl b7, o B3 5805
‘S-;_‘u):,- {d—ﬂ; {jahlaﬁg‘T Gy
Tidie v gal ‘J:ﬁ Ui st
G ghy e b ey b Ae gl
haiglie e a5y el
h‘-“"f.'.*;-'d'-_.iﬁSw-_-Ju'll.s-IMJ"
P T R B gy,
b g & 5 D) e s
J—h_ T T ST R |
EERYLE I Pl s Spr
lay 37y A g e ¥
N I F Lighll ey c g
o gy ey sy T
wprmaichy i Ho 35y 0 K08 07
ROTIFY F PF PR PP
whibe ey gl ol 1 S e

A ety AL g g it

EE RIS AN
el ol M e al g1 28
gy e Hr L s
R PN TEITUr SPEPIOY N o
A% Gy 4 R i 45
i gt rj),,_-'yfq‘-ﬁ_;._.h.
P W R PN [ROC AP
FE R RL IO PP
(R LN SRES T PITCRPY gt
PP TP COF MR
il 3 Sl ad B A
B a2k ks S 113
PECS P O RV Y
T e T
B T T
Gy Doy 8 O s i ds)
JK‘} l-w—‘r‘:-’r‘d‘

[ A

0 I Sl e ard
et R P U TS
i i g e g e Vol Al
crmr el ciag gl 3 - gaifes
S ity g S
§ T g el o e )
T, IPTRT T R S
et et AL D) i
) g iy a1y
plagtinle g lelodesid patdaageat
EFCEAPRR SCUE o HANPRTH
stgba e s a5y A
G AT Ay gadeh ke arh
s g h o E s St

axt b cife el dato
| Ay e bt o 5O
sl ia 58 s g Lipe s
Fodeetd Y I G gt ) )
OLENICTEP R, P PR e
E e e fnu-'f'sﬂp:-’n i =g
e L
dpkde L s g iy 0 G
dne Ll o a5 e g gep) O B0
[ I P AR
S et AV b F
gy el Ll s S o Ao
gy i F 45 ad o Jasaria)
4k e Daly -}rﬂif,.ﬂ;‘l'
oKt Sl b B gy

' Siads BV GG dew

PP
ol e Ty S i Sl 4
NE RS BT LW <A E TN IR
b o sl g0 Koy g g
DM g5 eyl atheyg SR g4
sy Tl By o W Ny e
L R P PR R P F
diadds; 5ok (3 Fdlaiun o 5 g
i s gl edpes K
0¥ AT 5 agp ini8 S0y ol gt
Jig bl Gy :JJ-i-.vg- St e

Syt e S
DS el sl g KAkl
e o2 Xy 4 RISH I ¢ 0sy
fF Tl eyt T
et et Graa 8 g
aiegip b g g A 4t e
dr sk o e gl a
o add Jepaih ‘H‘J;‘A_U‘P
Ja g glad sl ke ST
o ol i g pitina gl fule
[SPPCTAE I PET I9- 3 e
ey AR ¢ Japale gl

BELET RPN
wlabarig e oy, 2 p s
(SR FEECRY SN S ey e
dad F Sy ol g g e g
FRITCTINT B YR v )
bl g XA ey X SR
w1 Sagle dgly o] |._|g-b-*"-'
Ay P SOy wagait b oy
s iy G Dy k) Sesi
i Moy £ JEN o o, oy
il 35 - sy e .H.L‘.'r,.-_,l'.). :

S fete ] gaigs paiille 0
OFy JHYige UKl & LR

45 s o sl faip “Kis
FE R e e ity

72

e e ol ) AT

S LS e LIRS



APPENDIX 9
Kanuni Gayr-1 Kanuni (Legal and Illegal)
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APPENDIX 10
Almanya’nin Basina Gelenler (What befell to Germany)
Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 16. Aralik 1334 (1918), nr. 10446, s. 1
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APPENDIX 11
Itilaf Devletleri Ve Tiirkler (Entente Powers and Turks)
Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 23 Aralik 1334 (1918), nr. 10453, s. 1
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APPENDIX 12
Capiik Hirsiz (Agile Thief)
Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 10 ocak 1335 (1919), nr. 10471, s. 1
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APPENDIX 13

Biz Muhalifler Kimleriz ve Ne Istiyoruz? (We, opponents, who are we and what we
want?)

Ali Kemal’s Editorial, Sabah, 20 Aralik 1918, 1335 (1919), nr. 104501, s. 1
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