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ABSTRACT

CEMAL PASHA’S GOVERNORATE IN SYRIA, 1915-1918.
M. Talha CICEK,
History, PhD Dissertation
Supervisor: Yusuf Hakan Erdem
August, 2012
This dissertation is on Cemal Pasha’s Governorate in Syria during WWI. The aim is to
explore the military, social and political reasons behind his existence in Syria. The
outbreak of the WWI signified a new period in the history of Ottoman Syria and gave an
occasion to the Ottoman Government to save themselves from all kinds of foreign
influences and to assert state authority over Ottoman citizens in Greater Syria. With this
motivation, the third man of the ruling party, the CUP, was sent to Syria to establish the
state’s authority there, and to organize an expedition against Egypt to liberate it from the
“British yoke”. This dissertation elaborates Cemal’s preparations for an expedition
against Egypt and his activities to remove all the intermediaries between state and its
citizens in Syria, examining all the influential groups such as the Arabists, the Zionists

and the Christians.

Keywords: Cemal Pasha, Syria, First World War, the Egyptian Expedition, Zionism,

Arabism, the Armenian Deportations, Famine, Sharif Hussein.
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OZET

CEMAL PASANIN SURIYE VALILIGI, 1914-1917
M. Talha CICEK,
History, PhD Dissertation
Supervisor: Yusuf Hakan Erdem
August, 2012

Bu caligsma, I. Diinya Savasi donemindeki Cemal Pasa’nin Suriye Valiligi hakkindadir.
Calismanin amact Cemal Pasa’nin olaganiistii yetkilerle Suriye’de bulunmasinin
arkasindaki siyasi, askeri ve sosyal nedenleri incelemektir. Birinci Diinya Savasi’nin
patlak vermesi Osmanli Suriyesi’nin tarihinde yeni bir donemin baslangicina isaret etti ve
Osmanli Hiikiimetine biitiin yabanci etkilerden kurtularak Suriye’de devlet niifuzunu
kurmak igin firsat verdi. Bu amaglarla iktidardaki Ittihat ve Terakki Firkasi’nin iigiincii
adam1 Misir’1 Ingiliz “boyundurugu”ndan kurtaracak seferi organize etmek ve Osmanli
devlet otoritesini kurmak maksadiyla savas baslangicinda Suriye’ye gonderildi. Bu tezin
amact Misir Seferi’nin ve Cemal Pasa’nin Suriye’de devletle vatandaslari arasindaki
barrierleri kaldirmak i¢in yaptig1 faaliyetlerin amacint irdelemektir. Cemal’in,
Hiristiyanlar, Arapgcilar, Siyonistler gibi Suriye’deki biitiin etkin ve bir Ol¢iiye kadar

otonom gruplarla yaptig1 miicadele incelenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Cemal Pasa, Suriye, Birinci Diinya Savasi, Misir Seferi, Siyonizm,

Arapeilik, Ermeni Tehciri, Kitlik, Serif Hiiseyin

Vil



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

First of all, I would like to express my gratitude to my supervisor, Yusuf Hakan Erdem,
for his invaluable guidance and encouragement in helping me out transforming an
interesting subject matter into a dissertation and for his inspiring and enlightening advices
in organizing my data into a meaningful whole. This dissertation could not have been
possible without his support and direction. I am also indebted to my dissertation
committee members, Selguk Aksin Somel, Cemil Kogak, Halil Berktay and Mehmet O.
Alkan, for their useful comments and criticisms, which definitely increased the
substantive quality of the final work.

Sabanct University has funded my PhD study during research and writing, and, thus had
been helpful in the realization of the dissertation. I owe a special debt to Hasan Kayali,
who has shared with me over the years his wealth of knowledge and insights on the last
period of the Ottoman Rule in Syria. I am also fortunate to have guidance and inspiration
from Engin Akarli, who has read parts of my dissertation. I am indebted to M. Siikrii
Hanioglu, Mahmut Karaman, Tufan Buzpinar and Gokhan Cetinsaya for supporting my
academic endeavors over the years. In this regard, I wish also to express my gratitude to
Ayhan Aktar, Ebubekir Ceylan, Abdulhamid Kirmizi, Ertugrul Zengin, M. Akif
Kayapmar, Alim Arl and Faruk Yasligcimen, who kindly read and commented on parts or
the whole of drafts. A special thank to the late Cemal Cavdar and his family, and Niliifer
Ozder for their love and support over the years. I would like to express my thanks to
Ozlem and Kurtulus Oztiirk with their son Ertugrul, who coloured the painful process of
the thesis writing.

I have to acknowledge that what has smoothened everything and what has motivated me
to complete the whole work was the presence of an inexpressibly deep and surrounding
love in my life that has made everything more meaningful than ever. My greatest debt is

to my beloved, Oznil.

viil



TABLE OF CONTENT

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. ... e Vil
LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS. ... X
ABSTRACT ...ttt ettt et e et e et e et eseaaeeeas Vi
OZET oottt vil
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ..ottt V111
INTRODUCTION: MULTIPLE BACKGROUNDS .....ccciiiiiiiiiiiieeeieeeceeeeeen 1
Ottoman Entry to World War I and Cemal Pasha’s Appointment t0 SYria.....oueoeerenneseeserssesseenees 1
Pre-History of Cemal’s Syrian GOVETNOTALC.....ccuwerersseermseerseeseesssensssessssesssssssessssssssssssssssssessssessssssssssssees 5
Nature of the Ottoman Reforms in Syria: An assessment of the Literature.........ooeenveeneeereerseeene. 18
The Character of Cemal’s GOVEINANCE 1N SYTT18..cuureerereersreessmesssesseessesssssssesssssessssssssssssessssssssssssessans 24

A ReVIEW Of the LILETALUTE ...vuvrreecrs s sssss s ssssssssssss s st ssssssssssssssssssssssssssans 31
CHAPTER L. .ottt ettt ettt e st e st e e eabee e 47
THE EGYPTIAN EXPEDITION ...couiiiiiiiiiieeteete ettt 47
1.1 Mobilization of the Troops for the Canal EXpedition......ccoeeeeemeessmerseeseesseessesesseessneees 49
1.2 Cemal Pasha and the Expedition against EZYPL ...cominemiesssnssssssssssssssssssssssssses 55
1.2.1  The Expedition, Egyptian People and the Ottoman Caliph.......couuenenerreeereessseseenees 61

1.2.2  The First Attack: “Conquest” or “ReCONNAISSANCE” .......reeurrerereeereeseesseesseessessesssessseseees 66

1.2.3  Preparations for a Second Larger Expedition to conquer EZYpt ....cocoomwereeereerreessneenns 71
CHAPTER IL...cniiieeee ettt ettt st 80
ABOLITION OF THE “ARABIST BARRIER”: CEMAL PASHA AND THE ARABIST
MOVEMENT .ottt sttt et e s e e st e e eaaee s 80
2.1. Young Turks and the Arabist Parties before the War.......cocneneenseneenseenseesseessesseeeseenns 82
2.2. Cemal’s Perspective and Intentions on the Arabist MOVEMENL.......ccoueermeernersneereeseesseeaees 87
2.3. The Process of Punishment: Executions and EXiles.....cnss 94
2.4, Aims and Impact of the Executions and EXIIES ......cumenenninenensneesssssessssssssseses 102
2.5. The Ottoman Caliphate and the Arabist MOVEMENL. ... weereersreesseeesseeesseesssesssessseesseenns 110
2.6. Sharif Hussein’s Revolt, British Expedition and the new Moderation in the Policy of
FN 21 o) 1 o PPN 117
2.7.  Negotiations with Sharif Hussein and Faysal fOr Peace ......oemeeeeeeeesmeessseesseeeanes 124
CHAPTER TIL ...ttt sttt et et ea 130

X



ASSERTION OF THE STATE AUTHORITY ON SECONDARY, LOCAL AND

AUTONOMOUS STRUCTURES ......oiiiiiii et 130
3.1. Cemal Pasha and the Zionist MOVEMENt......mssssssssssssssssssssssses 131
3.1.1.  Cemal Pasha 0N ZIONISIN w.u.weereeeeecreerneeseesmeesseessesessessssesssessssssssssssssssssssssessssessssesssessssessanes 134
3.1.2. Taking Action against the Zionist MOVEMENL ..........cuerrereemeesmernseesmesseesseessessseessesssesssenns 138

3.2. Subjugation of the ChriStian CIETZY ... ermeeseermeereesseesseessseesseessessssessssssssssssssssssssssssseses 151
3.3. The End of “the Long Peace”: Annexation of the Mount Lebanon’s Government... 157
CHAPTER TV Lttt st et e s 168
“FROM A DANGEROUS MULTITUDE INTO A HARMLESS MINORITY”: THE
TREATMENT OF THE ARMENIANS IN SYRIA ..o 168
4.1. The Evaluation of the Existing Literature on the Armenian QUeStion.......co.oeemersreenn. 169
4.2. Cemal Pasha, Talat Pasha and the Armenian Deportations......c...oceeeeeseesseeseessersseessenns 173
4.3. Dealing with the Deportation PrOCESS....cimmienesnssssessessessssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssaes 180
4.4. Settlement of the Armenian Deportees in the 4™ Army Zone.........oeeeeeoeeeeeesseeeesseee 189
4.4.1. Conversion of the Armenians to Islam and Cemal Pasha........ccmnininnisnisnnns 198
4.4.2. The Special Committee for the Relief of the Armenians......oeeoneseesneeseessernseenne 204
4.4.3. Orphanages for the DEPOTITEES .....ccuwurerrereerreeseesseesseessesssesssesessessseessssssesssesssssssesssssssessssenns 208
CHAPTER V ettt sttt et s 214
STRUGGLING FOREIGN INFLUENCE FOR “FULL INDEPENDENCE”............... 214
5.1. Countering the French INfIUENCE .......cceerereeeeerreeseeeseersesssssssessssesssessessssessssssssssssesssseesas 217
5.1.1. Deportation and Exile of the Agents of the French Influence from Syria............... 218
5.1.2. Ottomanization of the French Cultural INSttULIONS ...ccoueeeeeemeeremseeeseeesseessseesssessseesanes 225

5.2 Checking German and Austrian Influence in SYria.......eenensenseeneesseeseesesseeseens 232
5.2.1. The German Activities in Syria and Reaction by the Turks and the Arabs.............. 233
5.2.2. Prevention of the FOreign INtervention ... eeeerseesmemmeesssssssssesessessssessssesssesanes 238
5.2.3. Cemal Pasha and the German and Austrian Cultural Propaganda in Syria ............. 245
CHAPTER VI ..ottt ettt ettt et 251
IN THE PURSUIT OF IDEAL CITIES AND CITIZENS ......coooiiiiiiiieeeeceee, 251
6.1. “Aux Armes, citoyens!”: Conscripting the Ottomans in Syria for the Ottoman Army

253

6.1.1. Mobilization for the Conquest Of EZYPL ...ccuereereremeessmeesssesmeesssessssssesssssssssessssssssessanes 254
6.1.2. Loss of Motivation, Burden of Discipline, Desertion and Banditry........cc.cccueeseeuneen. 262



6.2. The Ottomanization of EQUCAtion 1N SYT1a....eeereernmeereeeeseesseessessssessssessssesssesssesssseesas 272

6.2.1. The Selahaddin-i Eyyubi Complex in Jerusalem.......c.uurereenmesmessessessessssssesesssssssnens 273
6.2.2. Halide Edib as the Supervisor of Cemal Pasha for Education ........cccoueneeneeereenneens 278
6.2.3. The Other Educational Undertakings for the Modernization of Syria.......cueeene. 283

6.3. Public Works under Cemal Pasha in SYTia.....c..eennenenssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 288
6.3.1. “Penetrating” the Cities Of SYTIa ...vrreeeereereeseresseresseessessssesssessssssssssessssessssesssssssssssanes 289
6.3.2. Restoration of the Historical MONUMENLS .....ccmrnmsmsssmssmississssssssssssssssssssssssanes 295
CHAPTER VL.t ettt et e 301
THE DRUZE AND THE BEDOUIN UNDER CEMAL PASHA’S REGIME............... 301
7.1. The Druze: Freedom of Action in Return for LOyalty ...ceneeneeeseeneesseesesseesseseeenne 302
7.2.  Cemal Pasha and the Bedouins: Cooperation under the flag of the Caliph.........cc........ 312
7.2.1. Cemal Pasha’s Policy of Tribes to the Outbreak of the Sharifian Revolt................. 313
7.2.2. Transformation of the Tribal Policy after the Sharifian Revolt......ccovneerereeriennns 324
CHAPTER VIIL ...ttt ettt ettt 337
WAR, FAMINE AND EPIDEMICS ........cooitiiiiiiiineeieeieniesieese e 337
8.1. Reasons behind the FAMINE.....cisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnes 338
8.2.  The Measures of the Ottoman Administration against Starvation .........oeeeessseeens 349
8.3. The Social Impact of the Famine in Syria and the Reaction of People ........ccocnreueeene. 356
8.4.  Epidemics and the Struggle against them .....oueeeeeneersmeessereesseesseeessesssseesssessssesssessseesns 361
CHAPTER IX ..ttt st ettt et ea 370
THE UNDOING OF CEMAL PASHA IN SYRIA ..o 370
9.1. The Katia Raid, the Battle of Romani and the Gaza Wars .......ccovvevevnenennenesssnesnenessenesnens 372
9.2. Loss of Baghdad, the Yildirim Undertaking and the End of Cemal’s Rule in Syria.380
9.3. The Defeat in Biriissebi and Gaza, and the Capture of Palestine by the British.......... 387
9.4.  The Impact of the Sharifian Revolt on the Military Situation in Syria.......cccoeeesreeens 393
CONCLUSTON ...ttt ettt ettt e et e et eebteesabteesbeeesabeeesabeeas 402
BIBLIOGRAPHY ...ttt e 412
APPENDICES ...ttt ettt st 425

xi



AMTZ.CL.
AA

ATASE
BA-MA
BEO

BOA

CuUP
DH-1.UM.
DH. UMVM.
DH.EUM
DH.EUM.EMN
DH.EUM.KLU
DH.KMS
DH.SFR

FO

HHStA

HR. SYS.
LDUIT

Itq.

MAE

MAEE
MF.MKT
NA

PA-AA

PRO

SHD

TTK

WO

WWI

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

: Mimtaze Kalemi, Cebel-1 Liibnan

: Auswaertiges Amtes

: Askeri Tarih ve Stratejik Etiit Dairesi, Ankara.

: Bunderarchiv-Militararchiv

: Bab-1 Ali Evrak Odas1

: Basbakanlik Osmanli Arsivleri

: Committee for Union and Progress

: Dahiliye Nezareti, Idare-i Umumiye Evraki

: Dahiliye Nezareti Umiir-1 Mahalliye-i Vilayat Miidiiriyeti

: Dahiliye Nezareti, Emniyet-1 Umumiye Miidiirliigii

: Dahiliye Nezareti Emniyet-i Umumiye Subesi Emniyet Kalemi
: Dahiliye Nezareti Kalem-1 Umumi

: Dahiliye Nezareti Kalem-1 Mahsusa Miidiriyeti

: Dahiliye Nezareti, Sifre Kalemi

: Foreign Office

: Haus-, Hof-, und Staatsarchiv, Vienna

: Hariciye Nezareti, Muhaberat-1 Umumiye Dairesi Siyasi Evraki
: Dosya Usulii irade Tasnifi

: Turk Lirast

: Ministeére des Affaires Etrangéres

: Archives du Ministére des Affaires Etrangeres et Europeennes.
: Maarif Nezareti, Mektubi Kalemi

: United States National Archives

: Politisches Archiv des Auswaertiges Amtes, Berlin.

: Public Record Office, London.

: Service Historique de la defense, Vincennes.

: Tirk Tarih Kurumu

: War Office

: World War I

xii



A Short Chronology of Events

Ottoman Entry into WWI

10 November 1914

Cemal’s Appointment as Governor General of Syria and the

Commander of the 4™ Army

18 November 1914

Opening of the Selahaddin-i Eyyubi Kiilliyesi

28 January 1915

The First Expedition against Egypt

2-3 February 1915

Appointment of Ali Miinif Bey to Lebanon

4 August 1915

The Execution of the First Group of the Arabists

21 August 1915

The Execution of the Second Group of the Arabists

6 May 1916

Sharif Hussein’s Revolt

10 June 1916

Fall of Jerusalem

9 December 1917

End of Cemal’s period in Syria

13 December 1917

Fall of Damascus

1 October 1918

Xiii




The Province of Syria: Binbas1 M. Nasrullah, Kolagas1 M. Riisdii, Miilazim M. Esref, Osmanli Atlasi, Istanbul:
Osmanh Arastirmalar1 Vakfi, 2003.




The Province of Beirut, and Lebanon: http://tarihvemedeniyet.org/2009/10/beyrut-vilayeti-ve-cebel-i-lubnan-
mutasarrifligi/

XV



The Province of Jerusalem: Binbasi M. Nasrullah, Kolagas1 M. Riisdii, Miilazim M. Esref, Osmanl Atlasi,
Istanbul: Osmanh Arastirmalar Vakfi, 2003.




The Province of Aleppo: Binbas1 M. Nasrullah, Kolagas1 M. Riisdii, Miilazim M. Esref, Osmanli Atlas, Istanbul:
Osmanh Arastirmalar1 Vakfi, 2003.

Xvil




INTRODUCTION: MULTIPLE BACKGROUNDS

“Of course it was our one hope to free ourselves through the
World War from all conventions, which meant so many attacks on
our independence, and to be able to live in future as an
independent and free nation, which in its own territory, of its own
ititiative introduces the reforms which local necessities have made
imperative. Just it was our chief aim to annul the Capitulations and
the Lebanon statute...”"

Ottoman Entry to World War I and Cemal Pasha’s Appointment to Syria

Because of the aims described in the quotation, the outbreak of WWI made a
fundamental impact on the course of the Ottoman political life. Immediately after the
commencement of the hostilities in Europe, the Ottoman Government, dominated by the
members of the CUP [Committee for Union and Progress], ascribing great importance to
the immunity of the governmental affairs from all the internal and external interventions in
the political sense for the strengthening of the Ottoman Empire, announced the abolition of
the Capitulations, and terminated all the privileges of the foreign states in the Ottoman

lands.” Concordantly, the CUP leaders embarked on a quest for a military alliance with the

! Djemal Pasha, Memoires of A Turkish Statesman, 1913-1919, Newyork: George H.
Doran Company, 1922, p.138; Cemal Pasa, Hatirat 1913-1922, Dersaadet, 1922, p.112.

* For a recent study on the abolition of the Capitulations, see: Muhammet Emin Kiiliink,
Kapitiilasyonlarin Kaldirilmasi, Istanbul: Yeditepe Yayinlari, 2011.



Great Powers, not to be exposed to a possible partitioning of the Empire after the
conclusion of the war. The failure to take any guarantee from the Entente Powers regarding
the integrity of the Ottoman Empire’, directed the Unionists towards Germany for an
alliance to realize the aims mentioned in the quotation above. At the end of the process, an
alliance treaty was signed with the German Government, which gave an equal status to the
Ottoman Empire as its ally.* As a result of intense pressure by Germany, on 10™
November, the Ottoman cabinet declared war against the Entente powers and their allies
Belgium, Montenegro, and Serbia.’

The Ottoman authorities took the proclamation of the war as an occasion to save
the country from the yoke of the Great Powers throwing off all kinds of international
pressure, and to increase the sense of the loyalty of their citizens. With the remarks of
Cemal Pasha, their aim was “either to live like an honorable Nation or to exit the stage of
history gloriously”.® With these considerations, the Empire entered into a new period of
political and military mobilization for “full independence” by way of a reorganization of
the Empire in the direction of the Young Turks’ political ideas. As part of these ideas, the
Unionist leaders, with the suggestion of Germany, also calculated to propagate the
liberation of Muslims under the rule of the Entente States in the context of the policy of
Pan-Islamism, which aimed at instigating the rebellion of the Muslim peoples under the

rule of the Entente.” In this regard, they primarily performed military operations within the

3 For a description of this process, see: Kazim Karabekir, I.Diinya Savasi Amlari,
Istanbul: Yapi-Kredi Yayinlari, 2011, pp. 52-57.

* For a detailed analysis of the Ottoman quest for alliance in Europe, see: Mustafa
Aksakal, Ottoman Road to War, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008, pp. 93-
118; For another study on the Ottoman-German alliance and Enver Pasha’s role in this
event, see: Mustafa Colak, Enver Pasa Osmanli-Alman Ittifaki, Istanbul: Yeditepe
Yayinlari, 2008.

> Aksakal, Ibid, p. 183.
¢ Aksakal, Ibid, pp.19.

7 For an analysis of Germany’s policy of causing a rebellion in Egypt applying Jihad
propaganda, see: Salvador Oberhaus, “Zum wilden Aufstande entflammen": Die deutsche
Propagandastrategie  fiir den  Orient im  Ersten  Weltkrieg ~am  Beispiel
Agypten,Saarbriicken: VDM Verlag, 2007; For a comparison of the British and the German
Policies of Egypt, see: Donald M. McKale, War by Revolution: Germany and Great

2



territories under direct or indirect rule of the Entente Powers neighboring the Ottoman
country on the advice of Germany. Besides that, they used the freedom of action that came
with the proclamation of war, to secure “the internal order of the Empire” for the
forestallment of any loss of territory in future, which could be emanated from the demands
of the non-Turkish nationalist movements.

In this context, immediately after the proclamation of the war, the third man of the
CUP and the Minister of the Marine, Cemal Pasha was sent to Syria to put the mentioned
aims into practice in the Syrian realm, when he was 42 years old. According to the remarks
in his memoirs, he took over the commandership of the Ottoman 4™ Army in order to
“prepare (and carry through) the attack on the Canal, and also maintain peace and internal

order in Syria.”®

With these considerations, Cemal was appointed as the Commander-in-
Chief of the 4™ Army and the Governor General of the Syrian District authorized with
absolute power on both civil and military officials. The proclaimed reason of his presence
in Syria was the reconquest of Egypt from the British “yoke”. As will be clarified in the
first chapter, he strove wholeheartedly to realize this aim, and believed in this idea till the
end of the year 1916.

As for the second goal that Cemal made a great effort, he would strengthen the
weak image of the Ottoman Government in the eyes of the Syrians by the establishment of
the Ottoman authority and the increase of the direct control of it over its citizens in Syria as
well as undertaking some activities to make the Syrians ideal Ottomans, who were loyal to
the idea of the unity of the Empire and were meant to be against any supremacy of foreign
states. Because of these goals, the boundaries of his authority were far more than a military
commander; he was rather a governor of all the provinces in Syria, Palestine and the West
Arabia and his position was exceptional. All the commanders in the coastal cities and the
whole of the gendarmerie divisions were subordinated to Cemal’s command. All the civil
bureaucrats were required to implement his orders on the political issues regarding the
defense of the country and the maintaining of the internal order. The bureaucrats in Syria

had to give the first priority to the orders of Cemal rather than that of the central

Britain in the Middle East in the era of World War I, Kent: The Kent State University
Press, 1998.

8 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.138; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.112.



government.” In the beginning, the governors of the principal cities in Syria, such as
Beirut, Damascus and Aleppo, were surprised with this decision and they opposed to the
Central Government about that. But the order of the Ministry of Interior compelled them to
accept Cemal’s authority in Syria.'’

Immediately after his appointment, as precondition of his agreement with Enver,
Cemal sent a telegram to Enver and requested to announce to all it may concern, not to
intervene in military and political issues of Syria without his consent.'' In summary, in the
words of Mubhittin Birgen, the Chief Editor of the Tanin Newspaper during the War period,
he was “the regent of Sultan [Sultan Naibi]” in Syria,12 and, in the remarks of a German
military official, the “Vizekonig” [Vice king] there."> Similarly, his chief of staff Ali Fuad
Bey called him the “uncrowned king” of Syria.'*

Besides the organization of the expedition against Egypt, Cemal would secure the
maintenance of “peace and internal order in Syria”. These are the key concepts to
understand the nature of Cemal’s rule in Syria, and the reasons behind his actions towards
the different sections of Syrian society. Cemal attributed the maintenance of a perpetual
peace in Syria to the establishment of an excellent authority of the Ottoman state in Syria,
which would work in a smooth way even after the war. To achieve this, the Syrians had to

be made as loyal as the Turks to the ideal of the Ottoman unity and had to oppose the

’ BOA, DH.EUM 5.Sb 3/23, Cemal to Vali of Syria, 27 Tesrin-i Evvel 1330 [10
November 1914].

1% For the opposition telegrams of the Valis see: BOA, DH.EUM 5.Sb 3/23, Hulusi to
Talat, Damascus, 27 Tesrin-i Evvel 1330 [10 November 1914]; Bekir Sami to Talat,
Beirut, 26 Tesrin-i Evvel 1330 [9 November 1914]; Celal to Talat, Aleppo, 26 Tesrin-i
Evvel 1330 [9 November 1914].

' ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 4130, Ds. H-1, Fih. 1-84, Cemal to Enver, 18 November 1914,
in Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi: Sina-Filistin Cephesi, Vol 1V, Part I, Ankara:
Genelkurmay Basimevi, 1979, p. 135.

'2 Mubhittin Birgen, ttihat ve Terakki’de On Sene, istanbul: Kitap Yaymevi, 2006, p.
223.

13 BA-MA, RM 5/2321, Humann to the Chef of the Admiralty of Marine, “Eindriicke in
Syrien”, Constantinople, 30 January 1917.

' Ali Fuat Erden, Birinci Diinya Savasi'nda Suriye Hatiralar, Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is
Bankas1 Yayinlari, 2006, p. 107.



occupation of any foreign power in Syria. In Cemal’s viewpoint, all the obstructions for
this aim had to be either checked or destroyed. As will be analyzed in the following
chapters in detail, in his belief, the achievement of such an order would be realized by the
elimination of the social and religious interlayers, preventing the penetration of the state
authority into the Syrian realm and the allegiance of the Syrians like the citizens of the
nation-states. His struggle with the Arabists, Zionists and the other independent-minded
religious and administrative bodies like the Maronite clergy and the Government of
Lebanon was to serve this aim. As could be easily realized, all these actions were quite
convenient to the monolithic state idea of the CUP.

Geographically, Syria was important since it was a bridge connecting Anatolia to
Hijaz and it had Jerusalem the first qiblah of the Muslims before Mecca and therefore
sacred for the Muslims. Besides that it had a large number of the Arab population, who are
a fundemental nation of Islam. Due to those, the CUP leaders set a premium on the
fortification of the Ottoman authority in Syria to maintain the Caliphal and Pan-Islamist
claims and to continue the Empire’s influence over the Muslim World. Before an
evaluation of the existing literature to determine the contribution of the present study, a
description of the prehistory of the Syrian Governorate will be beneficial for a better
understanding of the reasons behind Cemal’s appointment to Syria as the “authority

builder”.

Pre-History of Cemal’s Syrian Governorate

Ahmed Cemal Pasha was born in Mytlene in 6™ May 1872. His father, Mehmed
Nesib Bey, was a pharmacist in the Ottoman army. He was graduated from the Military
High School in Kuleli [Kuleli Askeri Idadisi] in 1890. Following his graduation from the
Imperial War School [Mekteb-i Harbiye-i Sahdne] in 1893, he completed the Ottoman War
Academy [erkan-1 harbiyye] education. He rose in rank of an erkdn-1 harb captain in 1895.
He was employed in the construction department [istihkam ingaat subesi] in Kirkkilise

within the body of the Second Ottoman Army till 1898. From this date onwards, He was



appointed to Salonika as the chief of staff of the reserve squadron [redif firkasi] under the
command of the Third Army. In 1905, he was promoted to the rank of major."

Beginning with his appointment to Salonika, Cemal sympathized with the CUP
organization, although he did not actively participate in the activities of that society till
October 1906, when he became a member of the Ottoman Freedom Society [Osmanii
Hiirrivet Cemiyeti], a society in Salonika inspired by the CUP’s ideas'® that was
established in 5 September 1906."" There, he was assigned as the military inspector of the
railway construction. He would control and accelerate railway construction around
Salonika.'® By means of this post, Cemal could easily travel in Rumelia and could make a
significant contribution to the organization of the Freedem Society there."” His efforts to
spread the influence of the society in Rumelia made him one of the most prominent figures
of the society. On 26™ December 1906, Cemal was assigned by the society to make
negotiations by the pro-CUP officers to open a branch in Bitola. As a result of his visit, on
30™ December 1906, a center of the society was established there.” It is worth to mention
that he was a member of Veritas Lodge of the Freemasonry organization.”'

Following the 1908 Revolution®’, Cemal was selected by the central office of the

CUP in Salonika to the delegate to negotiate with the Government together with Talat,

1> M.Siikrii Hanioglu, “Cemal Pasa”, TDV Islam Ansiklopedisi, Vol: 7, p. 305; in his
biography, in Nevsal-i Milli journal the birthplace of Cemal was wrongly written as
Istanbul. See: Nevsal-i Milli, “Miralay Cemal Bey”, 1330 [1914], 1. Sene, p. 288.

' Hanioglu, “Cemal Pasa”, p. 305.

' Tarik Zafer Tunaya, Tiirkiye de Siyasi Partiler I, istanbul: Hiirriyet Vakfi Yaynlari,
1988, pp. 53-54.

'8 Nevzat Artug, Cemal Pasa: Askeri ve Siyasi Hayati, Ankara: TTK Yayinlari, 2008, p.
10.

19 Artug, Ibid, p. 20.

2 Kazim Karabekir, [ttihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti, istanbul: Yapi Kredi Yayinlari, 2009,
p. 88.

*! Tunaya, Ibid, p. 412.

*2 For some studies on the 1908 Revolution, see: M. Siikrii Hanioglu, Preparation for a
Revolution, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001; Aykut Kansu, /908 Devrimi, Istanbul:
[letisim Yayinlari, 1995; Karabekir, Ibid; Tunaya, Ibid.
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Hakki, Necib, Rahmi, Hiiseyin and Cavid Beys.23 After that, he was chosen as a member
of the reform delegation [Heyet-i Islahiye] to investigate the possible reforms in the
Eastern Anatolia.”* Because of the outbreak of the 31 March Incident the dispatch of this
delegation to the Eastern Anatolia was abandoned.” Upon this, Cemal fled to Salonika and
returned to Istanbul with Hareket Ordusu [the Movement Army] under the command of
Mahmud Sevket Pasha.”® When the army arrived at istanbul, Cemal was chosen to the
membership of the court martial created to provide peace and order at the Capital. After
the restoration of order there, Cemal Bey was appointed to the sub-governorate
[mutasarriflik] of Uskiidar. In this post, Cemal shone out with his implementations, which
could be interpreted as the steps in the direction of the “Westernization” and “control” of
the society. He applied to the strict measures to give an order to the public life there.”” The
most outstanding action applied by Cemal in Uskiidar was the prohibition of taking a roll
with the evening dresses in the street like loose robe [entari] for men and putting on patten
[takunya] without socks to give an end to the “recklessness” [laubalilik] of the people of
[stanbul. Cemal strictly implemented those prohibitions to all without discrimination.”® In
those days, according to the famous author Yahya Kemal, he was talked as a newly
emerging reformer with these implementations.”> The prominent Westernist Abdullah
Cevdet interpreted those actions as “the opposition to the continuance of the lifestyle

belonging to the Middle Ages in the twentieth century in the Capital” of the Ottoman

> Yusuf Hikmet Bayur, Tiirk Inkilabi Tarihi, Vol: 1, Part II, Ankara: TTK Basimevi,
1991, pp. 68-69.

#* Artug, Ibid, p. 53-54; Hanioglu, “Cemal Pasa”, p.305.
2 Artug, Ibid, p. 54.

2% Nevsal-i Milli, Tbid, p. 288.

2" Nevsal-i Milli, Tbid, p. 288.

28 Ziya Sakir, Pasalar: Enver Talat Cemal, Istanbul: Kakniis Yaylnlglrl, 2010, p. 173;
Abdullah Cevdet, “Nafia Nazir1 Cemal Pasa Hazretleriyle Miilakat”, Ictihad, 15 Subat
1914 [28 February 1914]No: 93, p. 2077.

¥ Yahya Kemal, Siyasi ve Edebi Portreler, istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yaymlari, 2006, p.
107.



Empire. Those were enough “to see the tendency in his [Cemal’s] mind [ruk] to order
[intizam] and to the customs of the civilized world”.*°

On 2™ August 1909, upon the outburst of the conflict between the Muslims and the
Armenians in April 1909, Cemal Bey was appointed to the Governorate of Adana to give
an end to the conflict in that city and to provide order there.”' His activities in Adana are
conductive to understand both his personality and his political attitude towards the
problems of the Ottoman Empire. The British Vice Consul depicted Cemal with the
following words:

“Djemal Bey dressed like an English gentleman, and possesses a most courteous presence,

a fair knowledge of French, and a pretty wit... I should judge that he possesses an untiring

energy and a determination brooking no interference... The principle danger to his career

is perhaps its rather headlong nature...”*
In his another report the Vice-Consul states that he was excessively optimistic like most of
the young turks. **

Immediately after his arrival, Cemal aggregated the Muslim Ulema and notables,
and “advised” them to finish the hostilities in the city and to break the ices between the
Armenians and the Muslims.** Similar to that Cemal addressed to the heads of the
Armenian and Syrian Churches and, with the remarks of the British Vice-Consul, left “a
happy impression on all his hearers”.*

Similar to his construction works in Syria, Cemal applied the labor force of the
local people for the reconstruction of the ruined city by the incidents. With the remarks of

the British Vice-Consul in Adana, Cemal was “dead set against idling and battening on

3% Abdullah Cevdet, Ibid, p. 2077.

’l BOA, DH. MKT, 2892/34, Ministry of Interior to Cemal, 22 Temmuz 1325 [4
August 1909]

32 PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 25 August 1909.

33 PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 13 October 1909.

34 BOA, DH. MKT, 2914/1, Cemal to Ministry of Interior, Adana, 11 Agustos 1325 [24
August 1909].

33 PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 1 September 1909.



temporary relief doles, and means to drive the loafers from tavern and bazaar to lend a

hand in the work of reconstruction’>¢

. At the public reading of his firman of appointment,
Cemal “called down a thousand curses (“bin kader [kadar] la’net”) on the authors and
perpetrators of the massacres, referred to the necessity of the union of all the classess in the
work of reconstruction, and declared his intention or suppressing all idling with a strong
hand”. The Governor also created committees for the restoration of peace and order in the
city under his presidency in collaboration with the foreign assistance organizations. Some
of those committees were as follows: “a committee for the finding of work for the
unemployed”, “ a committee to draw up a plan for the reconstruction of the ruined quarter
of the town”, “a committee to draw up a plan for the foundation of orphanages”.*’

In a month, Cemal was able to clean the ruined houses and the streets by the gangs
of prisoners.® He wanted to reconstruct the city “enlarging the streets with a view to
tramway traffic, and of laying out the city on an approved model are all very well for
Midhat Pashas”.*” Before the winter many of the Armenians in the villages was settled to
the houses.* In cities, between 11* and 15% December, 25 Muslims were hanged, which
were tried in the courd and found responsible for the Armenian massacres.*’ By 13"

December 1909, with the zealous efforts of the Governor of Adana, according to the report

of the British vice-consul, all was well in Adana.** The Vice-Consul states in another

* PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 25 August 1909.

37 PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 25 August 1909.

¥ PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 22 September 1909.

¥ PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 10 November1909.

40 PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 27 October 1909.

Y PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 16 December 1909.

42 PRO, FO 195/2307, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 13 December 1909.



report that, by February 1910, “much material progress” had been “made with relief and
rebuilding” of the ruined city.** By 231 February, in the words of the British Vice consul
the following improvements had been provided in Adana:

“l. The general condition of the town and its inhabitants is satisfactory, and promises well
for the future.

2. General security is good.

3. Local trade is reviving, and things are on the upgrade.

4. The ruined houses are gradually being rebuilt.

5. The vali is taking everything in hand in a most energetic way, and is the object of

commendation from all classes of the population”.**

His relations with the British Vice-Consul in Adana were quite well, and the remarks of
the Vice-Consul on Cemal was very positive. An interview of the Vice-Consul with Cemal
is illuminating about his political ideas and gives us important information about his
evaluations on the general Ottoman politics, his ideas about the opposition to the CUP, his
approach to any alliance with a foreign power etc. The following remarks reported by the
British Vice-Consul is valuable to uderstand Cemal’s mentality of giving a new order to
the Ottoman state by way of controlling the “autonomous” structures and opposition
organizations within the boundaries of the Ottoman Empire:

“Touching on the general conditions of the country, he [Cemal] said that the present time
was most critical as “they” [the CUP] had many enemies, but that, if, the present line of the
policy could be continued for five years, all opposition would be done away with and the
country saved. To this end, went on the Vali, a general disarment [disarmament] must be
carried out; -we have found a “pretext” in Albania for this and we shall now disarm the
Hauran, and Syria; afterwards we shall do the same to Kurdistan; the Yemen is not so
important and such measures will not be necessary there yet awhile. Then branching into
more general politics His Excellency said that he for his part did not want to see Turkey
entering into any alliance whatsoever at present; the country was far to[o] weak and poor
and would, therefore, be certainly given the worst of the bargain.”*

It is clear in these statements that Cemal had a monolithic and authoritarian state idea and
saw the opposition as a danger for the Ottoman Empire as well as the maintenance of the

armed autonomous structures, like tribes in Hauran and Kiirdistan.

3 PRO, FO 371/998, Lowther to Grey (Tranmitting the Vice-Consul in Adana), 7
February 1910.

* PRO, FO 371/998, Lowther to Grey (Tranmitting the Vice-Consul in Adana), 23
February 1910.

3 PRO, FO 195/2337, British Vice-Consulate to the British Ambassador in
Constantinople, Adana, 27 August 1910.
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After the restoration of peace and order in the city on 26™ August, Cemal was sent
to Baghdad by the Ottoman Government to restore the Ottoman authority in that province
and its around, which was weakened by the increase of the British influence there and to
reorganize the state institutions in the city.*® As stated in his firman of appoinment, which
was publicly read at the saray of the Governor on the 30™ August, the Governor was “to
turn the rivers of Mesopotamia to account (?) [sic.] by means of navigation and irrigation”.
For that purpose, “at least 40.000 turkish liras would be granted annually”. His authority
on the Bureaucracy was quite extensive. Cemal was “empowered to appoint and dismiss
all civil officers, except those of the ordinary Judicial and Shar’i Departments”. Similar to
this, the Governor was “to reorganize the Police and open a Police School if possible”.
Furthermore, he had some authority over the bureaucrats in the neighboring provinces. As
expressed in the firman “in case of urgent or important internal questions” Cemal Bey was
“authorized to summon the Wali of Basrah to Baghdad for consultation”. According to the
documents revealed by Artug, Cemal was authorized to solve most of the important issues
for the Ottoman Government in Mosul and Basra.*’ Finally, he would “formulate a
scheme, with the least possible delay, for the settlement of the nomad tribes upon the
land”, which could be considered as a component of giving a modern “order” to the state’s
representation in Baghdad.*®

His speech, following reading of the firman, was quite indicative regarding the
aims of Cemal’s existence in Baghdad. Quite the reverse of his “pro-British” and
“Ottomanist” attitude in Adana, Cemal was exactly an “Islamist” and “anti-imperialist” in
Baghdad. Similar to his anti-French policy in Syria, and in accordance with his strong
conviction in the necessity of a strong state authority on the conduct of its citizens for the
continuation of the Ottoman Empire, Cemal aimed at the reduction of the British influence
in Iraq since the British had some future plans in Iraq, like that of France in Syria.
According to the reports of the British Consul in Baghdad,

“His speech was garnished with pious Muhammedan expressions; and to have made
slanting allusions to foreigners against whom, he said, ‘an iron door’ must be closed at

* Artug, Ibid, pp. 86-89.
7 Artug, Ibid, p. 90.
* PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 26 September 1911.
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Basrah. The ‘iron door’ phrase is not reproduced in the published account of the speech.
He is also said to have remarked that ‘the hand coming from the south must be warded
Off’.”49

In addition, Cemal heralded the construction of a great street through the middle of the
town to carry an electric tramway to provide a modern appearance to the city. His first
action reported by the British consul was to dismiss the Christian Mayor of Baghdad and to
replace him by a Muhammedan, which can be evaluated as an attitude to win the hearts of
the Muslim population.™

Throughout his governorate in Baghdad, Cemal maintained his Islamist and anti-
imperialist attitude with his meetings and visits. In the first days of his governorate, the
Governor visited Muadhdham, where the tomb of Abu Hanifah, the great Sunni theologian,
is situated. According to the report of the British consul, at that time, similar to the
Selahaddin-i Eyyubi Kiilliyesi in Jerusalem, the Ottoman Government proposed to
establish a famous college on the model of the Nizamiyeh, which existed at Baghdad in the
days of Abbasid Khalifate. In this visit, Cemal expressed his unhappiness that the Ottoman
Government had only one school at Baghdad.”!

During his governorate in Baghdad, Cemal’s anti-imperialist language showed
itself in every occasion. In the words of the British consul, in a dinner meeting held in his
house to all the editors of newspapers in Baghdad, on 17" September, the Governor stated
that “the contract given to the Germans for the construction of the Baghdad Railway would
ruin Turkey”. In this speech Cemal accused Abdulhamid of “giving ‘too much face’ to
foreigners in general, with the result that the said foreigners now considered themselves
the rulers of the country”. By that reason, the supremacy of the foreigner had been so
increased that “even foreign travellers conducted themselves in Turkey as if they were
Walis [Governors]”. He promised to the journalists of Baghdad that the present
constitutional Government of Turkey would not “give way to foreigners any longer. The
interests of Turkish subjects should be considered before those of foreigners; at present

they came in the second place”. To manage this goal, Cemal “advised the editors to

49 PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 16 October 1911.
30 PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 16 October 1911.
! PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 16 October 1911.
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impress these ideas on those whom they met”. He also promised that the Baghdad official

% ¢

newspaper, the ‘Zaura,” “should again appear in Arabic as well as Turkish, as was the
custom before Nazim Pasha’s time”. Similarly, in another meeting at the military club, he
added that Europeans were “accustomed to think that the Turks are afraid of them. This is
no longer the case, and Europeans ought to know it”.”

Cemal did what was necessary to forestall the spread of the British activities in the
province of Baghdad. Two examples are significant in this sense. Once, in April 1912, the
British consul appointed the British officials with the British official dresses to guide the
Indian Shiites, who would visit Najaf and Karbala. Those Indians entered into Baghdad
accompanied by the mentioned British officials. The Governor strongly protested this
action and reported to the Ottoman Foreign Ministry that the real aim of this action was to
employ the British officials in Baghdad.” According to Cemal, allowing the British consul
to employ those officials would increase the influence of his state while humiliating the
Ottoman Governor.”* Upon Cemal’s request, the Ottoman Ministry of Interior prohibited
the mentioned British officials to maintain their works.>

Another problem with the British Consul emerged due to the establishment of a
British court in Kazimiyeh and appointment of the British mukhtars by the Consul to some
quarters in the same city. The mukhtars would give residence permit to the British citizens,
who did not have one. Frustrated with this action, Cemal urgently demanded from the
Ottoman Foreign Ministry to intervene in the issue and to close the court and to dismiss the
mukhtars. The Governor threated the Ministry of Interior to resign from his post. Upon

this, the British Consul visited Cemal and agreed with him on closure of the court and

dismissal of the mukhtars.”’

32 PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 16 October 1911.
>3 Artug, Ibid, p. 94.

** BOA, HR.SYS, 91/4, Cemal to the Foreign Ministry, Bagdhad, 17 Nisan 1328 [30
April 1912] in Artug, Ibid, p. 94.

>> BOA, HR.SYS, 91/4, Cemal to the Foreign Ministry, Bagdhad, 7 Mayis 1328 [20
May 1912] in Artug, Ibid, p. 94.

% Artug, Ibid, p. 95.
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Similar to his attitude in Syria and in accordance with his belief in the damage of
the opposition parties to the unity of the Ottoman Empire, Cemal also struggled with the
Ottoman opposition movements in Baghdad. He wholeheartedly strove for the victory of
the CUP candidates in Baghdad in the 1912 elections for the Ottoman Parliament and
made an effort against the candidates of the Liberty and Concord Party [Hiirriyet ve Itilaf
Fuirkasi][LCP hereafter].”’ According to Muhammed Kamil Bey, a member of the LCP,
Cemal left his post for three months and propagated for the Unionist candidates. He
influenced the members of the courts to prevent the activities of the opposition. In the last
days of his governorate in Baghdad, on 3 August 1912, Cemal closed the branch of the
LCP in that city.”®

Besides emphasizing the European threat for the Muslims and the struggle to
forestall it, and the strivings to “do away with” the opposition movement, Cemal also made
it remember the “backwardness” of Muslims and emphasized the need for the development
of the Muslims to be saved from the European colonization. In one of his speech to the
prominent ulema of Baghdad, his remarks referring the glorious past of the Islamic
civilization and the were too much similar to those of the famous Islamist scholars Afghani
and Abduh:

“The Muhammadan scholars of Baghdad who composed and put into literary form (sic) the
invention of the clock, -that orderer of the time of man, -the proof of the roundless of the
world, the determination of the meridian and, finally, countless and innumerable eternal
monuments including medicine, philosophy, literature, mathematical sciences and
astronomy, breathed the air of this very land, were warmed by this very sun, slaked their
thirst with the water of this very land, and lived on the natural products afforded by this
very land for the use of humanity.

But, alas, the successors who came after them did not make the necessary effort to follow
the traces of their glorious ways; the bright sun of learning and knowledge which had been
revealed in the land of Iraq became gradually dim; and naturally, in this manner, wealth
and affluence disappearing, they were left in a state of ignorance, nomadism, dispersion,
and weakness. Some attribute the present ruined state of the country to the 33-year long
Hamidian regime, but this view is not correct; the period of decline of the land of Iraq

" BOA, BEO 4015/301052, Sadaret to Ministry of Interior, 29 Subat 1327 [13 March
1912]

58 BOA, DH.MTV 18/47, Miiftizade Muhammed Kamil Bey to Ministry of Interior,
Baghdad, 22 Temmuz 1912 [3 Agustos 1912].
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began five or six hundred years ago, and the Hamidian regime has only been the cause of is

reaching an extreme point.”

As will be shown in Chapter 6, Cemal showed great interest to the restoration of the
historical monuments during his governorate in Syria. It seems that he had a similar
interest while he was in Baghdad. In the second week of his appointment, Cemal visited
Salman Pak, on the left bank of Tigris, near which were the celebrated ruins of Ctesiphon
and Seleucia. The British Consul stated the aim of the visit as unknown. However, its aim
could be to inspect the monuments to prevent their smuggling by the British and to protect
them in the boundaries of the Ottoman State.”

The change of the political balance in mid-1912 to the detriment of the CUP

sounded the death knell for Cemal Bey in Baghdad. Upon the accession of the Freedom
Party to the power, on 12" August 1912, Cemal resigned from his post and returned to
Istanbul.®’
Upon the outbreak of the Balkan Wars, Cemal applied to the army to take charge in
the war. He was appointed as the commander of auxiliaries from Konya and his troop had
to retreat like the Other Ottoman forces. He stayed in this post till 14 November 1912,
when he was stricken by cholera epidemic.®

Following the First Balkan War, the CUP made a coup d’etat [Bab-1 Ali Baskini]
and captured the Government. Immediately after that, on 27" January 1913 Cemal was
appointed as “the military governor of Istanbul” [[stanbul Muhafizi] with a broad authority
to provide “order” in the city, who was famous with his “disciplinarian” and “organizer”
character.”® With Cemal’s own remarks, by this event, he directly started to be busy with
the general policy of the Empire. He managed to restore the public order in Istanbul and
prevent a counter attack against the CUP. Two measures applied by Cemal Bey during his

governorate in Istanbul are worth to mention to understand the mind and character of him.

5 PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 16 October 1911.
60 PRO, FO 195/2369, the British Consul to FO, Baghdad, 16 October 1911.
o1 Artug, Ibid, p. 98.

62 Artug, Ibid, p. 99-103.

63 Artug, Ibid, p. 110.
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Firstly, “There were... a number of smugglers who were offering smuggled tobacco (in
Government packets) in the streets of the city, Sultan Hamam, Sirkedji, and Mahmud
Pasha Hill and Bayadzid Square”®. According to Cemal, that open smuggling showed
weak the Government in the eyes of the people. Therefore, he “announced to all those
concerned that anyone who indulged in illicit trading, whether wholesale or retail, would
be arrested and banished from Constantinople”. In the next week, he had four or five at
most of these individuals deported, and “the court martial passed sentence on a few
smugglers who were caught in a kiosk no far from the Seraglio”. With Cemal’s own
remarks, “the result was that the common swindling which had become an everyday
occurrence was soon exceptional, and the people of Constantinople and its suburbs could
henceforth enjoy perfect security.”®

The second one is more interesting to demonstrate Cemal’s vision of
modernization. In Cemal’s own words, “there were many people in Constantinople who
indulged in the vicious habit of making amorous remarks to Mohammedan ladies as they
passed them out walking, on the boats and bridges, or in the streets and bazaars”. Those
people “laid hands on elegant and well-dressed women”. Cemal applied severe measures
against them and threatened those people to exile interior parts of Anatolia. After
punishing four or five men, with the remarks of Cemal, the “women were able to walk in
the streets without further molestation”.*®

Cemal’s interpretations on this measure are important in terms of clarification of
his approach to the place of women in the “development” and “modernization” of a
country. He states in his memoirs that:

“For the first time a definite step had been taken to place the personal freedom of Turkish
women on a secure basis... I believe firmly in the important part which woman is called
upon to play not only in social life, but also in public affairs... I am absolutely convinced
that the civilising agencies of a country can best and soonest be promoted with the help of
woman, and that those nations which keep their womankind in a state of slavery are on the
high road of inevitable decay.” o7

% Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 16.
65 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 17.
66 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 17.
%7 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 17-18.
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By these remarks, it can be concluded that the reforms performed by Mustafa Kemal
regarding the status of women in the Early Republican Era were also thought by Cemal as
required for the development of a country. Similarly, his activities of opening girl’s
schools in Syria to increase of education of women with Halide Edib emanated from that
conviction.

After the abolition of the military governorate of Istanbul, on 16™ December 1913,
Cemal was appointed as the Minister of Public Works [Nafia Nezareti]. Although he
prepared some construction projects of railroads and chausseed roads as well as some
channeling projects for irrigation, on 11™ March 1914, some 85 days later, he was
appointed as the Minister of Navy.®® He also made some reform projects for the Ottoman
Navy, but some 10 months later, upon the entry of the Ottoman Empire into WWI, Cemal
was appointed to the Governorate General of Syria and the Commander of the 4™ Army
there, when he was 42 years old.

Cemal’s prehistory and personality played a crucial role in his appointment to the
Governorate General of Syria. As can be easily realized from the information given above,
“disciplinarian”, “reformer”, “state-worshipper” [devietperest], ‘“anti-imperialist” and
“order builder” characteristics of him due to his personality and background made him a
good candidate for the Syrian Governorate. In Adana, he had restored the interrupted state
order with his severe measures and applied an Ottomanist discourse. In Baghdad, Cemal
struggled with both the British influence and the activities of the Arabists. Because of his
experiences in Baghdad, according to his memoirs, Cemal was treated by the CUP as an
expert on the Arab affairs.®” In Istanbul, he suppressed a counter-revolt of the opposition
and gave strength to the state with his severe actions against the “disorderliness”, and again
in Baghdad, he struggled with the opposition. As a result of all these experiences, Cemal
was seen by the CUP as the most suitable candidate for the Syrian Governorate General,
where the authority of the state was thought by the Unionists as weak. Therefore, Cemal
was sent to Syria with an extraordinary authorization to re-form there the Ottoman state in

a modern sense.

% For detailed information about these projects, see: Artug, Ibid, pp. 134-138, 146.
69 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 58.
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Nature of the Ottoman Reforms in Syria: An assessment of the Literature

A number of scholarly works published over the last decades have greatly
contributed to the study of the Ottoman modernization in the Arab provinces. One of the
first to mention in this sense is Otfoman Reform in Syria and Palestine, 1840-1861 by
Moshe Ma’oz. The study evaluated the Tanzimat reforms in the Syrian Provinces during
the years 1840-1861 and described their impact on government and administration, on
social and economic developments and on the position of the non-Muslim subjects. Ma’oz
claimed about the impact of those reforms that “It brought an end to centuries of confusion
and backwardness and opened a new age of stability and modernization. During these
years local forces were destroyed, regional autonomies undermined, and a solid foundation
of Ottoman direct rule was established”.”® Similar to Ma’oz, Albert Hourani states that,

“The reforms of the fanzimat period in the Ottoman Empire...would, if carried to their
logical conclusion, have destroyed the independent power of the notables and the mode of
political action it made possible. The aim of the reforms was to establish a uniform and
centralized administration, linked directly with each citizen, and working in accordance
with its own rational principles of justice, applied equally to all.””!

However, more recent studies made on the same period question this argument and
demonstrate that the Ottoman reforms took the local interest groups into consideration
from its very beginning. In her study on the nature of the 7Tanzimat reforms Jens Hassen
indicates the reflections of the Ottoman reform during this period on the local elites:

“The practices of integration that evolved during the stormy mid-decades of the nineteenth
century represented multiple processes of negotiations between imperial an local interest
groups and their representations. Focusing specifically on certain imperial strategies of
crisis management in the Arab provinces, such as imperial inspection tours, local petitions
and councils, and model provinces, there emerged distinct and subtle modes of
contestation, appropriation ad co-operation in the provincial peripheries that determined
the application of Tanzimat reforms. Moreover, what have consistently been considered
impositions of state power, malicious or benevolent, under closer scrutiny turned out to be

" Moshe Ma’oz, Ottoman Reform in Syria and Palestine 1840-1861, London: Oxford
University Press, 1968, p. V.

" Albert Hourani, “Ottoman Reform and the Politics of Notables”, in Albert Hourani,
Philip S. Khoury and Mary C. Wilson (eds.) The Modern Middle East, Berkeley:
University of California Press, 1993, pp. 94-95.
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attributable to socio-political processes and agencies in the provincial peripheries that were

then adopted in Istanbul as imperial legislation.””
Leila Fawaz demonstrated, in the case of Beirut, another aspect that compelled the
Ottoman officials to take the local notables into consideration. According to her study,
during the year 1840-1860 “the duality of European and Ottoman influence in Beirut
insured a certain political and social openness that remained characteristic of the city in
modern times”.”® As a result of this competition, the local notables could find a place in the
local political life in Beirut. According to the scholarly works made on the Hamidian era,
the situation did not change in this period and competition between the Ottomans and the
European Powers gave shape to the local politics in Syria. Adil Baktiaya demonstrates in
his study this competition through the educational institutions. In his words, “the aim of
the [Ottoman] State with the centralization policy and the reform efforts after 1860 was to
retard the Western penetration”.”* However, Baktiaya doesn’t emphasize the role of the
local notables in this rivalry. This gap is filled by the work of Abdiilhamid Kirmizi: In his
study on the Governors of Abdulhamid II, Kirmizi confirms, for the period of the

mentioned Sultan using the Ottoman arcival sources, that the Governors of the Hamidian

2 Jens Hassen, “Practices of Integration-Center-Periphery Relations in the Ottoman
Empire”, in Jens Hassen, Thomas Philipp, Stefan Weber (eds.), The Empire in the City:
Arab Provincial Capitals in the Late Ottoman Empire, Beirut: Orient-Institut der DMG
Beirut, 2002, p. 74; for another study on the central role of Damascus Council, consisted of
the local notables, in the public life of the province, see: Elisabeth Thompson, “Ottoman
Political Reform in the Provinces: Damascus Advisory Council in 1844-1845, [JMES 25
(1993), pp. 457-475.

7 Leila Fawaz, “Foreign Presence and the Perception of the Ottoman Rule in Beirut”, in
Jens Hanssen, Thomas Philipp, Stefan Weber (eds.), The Empire in the City: Arab
Provincial Capitals in the Late Ottoman Empire, Beirut: Orient-Institut der DMG Beirut,
2002, p. 93; for another study on the Ottoman-European competition in Acre with similar
arguments, see: Thomas Philipp, “Acre, The First Instance of Changing Times”, in Jens
Hanssen, Thomas Philipp, Stefan Weber (eds.), The Empire in the City: Arab Provincial
Capitals in the Late Ottoman Empire, Beirut: Orient-Institut der DMG Beirut, 2002, pp.
77-92.

™ Adil Baktiaya, Osmanli Suriyesi’'nde Arap¢ihgin Dogusu, Istanbul: Bengi Kitabevi,
2009, p.109.
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era always took the local notables into consideration while they were trying to centralize
the Ottoman realm and they clashed with the Center for the demands of the periphery.”

The situation was similar after the proclamation of the second constitution. Hasan
Kayalr’s acclaimed study, Arabs and Young Turks’® shed light on the Arab policy of the
CUP as well as a discussion of the Arab concerns between 1908 and 1918. In this regard,
he demonstrates that the ideology of Islamism remarkably overshadowed Arab and Turkish
nationalisms during this period. On the other hand, Kayali demonstrates that the CUP
leaders always took the political demands of the Arab notables into consideration “for a
larger representation in state offices and a wider use of Arabic in the Arab provinces”.”’
According to him:

“The Young Turk policies were perceived as discriminatory partly because the Unionist
purge of the Hamidian cadres from important positions had resulted in the dismissal of
many Arabs, the influential ones from the palace coterie of Abdiilhamid... Setting aside
the aberration of the Hamidian regime, which departed from bureaucratic norms in the
recruitment of a palace administration, the Young Turk period compared more favorably to
past patterns with respect to the recruitment of Arabs. A comparison of the 1877-78 and
1908 Parliaments does not show a relative decline in the size of Arab representation...””
However, Kayali disregards the rupture in the Arabist and Syrian policy of the CUP
beginning with the appointment of Cemal as the governor general in Syria. Immediately
after Cemal’s arrival at Syria, the policy of reconcilition, which was followed throughout
the whole period of the reform century, was abandoned, and a policy of control and
elimination was adopted. Similarly, as will be demonstrated in the second chapter, the
Unionist intentions to eliminate the Arabist movement, which belonged to the pre-War
period, were not taken into consideration by Kayali. Furthermore, the CUP rarely saw the
Arabists as sincerely demanding reform in Syria. Rather they were assessed by the

Unionists as several self-seekers. This point was also underestimated in his study.

7> For detailed informations about the relations between the Cpntral Government and the
periphery, see: Abdulhamid Kirmizi, Abdiilhamid’in Valileri, Istanbul: Klasik Yayinlari,
2007.

’® Hasan Kayali, Arabs and the Young Turks: Turkish-Arab relations in the second
constitutional period of the Ottoman Empire 1908-1918, Berkeley: California University
Press, 1997.

77 Kayali, Ibid, p. 210.
78 Kayali, Ibid, p. 209.
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Another study that treats Cemal’s governorate is Nevzat Artu¢’s work, Cemal Pasa:
Askeri ve Siyasi Hayat.” The author dedicates more than one hundred pages to the Syrian
period of Cemal’s life. Half of it is a summary of the military preparations for the Egyptian
expedition. The other half tries to describe his administrative activities in Syria. Although
the book at times engages in some analysis, there is no consistent narrative throughout the
book. On the other hand the language of the book implies that it was written by an admirer
of Cemal Pasha, who really likes what he did, rather than trying to understand and
contextualize of Cemal’s period in the history of Syria. Furthermore, many critical subjects
for the period were glossed over in a few pages. For example, the Famine, the most
staggering event of the period for the common people, was summarized in four pages
without touching upon the reasons and consequences of it. Similarly, the educational
acitivities were handled in three pages. Evaluation of the existing literature is sometimes
made with scanty information. For example, Hasan Kayali’s study, which is a pioneer in
terms of its application of the Ottoman sources in the Arab studies is evaluated with these
words: “Kayali disregarded the Turkish archives, the main source of the subject, and was
influenced by the foreign writers and archives.” * After that he accuses Kayal of being
subjective in his evaluations on Cemal Pasha.

This aside, in recent years, another discussion regarding the character of the
Ottoman modernization in the Arab provinces has begun in the literature by the study of
Ussama Makdisi claiming that the Turkish rulers of the Empire adopted an orientalist
attitude towards their treatment of the Arabs. He maintains that “in an age of Western
dominated modernity, every nation creates its own orient. Nineteenth century Ottoman
Empire was no exception”.®' In Makdisi’s viewpoint,

“Through efforts to study, discipline, and improve imperial subjects, Ottoman reform
created a notion of the pre-modern within the empire in a manner akin to the way European

" For the related chapter in the book, see: Artug, Ibid, p. 208-245.
8 Artug, Ibid, p. XLL

81 Ussama Makdisi, “Ottoman Orientalism”, American Historical Review, 107/3, (June
2002), p. 768; similar evalulations can be found in Selim Deringil’s studies on the tribal
Arabs: Selim Deringil, ““They live in a state of Nomadism and Savagery’: The Late
Ottoman Empire and the Post-Colonial Debate”, Comparative Studies in Society and
History, Vol. 45, No. 2 (Apr., 2003), pp. 311-342.
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colonial administrators represented their colonial subjects. This process culminated in the

articulation of a modern Ottoman Turkish nation that had to lead the empire’s other

putatively stagnant ethnic and national groups into an Ottoman modernity”.*

In a similar way, he asserts that,

“Nowhere, perhaps, was this paradox of Ottoman reforms —inclusivist insofar as it sought
to integrate all provinces and peoples into an official nationalism of Ottomanism and yet

also temporally segregated and ultimately racially differentiated- more apparent than in the

. . 83
Arab provinces of the empire”.

According to the classification of Makdisi, in the progressive way of civilization, the West
was in the first floor whereas the Ottomans followed them in advance of the Arabs.
Makdisi created a hierarcy as Westerner-Turk-Arab in the viewpoint of the Ottoman elites.
With their civilizing mission, like the colonial governments of the Western States, the
Ottomans legitimized their domination over the non-Turkish territories, the Arab countries
being in the first place. In summary, he implies that the Turks established a colonial empire
over the other ethnies of the Ottoman country, like those of the French in Africa and the
British in India.

Considering Cemal Pasha’s Governorate and its before, Makdisi’s approach can be
criticized in several aspects. First of all, he totally neglects the Ottoman struggle with the
Western powers on the Arab provinces for influence. In the article, the Ottomans were
represented as the only absolute authority of the region, and the Arab people were totally
disregarded as a factor in the process of modernization. Yet the Ottoman Empire was
competing in the Arab provinces with the Western Powers, and had to persuade its Arab
citizens that their State was as progressed as that of the Western states, prevent them from
orientating sympathies to the Western powers. As claimed by Makdisi, the Ottoman
Empire was not in a position to mediate between its own “backward” orient and the
civilized West since the Western civilization was inside the Arab provinces thanks to its
educational and religious institutions and, in many cases, they were more influential over

the different Arab peoples than those of the Empire. As demonstrated by Fawaz and

82 Makdisi, Ibid, p. 769.
% Makdisi, Ibid, p. 770.
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Philip*, the Ottoman elites got involved in a process of modernization in the Arab lands
commenced by the Western institutions opened in the Arab provinces, and they tried to
create their loyal citizens against the Western threat of colonization. Secondly, the
difference between nation-building and colonization is not clear in his text. For example,
the author is not clear whether we can classify the creation of Modern France under the
same ideal type with that of the transformations experienced in India in the direction of
modernization under the British colonization, or the Ottoman treatment of the Arabs with
that of the British India and the French Africa. It seems to the author of the present study
that the Ottomans modeled the treatment of the Western states towards their own citizens
rather than their conduct in the colonies. Third, it is true that the Ottoman elites regarded
some sections of Arab society as “backward”. But that was not special to the Arabs, similar
remarks by Turkish authors or statesmen can be found for the Turks. For example, some
words in the novel of prominent Turkish writer Yakup Kadri, called Ankara, demonstrate
that this representation could not only be limited to Arabs.* Non-modern Turks were also
classified in the same category. On the other hand, there could rarely be found orientalist
remarks for the nationally-spirited modernized Arabists in case of Cemal Pasha.
Contrarily, his struggle with the Arabists was, in a sense, a competition of the different
kinds of modernizations. Therefore, this is rather the perception of the non-moderns by the
moderns. Fourth, Makdisi’s claim regarding that the Empire was aimed to transform into a
Turkish-dominated structure®® seems to be controversial, at least, for Cemal’s governorate.
It is true that Cemal, to a considerable extent, turkified the Syrian bureaucracy. But he did
not apply this method to “civilize” Syria with a colonial mission, but to replace the
Western influence —a higher category in Makdisi’s classification- with that of the
Ottomans. As a proof of this, the Arab bureaucrats, who were thought to be influenced by
the Western Powers, were not dismissed, but appointed to equal posts in Anatolia, i.e.,

assigned to govern “the first class citizens” of the Empire by the words of Makdisi. Was it

8 Fawaz, Ibid, p. 93, Philip, Ibid, p. 77-92.

% This dialogue regarding the native people of Ankara is interesting: “instead I
resemble them, they resemble me. We brought civilization here”: Yakup Kadri
Karaosmanoglu, Ankara, Istanbul: iletisim Yaymlari, 2005, p. 31.

8 Makdisi, Ibid, p. 795.
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possible for an Indian to be a sub-governor in a British town? This is a question worth to
consider. Fifth, it seems that the author differs from Said’s definition of orientalism. As
expressed by Kayapinar, there is no historical, cultural, ethnic and geographic basis to
define the “ontological and epistemological” differences of a Turkish orientalism towards
the Arabs. In other words, in the eyes of the Turks during the Ottoman times, some parts of
Arab society was “backward”, like some other parts of the Turks, but the “backwards”
were also a part of Ottoman society. Namely, there was not any necessary differentiation

between Turks and Arabs in the eyes of the Ottoman elites.”’

The Character of Cemal’s Governance in Syria

Different from what Makdisi claims, the aims of Cemal’s reforms were, first, to
abolish the influence of the great powers, and, second, to eliminate the local particularisms,
which, according to him, prevented for years the proper establishment of the State’s
authority and the creation of a sense of the Ottomanness in Syria. They were also a threat
for Cemal’s aims due to their “connections” with the Great Powers. For those aims, Cemal
established a special bureaucracy in Syria, consisted mainly of Turks. Throughout his
governorate, he strove to create a powerful [Muktedir] team of high-ranking bureaucrats in
Syria, which would be able to work in harmony with him. In one of his telegrams to Talat
about the appointment of kaymakams to Salt and Kerak, he explained some characteristics
of the bureaucrats that were needed in Syria with the following remarks:

“For one year, there has been no kaymakam in Kerak and Salt. In these days, which we
strive for the establishment of the authority of the state in a sound [saglam] way, [the
questions of] that lack of bureaucrats [memur] or the arrival of the incapable [fena]
bureauc;gats must be solved...I request you to appoint a powerful official [as the kaymakam]
to Salt”

7 M. Akif Kayapinar, “Ussama Makdisi ve Osmanl Oryantalizmi”, Divan 20 (2006/1),
pp. 311-317.

% BOA, DH. SFR. 507/83, Cemal to Talat, 19 Kanun-1 Sani 1331 [1 Feburary 1916]
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As inferred from this telegram, he wanted to redesign the Syrian bureaucracy to strengthen
the existence of the Ottoman state and to implement other projects there. For this aim,
Cemal prerequisites two personal characteristics for the bureaucrats, who would be
appointed in Syria: might [iktidar] and capability. Some other prerequirements were
mentioned in another telegram. When he requested the appointment of a new Governor to
Jerusalem, he assumed the characteristics of the new Governor for Jerusalem as follows:
“...of being a Turk; of having a morality, which would not possible to be corrupted; of
having served as sub-Governor or kaymakam...; of having a sense of justice;... of being
brave...; of being a member of the Committee of Union and Progress...”*

As can be inferred from the telegram, besides some personal capabilities, Cemal
attributed importance to the ethnicity of the high-ranking Bureaucrats. In Cemal’s
viewpoint, since most of the Arab high-ranking bureaucrats in Syria were either
sympathizers or members of the Arabist parties, which influenced by the Great Powers and
since they advocated the reorganization of Syria in a decentralized way, or they did not
adopt the ideals of the Ottomanness, they weren’t reliable bureaucrats in a process of re-
formation of the State in Syria. In one of his telegrams, the supreme ruler of Syria
demanded the appointment of the governor [Mutasarrif] of Hauran to a place in Anatolia
on grounds that he wanted to solve the Government’s problems with the Druzes and the
sub-governor was incapable to serve this goal since “he is an Arab before anything else”.”
In the same way, he requested from Talat the appointment of the [Arab] kaymakams of

Syria to the Anatolian towns.”’ Most of his demands in this direction were fulfilled by the

Central Government for the sake of the strengthening of the state authority in Syria.”* In

% BOA, DH. SFR. 536/71, Cemal to Talat, 19 Tesrin-i Evvel 1332 [31 October 1916];
in another telegram about the appointment of a kaymakam to Biriissebi, he repeats the
precondition of being a Turk for that position: BOA, DH.SFR. 487/19, Cemal to Talat, 25
Agustos 1331 [7 September 1915].

% BOA, DH.SFR. 507/56, Cemal to Talat, 17 Tesrin-i Sani 1331 [30 November 1915].
’ BOA, DH.SFR. 506/8, Cemal to Talat, 6 Kanun-1 Sani 1331 [18 January 1916].

%2 For some example in this direction, see: BOA, DH.SFR. 487/11, Cemal to Talat, 21
Agustos 1331 [3 September 1915]; BOA, DH. SFR. 488/13, Cemal to Talat, 26 Agustos
1331 [8 September 1915];1 BOA, DH.SFR. 479/21, Cemal to Talat, 28 Temmuz 1331 [10
August 1915].
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spite of his regulations for the appointment of the Turks to posts in the Syrian bureaucracy,
it can not be claimed for Cemal that he was a turkifier. Because, as will be demonstrated in
the second and sixth chapters, Cemal did not undertake any systematic action to remove,
transform or eliminate the Arab culture, language or any other thing, which belonged to the
Arabs. Rather, he tried to replace the Western influence with the Ottoman one and
attempted to spread the Ottoman ideals. Cemal’s insistence on teaching Turkish to the
Arabs was due to the desire of a direct communication between the state and its citizens in
Syria.

For further comprehension of the reasons behind Cemal’s insistence on the
appointment of the Bureaucrats, who had Turkish origins, it is important to analyze
Cemal’s remarks on Turkishness and Arabness. He, indeed, explains his ideas on the place
of Turkishness and Arabness in the Ottoman Empire in his memoirs:

“Speaking of myself, I am primarily an Ottoman, but I do not forget that I am a Turk, and
nothing can shake my belief that the Turkish race is the foundation-stone [temel tas] of the
Ottoman Empire and the rise of the Ottoman Empire in the sense of civilization and
education [irfan] strengthens the Ottoman community [camia] and fortifies [fe’yid] the
Ottoman Empire, because, the Ottoman Empire is a Turkish creation in its origins.”

If any evidence is required, look at the tragic situation in which we find ourselves to-day.
Look at the Arabs, who rose against us in the hope of gaining their independence Where
are they to-day? I have referred to this point before...

Does anyone in those countries ever speak of Ottomanism ? On the contrary, the cry “By
the grace of God we are freed from Ottomanism,” is ever on the lips of a crowd of traitors
who have lived on the favour of the Government. But the voice raised in Anatolia —that
sacred land to the Turks- proclaims that the “Ottoman Empire” still exists, her noble sons
who dwell in Western Thrace —that little Turkish corner- have never ceased to strive for
their union with the Empire. In short, all Turks —wherever they are- endeavour to assert
themselves and seek refuge in the glorious Ottoman name...””*

These remarks were quoted by Makdisi as the proof of the Turkish priority in the Ottoman

Empire and “Turkish responsibility to conduct the affairs of state”.” However, this

% Cemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 246. English translation of this paragraph is a little diffent:
“Speaking of myself, I am primarily an Ottoman, but I do not forget that I am a Turk, and
nothing can shake my belief that the Turkish race is the foundation-stone of the Ottoman
Empire. The educational and civilising influence of the Turks cements Ottoman unity and
strengthens the Empire, for in its origins the Ottoman Empire is a Turkish creation.”
Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 251.

% Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 252, Cemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 246.
%> Makdisi, Ibid, p. 794.
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privilege rather belonged to the “conscious” Turkish elite rather than to all the Turks. The
privileged position of those Turks in the Ottoman Empire stems from their allegiance to
the ideal of the Ottoman unity, and their strivings to maintain the Ottoman existence
against the Great Powers. In the quoted text, he criticizes the Arab elite of not following
the ideal of the Ottomanism, similar to his critics to Sharif Hussein. By the term “Arab”, he
means those, “who rose against us [the Ottomans] in the hope of gaining their
independence”, rather than blaming the whole Arabs. That was the reason for the so-called
“unpreferrable” treatment of the enlightened Arabs. In summary, there were a certain
group of “modernized” Arabs in Cemal’s view, but they were not sufficiently loyal to the
ideal of the Ottoman unity. Therefore, the Turks were more “preferable” in comparison to
the Arabs, and, in the struggle for the establishment of the Ottoman state authority in Syria,
he employed the “enlightened” Turks in his bureaucracy instead of untrusted Arabs. His
educational and other activities in Syria should be evaluated in this regard. The increase of
the sense of loyalty to the Empire could be measured by the struggle for continuance of the
Ottoman state. As the result of the position of the Turks in Cemal’s mind, he regarded
Anatolia as his motherland.”® This is nothing than a strong sense of patriotism, required for
the citizens in the nation-states, and the process introduced by Cemal Pasha in Syria was
the re-formation of a modern state according to the nation-state model. Cemals himself
answers the claims of Turkification in his memoirs with the following remarks:

“I reply emphatically that our policy was not a ‘Turkish’ policy, but the policy of Ottoman
unity. If we had accepted the decentralisation principle, the Committee would, indeed,
have had to pursue a ‘Turkish’ policy, for we should have had to demand the same local
autonomy for vilayets inhabited solely by Turks as for the other provinces. So those who
confess themselves ‘Turks’ only are really advocates of ‘decentralisation’, for in effect
they are simply following a purely Turkish policy. We, on the other hand, whose policy
was Ottoman unity, had accepted as a fundamental principle that the influence of the
Central Government on the vilayets should not be diminished, though the local

%% He described the delegate of authors visited Syria towards the end of the year 1916 as
“the most distinguished faces of the motherland [Anavatan]”. For the whole of the
document, see: BOA, DH.SFR. 538/11, Cemal to Talat, Jerusalem, 8 Tesrin-i Sani 1332
[21 November 1916]; similarly, in his memoirs he depicts Anatolia as the motherland with
the following remarks. Cemal uses in his memoirs the term “mader vatan” while he is
describing the situation of the roads connecting Anatolia to Syria; Cemal Pasha, Ibid, p.
118; the sentence is as follows in the English version: “And here is the only road which
keeps my army in touch with the home country !”’: Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 143.
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administration should be granted the most extensive powers, always provided that the unity
of army organisation should not be prejudiced...

Can it be said that the ‘Turkification’ of the nations was involved in the demand that the
Turkish language should be the official tongue in the Ottoman Empire? Were we engaged
in the ‘Turkification’ of the other nations when we said that public education in the
Ottoman Empire must be under the supervision of the Government and well conducted?””’

Especially the second paragraph is significant to understand the character of Cemals policy
of “Turkification”. By the partial ‘turkification’ of the Syrian bureaucracy and education,
he did not undertake a transformation process regarding the Arab culture. It was rather a
part of his policy of re-formation of the state existence in Syria. When these steps were
considered together with his actions to eliminate the social intermediaries, like the
notables, Zionists, clergy etc. the imposition of Turkish will be more meaningful.

On the other hand, being a Turk on its own was not adequate for Cemal to be
employed in Syria. For those, who did not have the conditions mentioned before were in
some ways dismissed regardless of their ethnicity. The governors, sub-governors, or
kaymakams, who couldn’t adopt to Cemal’s way of administration was either dismissed or
they resigned. In the first year of his existence in Syria, he changed almost all the
governors of the principal cities in Syria. At the end of his first year, the Governors of
Beirut, Damascus, Lebanon and Aleppo had all been changed with the new ones. He made
the Governor of Beirut Bekir Sami Bey dismissed, accusing him of extortion™ [irtikab]
and punting with the Bank managers.”” The Governors of Aleppo and Damascus changed
their places of duty since they were not attuned to Cemal’s way of administration.
According to the report of the Austrian Consul in Damascus, the Governor Hulusi Bey

resigned from his post due to his disapproval of boundless rigor applied by Cemal

o7 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 251.
% BOA, DH. SFR. 483/63, Cemal to Talat, 28 Temmuz 1331 [10 August 1915]

% However, Bekir Sami Bey refused this accusation: BOA, DH. SFR. 483/63, Bekir
Sami to Talat, 7 Kanun-1 Sani1330 [20 January 1915].
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Pasha.'® Almost all of these administrators had good relations with the members of the
Arabist parties.'"!

When the Central Government appointed a bureaucrat in contradiction to the
requests of Cemal, he was usually able to secure the bureaucrat’s dismissal from his post.
The most outstanding example of this was the appointment of a new Governor to Syria
following Hulusi Bey. Cemal suggested the Governor of Erzurum, Tahsin Bey, to the
central governor as the successor of Hulusi.'” However, the Central Government
appointed Azmi Bey [not Azmi Bey of Beirut] to Syria. As a result, that governor couldn’t
maintain his office in Syria and had to return to Istanbul in a short span of time. Upon the
request of Cemal that Azmi was not sufficiently experienced and powerful to administrate
the province of Syria, he had to resign from his post.'”

The characteristics of the high-ranking bureaucrats appointed by Cemal
demonstrate his intentions regarding Syria. The case of Azmi Bey, appointed as the
Governor of Beirut upon his request is a good example of his ideal bureaucrat. When he
resigned from his office in June 1918, the German Consul in Beirut identified him with
these remarks: “extremely strong headed” towards the foreign representatives, “relentless”,

and “chauvinist” against all the foreign powers including the allies of Turkey. On the other

100 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Wechsel des hiesigen Generalgoverneurs”,
21 October 1915, Damascus.

%1 Informations regarding the relations between Celal Bey, the Governor of Aleppo,

and the Arabist notables,see: HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Wechsel des hiesigen
Generalgoverneurs”, 21 October 1915, Damascus; Hulusi Bey spoke the local dialect of
Syria very well and had good relations with the local people and notables, see: Muhammad
Kurd Ali, al-Mudhakkirat, al- Juz al-Awwal, Damascus, Matbaatu al-Tarakki, 1948, p.
103; From the memoirs of Salim Ali Salaam, it is inferred that Bekir Sami had established
close relations with the Arabists of Beirut: Salim Ali Salaam, Mudhakkiratu Salim Ali
Salaam (1868-1938), Hassan Ali Hallak (ed.), Beirut: al-Dar al-Jami’iyya, 1982, p. 188-
189.

2 BOA, DH.SFR. 493/61, Cemal to Talat, 30 Eyliil 1331 [13 October 1915].

19 Shakib Arslan claims in his memoirs that Cemal didn’t like Azmi Bey since the
Central Government appointed the latter without consent of Cemal. Therefore, Azmi had
to return shortly after his appointment: Shakib Arslan, Siratu Zatiyya, Beirut: Dar al-Tali’a,
1969, p. 177-178; presumably with the similar reasons, Cemal proposed the dismissal of
Azmi by reason of that he couldn’t make governorate in Syria: BOA, DH. SFR. 516/34,
Cemal to Talat, 3 Nisan 1332 [16 April 1916].
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hand, the consul states, Azmi worked in Beirut during his governorate with a tireless
energy.'™ The typical bureaucrat that was undesirable by Cemal could be schematized by
the first Governor of Jerusalem, Macid Bey. According to the diaries of the Spanish consul
of Jerusalem, he had a conflict with the commander of Jaffa, Hasan Bey, who was favored
by Cemal, and therefore, resigned. When “he had tendered his resignation, which produced
a real panic in the city” the Spanish consul visited the other consuls and “all telegraphed
Constantinople asking that his resignation not be accepted. Even the four Patriarchs (the
Latin, the Greek, the Armenian and the Coptic) sent a message t00”.'"> As can be inferred
from this quotation, Macid Bey had good relations with the local interest groups and the
foreign consuls, two barriers in the eyes of Cemal for the establishment of a direct
diffusion of the state power into the realm.

As will be analyzed below, in Cemal’s viewpoint, Syria was a semi-colonized part
of the Empire, which ought to be cleaned from foreign influence and had to be integrated
to the body of the Ottoman State. By the regulations in Syrian bureaucracy and the
appointment of the powerful bureaucrats, Cemal wanted to amend the image of the
weakness of the Ottoman Government among the Syrians and set his seal on Syria as its
founder in the modern sense. He opened schools, built streets'*® and fountains there called
after his name; People hanged Cemal’s photos signed by him to the most conspicuous
places of their houses as the symbol of their loyalty to the leader of their country'®’; he
organized selamlik ceremonies when he was going to friday prayer, which were in fact,
special to the Ottoman sultan; the most conspicious places of the Syrian provincial
capitals, like Damascus, Jerusalem, Aleppo, were reserved for him as headquarter.108 In

summary, during his governorate, he wanted to remove the weak image of the Ottoman

104 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd.17, Mutius to Hertling, Beirut, 23 June 1918.

195 Conde de Ballobar, Jerusalem in World War I: The Palestine Diary of a European
Diplomat, Eduardo Manzano Moreno and Roberto Mazza, London: I.B. Tauris, 2011, p.
36.

106 Erden, Ibid, p. 89.
107 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd.17, Weber to Hertling, Constantinople, 26 June 1918,

198 Ziya Sakir, Ibid, p. 180; he also listened to the complaints of the people after the

Friday prayer like the second Caliph Umar: Erden, Ibid, p. 89.
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Government by his authoritarian personality, and didn’t hesitate to demonstrate the
strength of the State to the Syrians for this aim. Second, by his policies towards the
different components of the Syrian society, Cemal wanted to increase the sense of the

Ottomanness of the Syrians.

A Review of the Literature

This study sets out to portray the aims of Cemal Pasha’s appointment to Syria as
military commander and governor general, and the transformations caused by his policies
the “governmentality” of the Ottoman rule in Syria throughout the war period will be well
within the scope of the present study which aims to utilize primary as well as secondary
sources. In the sense of the first hand sources, the documents in the Ottoman Archives
(BOA) have primary importance for the subject under the study. Availability of many
telegrams and reports in these Archives belonging to Cemal and his bureaucrats enabled
the author of the present study to analyze the ideas of the actors of the period on the
subjects discussed throughout this study. However, the writers of those documents could
sometimes hide the realities not to disclose that they were unsuccessful to overcome the
problems. Usage of the German and Austrian consular reports minimized this problem for
this study. Another archive that has the Ottoman documents is the archive of the Turkish
General Staff (ATASE Arsivi), the documents of the Ottoman War Ministry. As the
commander of the Ottoman 4" Army, this archive includes very valuable documents for
Cemal’s era in Syria. Unfortunately, the documents of this archive are not completely open
to scholars. The officials employed in the Archives survey the documents and select the
related documents according to the subject of the researchers. In addition, there are some
special document collections in the Archives of the Turkish History Association [Tiirk
Tarih Kurumu], (TTK Arsivi). The collection of Kazim Orbay, the aide-de-Camp of Enver
Pasha and the collection of Enver himself are in this archive and open to all scholars. There
can be found many samples of correspondence between Enver and Cemal regarding

political and military situation in Syria.
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On the other hand, the Archives of the European states include valuable files
regarding Cemal Pasha’s governorate in Syria. Since it was the war period, as the allies of
the Ottoman Empire, the reports of the German and Austrian officials are the most
valuable ones among the others. Many times, they could reflect the local conditions better
than the Ottoman documents since they were not responsible for governing the region.
Especially, the close relations between some German officials and Turkish officials make
the information in the German documents (PA-AA, BA-MA) valuable to understand the
background of some events. A similar statement can be made for the Austrian Archives
(HHStA). Since there was no British or French representative in Syria as a result of the
hostilities between the Ottoman Empire and the Allied states, the Archives of those states
(PRO, MAEE) have a lesser importance. Indeed, there can be found plenty of inaccurate
information in those archives regarding Syria. However, the remarks of some Arab
deserters and some intelligence reports could be used for the War period. In this study, the
documents of the Entente states have been used counter-checking them with the Ottoman,
German and Austrian Archives as much as possible.

The period is also generous in terms of the memoirs and diaries in Turkish, Arabic,
German and English. In this sense, the availability of Cemal’s own memoirs has a capital
importance as well as the accounts of some others from his immediate entourage. In his
memoirs, Cemal touches on many subjects examined in the present study and asserts
claims pertaining them. However, he is understandably and considerably apologetical in
his assessments and does not deal with any subject, which would tarnish his name. For
example, he never mentions his treatment against the Zionist movement for presumably
not to present himself with difficulties in the international political arena taking into
consideration the strength of the Zionists in shaping the international politics. Obviously,
for him, the international circumstances would have a big say in determining the new
leader of Turkey that Cemal had a big desire to get. Similarly, the bases of his policy
towards the Druzes, being only explained in the Turkish version, probably to give an
answer to the critics of his policy in Syria among the Turks. Cemal’s words in his memoirs
will be critically evaluated in this study in detail.

Besides Cemal Pasha, persons from his immediate circle left valuable accounts on

the events and policies with regard to this study. In Turkish, first to mention is the memoirs
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of Ali Fuad Erden, the Chief of Staff of Cemal’s army in Syria. He is considerably
“objective” in the evaluation of Cemal’s activities. He doesn’t hesitate to criticize Cemal,
when necessary. For example, in the case of the execution of the Arab notables, he did not
avoid to accuse his commander of setting the law at naught and of hanging the innocent

Arabs.'” Similarly, he frankly explained the failure of the Ottoman Army in the first

110

expedition against Egypt. ~ However, the memoirs are contradictory regarding the aims of

that expedition. In the beginning of the memoirs, Erden claims that the aim of the

111

expedition was to bind the British troops in the Canal and Egypt. " But, throughout the

book, he publishes numerous documents demonstrating that Cemal actually planned an

"2 1n addition, the memoirs include valuable

113

operation of conquest towards Egypt.

information on Cemal’s other activities in Syria, such as public works, "~ struggle with the

epidemics,''* and the Armenian question.'"

Another crucial account has been provided by Von Kress, the German Commander
of the troops in the Sinai Desert, who made the preparations for the second expedition
against Egypt following the first one. The book is a good account of all the operations
towards the Canal, from the first expedition against Egypt to the capture of Palestine by the
British. Besides those, Von Kress provides significant details regarding the daily life in

Syria during the WWI. For example, he narrates the excitement of the Palestinians vividly,

while the Sacred Flag of the Prophet Muhammed [Sancak-1 Serif] was brought there to

1% Erden, Ibid., p.273-274.
1o Erden, Ibid, p. 58.
"1 For their evaluations regarding the Expedition see: Erden, Ibid, p.2.

"2 Bnver to Cemal, 23 Kanun-1 Sani 1330 [5 February 1915], in Erden, Ibid, p. 46;
Cemal to Enver, 23 Kanun-1 Sani 1330 [5 February 1915], in Erden Ibid, p. 47; Enver to
Cemal, 20 Subat 1330 [5 March 1915], in Erden, Ibid, p. 72: Cemal to Enver, 6 Temmuz
1331 [18 July 1915], in Erden, Ibid, p. 149-154. In addition, Erden places a considerable
place to the preparations for the Egyptian Expedition: Erden, Ibid, p. 85-101, 157-161.

'3 Erden, Ibid, p. 143-146.
"4 Erden, Ibid, p. 141-143.
"5 Erden, Ibid, p. 119-124.
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motivate the people and soldiers to the Canal Expedition.''® His words regarding impact of
the locust plague,''’ famine''®, epidemics''® and on the provisioning conditions are also
valuable to understand the difficulties of daily life in Syria.

Finally, the book Zeytindag: by Falih Rifli should be mentioned. The book was
written in the Republican period and reflected the orientalist prejudices of the Republican
elites towards the Arabs. An orientalist approach to Arabs in the sense that was portrayed
by Makdisi can be, indeed, found in this book. Although it is a literature book and far from
the hard facts, Falih Rifki’s opinions put forward in Zeytindagi deeply influenced the
Turkish perception of the Arabs until today. All the Ottoman background of the Arab
countries was neglected in the book, and, in accordance with the Republican ideology, the
Arabs were described as aliens to the Turks. He depicted Beirut as “hundred times more
alien than Dobruca”.'®

In addition, some of the Arabs in Cemal’s immediate circle also wrote their
memoirs regarding Cemal Pasha. In this regard, Shakib Arslan and Muhammad Kurd Ali
should be mentioned in the first place. Shakib Arslan makes important assessments on the
character of Cemal Pasha’s regime and, in this regard, dedicates a large place in his
memoirs to critisize in a harsh way Cemal’s policy of executions and exiles towards
Arabists. Shakib accuses Cemal of planting seeds of hate between the Turks and the Arabs,
as the one, who set his heart on the ideal of the Ottoman unity and who was an opponent of

the Arabist movement.'?!

In spite of his Arabist tendency, Kurd Ali’s memoirs doesn’t
engulf into the Arab nationalist narrative created after the Ottoman era and evaluates
Cemal’s governorate in a broader perspective. As a journalist, he gives valuable details

about the propaganda policy of Cemal by way of the press in competition with the

16 Friedrich Freiherr Kress von Kressenstein, Mit den Tiirken zum Suezkanal, Berlin:

Verlag Otto Schegel, 1938, p. 78.
"7 Von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 119-120, 168, 179-180.
% yon Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 143.
9 yon Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 196.
120 Falih Rufki Atay, Zeytindag:, Istanbul: Ulkii Yaynevi, 1943, p. 43.

21 For some examples, see: Arslan, Ibid, pp. 154-219.
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Germans'** as well as the plans of the Arabists with the outbreak of the War.'** Some close
relations between the CUP and the Arabists are also indicated by Kurd Ali. For example,
he conveys the appreciation of Talat Pasha to Abdulwahhab al-Inglizi due to his useful
service to the Ottoman state and the efforts of the former to help him to go abroad to save
him from the wrath of Cemal.'** Furthermore, he skilfully describes the aversion of Cemal
Pasha to any kind of foreign influence in Syria —especially those of the Germans.'*’

Apart from those, a considerable number of memoirs were published by the
prominent Arabists involving evaluations on Cemal’s rule in Syria. However, these sources
were widely influenced by the nationalist atmosphere of the post-war period, and
contextualized Cemal’s governorate in harmony with their nationalist narrative. According
to the claims of that narrative Cemal’s persecutions demonstrated the independence will of
the Arab people and the proof of the maturation of the nationalist feelings among the
Arabs. However, Cemal’s atrocities could not prevent this desire, and following the death
penalties, the Sharifian Revolt broke out.'*® For example, Faris el-Khoury and Amin Said
describe in their memoirs that upon the executions, Faysal escaped from Damascus and
launched with his father, the Sharif’s revolt in response to Cemal’s executions.'?’ Another
problem of these memoirs is that they restrict their descriptions regarding the War period
only to Cemal’s executions. Yet, the War period witnessed more disastrous incidents like
famine, epidemics, and battles. Since they were written in the mandate period, the authors
of those memoirs set their narratives to legitimize the place of the Arab nationalist

movement in the post-war period.

122 Kurd Ali, Ibid, pp. 107-111.
12 Kurd Ali, Ibid, pp. 111-114.
124 Kurd Ali, Ibid, pp. 152-153.

125 Kurd Ali, Ibid, pp. 148-152.

126 For some examples, see: Ahmad Kadri, Mudhakkirati an Thawrat al Arabiyya al

Qubra, Damascus: Manshuratu Wizarati al-Thakafah, 1993, pp. 39-281, Izzat Darwazah,
Mudhakkiratu Muhammad Izzat Darwaza-al-Mujallad al-Awwal, Beirut: Dar al Gharb al
Islami, 1993 pp. 270-278; Faris al-Khoury, Awraku Faris al-Khoury, Damascus: Talas,
1989, pp.134-142; Amin Said, al-Thawrat al-Arabiyya al-Qubra, Cairo: Maktabatu al-
Madbuli, pp. 108-118.

127 Al-Khoury, Ibid, pp.134-142; Said, Ibid, pp. 108-118.
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Finally, the Diaries can be mentioned as another first hand source of the present
study, written at the period of the War. In this regard, the diaries of Ihsan Turjman, a
common soldier in Cemal’s Army in Jerusalem, and the diaries of Conde de Ballobar, the
Spanish Consul in Jerusalem, deserve special attention. Thsan Turjman’s diaries are
important in terms of exploration of the life of the common people and their feelings
towards the Ottoman Empire and the activities of Cemal Pasha. The transformations in the
daily life caused by the entrance into the War and their impact on the attitude of the
ordinary people towards the Ottoman Government were explored throughout the diaries.'*®
Since it was a contemporary account, it is possible, at least to some extent, to measure the
real attitude of the people. Similar information can be found in the diaries of Ballobar. In
addition, his diaries were useful to conceive the transformation of the Ottoman
Government in its treatment of the foreign consuls. Furthermore, the diaries show the
Ottoman sensitivity in regard to their independence and their efforts to remove the foreign
influence from the Ottoman realm as well as the resistance of the old bureaucrats to the
new implementations of Cemal Pasha. For example, the Governor of Jerusalem requested
from Ballobar to apply to the Spanish ambassador in Istanbul to lobby at the Ottoman

Government for the dismissal of the kaymakam of Jaffa.'”’

* * *
Chapter 1 of the present study examines the primary reason for Cemal’s appointment to
Syria, i.e. the organization of an expedition against Egypt. In his memoirs Cemal Pasha
claims that:

“I should never have seriously pretended to myself that with resources which did not
permit of our remaining more than four days on the Canal...we could have crossed a Canal
at least a hundred meters wide defended by an army so mobile and brave as the English

128 For pro-Ottoman feelings of the common people, see: Salim Tamari, Year of the

Locust, Berkeley: California University Press, 2011, p. 105; For the dissatisfaction of the
people in Jerusalem with the entrance of the Ottoman Empire into the War, see: Tamari,
Ibid, p. 107; For some evaluations about the epidemics, see: p. 108; For the image of
Cemal Pasha, see: p. 110; for the public works, see: p. 124; for the locust plague, 125. The
examples can be increased.

129 Conde de Ballobar, Ibid, p. 36.
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and provided with every conceivable means of defence from the largest warships to
armoured trains.”"*’

Ali Fuad Erden, from Cemal’s immediate military entourage, agrees with what Cemal
explained regarding the aims of the Expedition claiming that neither Turkish nor German
Headquarters demanded an expedition of conquest against Egypt."*' Some scholarly works
also support Cemal’s claims. ismet Uzen claims in his voluminous book on the expeditions
against Egypt/Canal that the primary goal was“to bind the British troops as much as
possible”'*?. Apart from that, a critical analysis of these sources was not made in Uzen’s
study. On the other hand, the study has a defensive language towards what Cemal did in
the Suez Canal. It seems that the author felt himself obliged to show Cemal successful in
his military undertakings. Likewise, Nevzat Artuc asserts that “in our viewpoint, from the
beginning of the expedition, Cemal Pasha was aware of the impossibility of the conquest
of Egypt...he might aim at busying the British troops at Canal as long as possible”'>
Different from those, the present study demonstrates that, at least till the end of 1916,
Cemal had a plan to reconquer Egypt. In this regard, firstly, the organization of the
Egyptian Expedition will be examined to see the goals of this operation. Quite the reverse
of what the actors of this expedition and the mentioned academics claimed, a close
examination of the contemporary documents indicate that Cemal himself sincerely desired
and worked for the conquest of Egypt. The denial of the primarily responsible persons of
this aim most probably stems from the effort to cover the failure of this aspiration.

The second reason for Cemal’s existence in Syria was “to maintain peace and
internal order in Syria.”"** In relation to this, Chapter 2 investigates the meaning of
“peace” and “order” with reference to his activities while struggling to eliminate the
Arabist movement. This chapter fills a gap in the existing literature. In such a way that the

origins and development of the Arabist movement, till the outbreak of the War and for the

130 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.155; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.127.
131 Erden, Ibid, p.2.

B2 ismet Uzen, Osmanli’'mn Col Yiiriiyiigii: Kanal Seferleri, istanbul: Paraf Yayimlari,

2011, p. 596.
3 Artug, p. 231.
134 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.138; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.112.
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post-war period, was studied from various aspects. Ernst Dawn demonstrated that the

135 Different authors

Arabist ideology was mainly Ottomanist till the outbreak of the War.
following the path opened by Dawn clarified the Ottomanist character of the Arabist
movement in various Arab provinces.'*® In the same way, as assessed earlier, Hasan Kayal
made a significant contribution to relations between the Arabists and the CUP
demonstrating the Ottomanism of the former and the Islamism of the latter. In Turkish, a
study has been recently published by Saban Ortak on the deportation of the Arabs to
Anatolia by Cemal Pasha, called Suriye ve Garbi Arabistan Tehciri. The author describes
the process of the deportation by utilizing the documents from the Ottoman Archives.
However, the study lacks a persuasive narrative giving the reasons and consequences of
the subject. In addition, the author asserts the aim of the Arab deportation in its
introduction as the prevention of a rebellion by the Arabs, “while fighting against the

13
supreme forces of enemy”"”’

. However, the book is not able to document this claim by
reliable sources. Furthermore, the evaluations of Cemal’s immediate entourage in Syria on
the reasons for the deportation, such as Ali Fuad Erden and Falih Rifki1 Atay, have not been
dealt with adequately. On the other hand, the study does not bear the requirements of an
academic work as to the form: the last chapter of the book consists of writing the reasons
of the deportation for each exile, item by item. Normally, it should be in the section of the
appendix since it doesn’t have any study question and doesn’t have any consistent

narrative. '

35 Ernst Dawn, From Ottomanism to Arabism; Essays on the Origin of the Arab
Nationalism, University of Illinois Press, Urbana: 1973.

1 For the articles assessing the development of nationalist sentiments in Syria, Iraq,

Hijaz, Egypt and Libya, see: Rashid Khalidi, Lisa Anderson, Muhammad Muslih and
Reeva S. Simon (eds.), The Origins of the Arab Nationalism, Columbia University Press,
New York: 1991; for various articles on Arabism and Arab nationalism, see: James
Jankowski and Israel Gershoni (eds.), Rethinking Nationalism in the Arab Middle FEast,
Columbia University Press: New York: 1997; Derek Hopwood (ed.), Arab Nation Arab
Nationalism, Macmillian Press, London: 2000.
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The Arab scholars also paid considerable attention to Cemal’s governorate in Syria
in connection with the Sharifian Revolt. However, following the foot prints of the memoirs
of the Arabist leaders assessed above, almost all the studies in Arabic on this era examine
Cemal’s governorate a part of the history of the Sharifian Revolt, by their words “the Great
Arab Revolt”, and only lay stress on his persecutions of the leaders of the Arabist
movement. They claim that the Arabist movement was seeking independence from the
Ottoman Empire, and therefore, Cemal Pasha atrociously crushed that movement. For
example, in his work on the Sharifian Revolt, Kadri Kal’ac1 claimed, following an analysis
on the relations between the Sharif and the Arabists in Syria, that “the Turkish government
discovered in Syria the signs of a wide range scheme, which organized secretly in various
centers in Damascus and Beirut and Baalbek and the other cities, and its goal was to
announce a revolt against the Turks and it desires the independence of the Arabs, and the
severe measures were taken”.'” They also evaluated the Sharif’s rebellion as a
counterreaction to the hangings, which were outputs of considerably different processes.
Furthermore, these studies do not endeavor to understand the nature of Cemal Pasha’s rule
in Syria stressing the different policies implemented by him towards the Jews, Christians
or the Lebanese. On the other hand, as will be indicated below, their evaluations regarding
the Arabist movement are quite miscontextualized due to the impact of the later periods of
Arab nationalist ideologies. In other words, today’s image of Cemal Pasha among the
Arabs was created by the later process of Nation-building in the Arab countries based upon
the otherization of the Ottoman rule during Cemal’s period.'*

Differing from those scholarly works, the present study focuses on the changing
direction of the policies towards the Arabists by the governorship of Cemal in Syria, thus,
questioning Kayali’s thesis of continuity of the Unionists’ Arab policy before and during

the War period. First of all, it is worth to mention that the conclusions of this study on

19 Kadri Kal’ac1, Al-Thawrat al-Arabiyya al-Qubra, Beirut: Shariqat al-Matbuatu i al-
Tawzi’ wa al-Nashr, 1994, p. 155; for similar evaluations, see: Sulayman Mousa, Husayn
bin Ali wa al-Thawrat al-Arabiyya al-Qubra, Amman: Lajnatu Tarikh al-Urdun, 1992, pp.
62-71.

0 For a study analyzing that aspect of the Arab nation-building, see: M. Talha Cigek,
“Serif Hiiseyin Isyani’min Tiirk ve Arap Kimlik Insa Siireglerine Etkisinin Analizi”,
Unpublished M.A Thesis, Sakarya University, 2007.
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Cemal’s policy of Arabism don’t match up with those drawn in Cemal’s memoirs. He
claimed that, while he arrived at Damascus, he did not consider, in the beginning,
eliminating the Arabist movement and damage the unity of the Muslims,'*' but the
unearthing of “treasonous” activities of the Arabists to organize a rebellion against the
Ottoman Government compelled him to take action against this movement. In Cemal’s
own words, “the discovery of these traitorous activities showed the aim and purpose of the
enemy’s operations, and henceforth I, of course, considered it would be simply fatuous on
my part to place any further trust in the reformers. I decided to take ruthless action against
the traitors”.'*® If these remarks are taken into consideration together with Cemal’s words
at the first pages of the Chapter in his memoirs regarding the Arab movement, his intention
will be clearer:

“Yet to take immediate legal action against these traitors might well endanger the success
of the Islam unity movement, which was the goal of our endeavour. If we had taken such
action at once, Mohammedan countries such as Egypt, India, Algiers and Morocco, which
had lost contact with us, would have thought that the Turks were yielding to feelings of
vengeance or endeavouring to secure the supremacy of the Turanian nation by taking the
lives of the most influential Arabs. In the mighty struggle upon which we had entered to
free the Mohammedan world from a foreign yoke it was our principal task to preserve
unity of aim and effort in the lands of Islam. For that reason we decided not to breathe a
word about this matter for the time being.”'**
As implied in this paragraph, quite the reverse of his claim, Cemal’s struggle with Arabism
was a result of his political aims rather than a fear of military threat. The thought of
elimination of the Arabist movement go back to the pre-War period. In this regard, an
analysis of the opinions the CUP leaders in the preceding years of Cemal’s appointment
shows that, in spite of their reconciliatory attitude towards the Arabs, they considered the
Arabist movement “harmful” for the continuation of the Ottoman administration in Syria,
and thus, desired to eliminate it due to their perception of an ethnicity-based policy as
“separatism”. Cemal’s punishment of the members of the Arabist parties was nothing else,
but an implementation of these ideas in a radicalized way. Cemal saw the Arabist notables

of Syria as a barrier preventing the Syrians of being ideal citizens of the Empire, and

! Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 197.
142 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 207.
143 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 197; Cemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 164.
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implemented a rule of terror to abolish the existense of this movement in Syria. Another
method used by Cemal to struggle with Arabism was Panislamist propaganda. He reflected
the Arabists as the enemies of Muslim unity. For this aim, he published a newspaper in
Damascus called a/-Sharq. Towards the end of the war, the deteriorating conditions of the
War had to make him abandon this policy, and, by the pressure of the Central Ottoman
Government, he had to moderate his policy. Peace negotiations to give an end to the
Sharif’s revolt could be evaluated in the same context. By this action, Cemal and his
successors planned to forestall any shift of sympathy among the Syrians towads the Sharif.
Quite the reverse of what is claimed in the existing literature,'** the correspondence with
the Sharif shows that the latter sincerely wanted a peace agreement with the CUP. But
playing for time by the Ottoman Government to delay an agreement making some
concessions to the Sharif and unexpected end of the Ottoman rule in Syria gave an end to
this process. As a final remark it is worth to maintain that Cemal’s struggle with Arabism
was a result of his political aims rather than a fear of military threat.

Another aspect of Cemal’s policy to make the Syrians ideal and loyal Ottomans
consisted the measures directed to various autonomous entities such as Zionism, the
Government of Lebanon and the Christian clergy. Chapter 3 aims at the analysis of
Cemal’s struggle with these intermediaries. As part of this policy, he directed his attention
to restrict the authority of the Zionist movement on the Jewish population of Palestine.
First, he naturalized non-Ottoman Jews to broaden the Ottoman state authority on them as
well as disarming the Jewish colonists. Second, he exiled or deported the Zionist leaders

from Palestine for better integration of the Jews with the state. Although the history of

' In a recent study on the abolition of the Caliphate by Nurullah Ardig, The rivalry

between the CUP and the Sharif was portrayed in a way that the Sharif was playing with
the British against the Ottoman Caliphate. The author totally ignores the Sharif as an actor.
Totally overpassing what the CUP intended about the Sharif’s existence in Hijaz, Ardig
claims that “When it became clear that the Ottoman Empire would indeed join the German
side in the war, Sharif Hussein, who was already semi-independent, stood out as the best
option for Britain’s hopes of undermining the Caliphate”: Nurullah Ardig, Islam and the
Politics of Secularism, London: Routledge, 2012, p. 200; However, as demonstrated by
Kayali, the Sharif was compelled by the CUP policies to change his side during the War,
for details, see: Kayali, Ibid, pp. 181-192; As will be shown in the first chapter of this
study, in the beginning of the War, he supported the Ottoman proclamation of War and
sent troops to the first expedition against Egypt.
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Zionism has been analyzed in every detail, Cemal’s policy of Zionism did not attract the
attention of the scholars. A notable exception is Fuat Diindar, who touches upon Cemal’s
policies claiming that he made ethnicity engineering by expulsion of the Jews. However,
the broadening authority of the State over its Jewish citizens by the outbreak of the War
was considerably disregarded by Diindar. Besides Zionism, Cemal focused his attention on
the autonomy of the Christian clergy and the autonomous Government of Lebanon, and
managed to assert the Ottoman state authority on them. The clergy of the Maronites,
Greek-Orthodox and Greek-Catholics lost their autonomies and were put under the
authority of the Ottoman Sultan. Similarly, all the autonomous institutions of the Lebanese
Government were either removed or controlled by the Central Government with the
intervention of Cemal Pasha.

While Cemal was governing in Syria, as a result of the deportations from Anatolia,
he had to resettle enormous numbers of the Armenians in Syria. Chapter 4 concentrates on
the integration of the Armenian deportees into the Syrian society in connection with
Cemal’s general policy towards the various peoples of Syria. This study analyzes
deportation and settlement policies of Cemal Pasha and connecting them with his general
policy of re-formation of the state in Syria. As will be detailed in Chapter 4, Cemal’s aim
in Syria was neither to destroy the Armenians nor to make an ethnic engineering in the
sense that would create a balance for the Arabs in Syria using the deported Armenians. But
he dispersed them through Syria to make them a “harmless minority” [zararsiz ciiz 'iyet],
and in this sense, he was an ethnic-engineer. In addition the Pasha tried to do his best both
during the deportations and its aftermath, to protect the Armenian deportees. To save them
from the policy of the deliberate negligence by the radical wing of the Central
Government, Cemal pretended to enforce them to change their religions and established a
special committee for the resettlement of mainly “converted” Armenians. He also opened
orphanages for the Armenians orphans. Both the consular reports and the accounts of the
Armenians themselves indicate that all of those activities were a measure to protect them
from the implementations of the radical group within the CUP. By this way, Cemal mainly

intended to “transform the dangerous Armenian multitude [kiilliyet] into harmless minority
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[ciiziyet]”.'* In other words, to make them loyal citizens, who did not have any political
aspiration for a separation from the Ottoman Empire in future.

Besides the internal threats for the diffusion of the state authority in Syria, Cemal
struggled for the abolition of the foreign influence there, mainly that of France, which
created a considerable impact in Syria for years with their educational and religious
institutions and displayed the Ottoman authority as weak in the eyes of its citizens, which
is analyzed in Chapter 5. In this regard, first, Cemal launched a process of deportation for
the religious and educational men of France from Syria, who acted as the agents of the
French influence there. After that, he either closed or ottomanized those institutions. As
another part of the policy of struggling the foreign influence, Cemal prevented the
replacement of any other ally of the Ottoman Empire of France. Thus, he harshly reacted to
any action of foreign consuls in the direction of the intervention to the internal affairs of
the State as well as inhibiting any cultural propaganda of those states, Austria and
Germany being in the first place.

In accordance with the policy of the elimination of internal and foreign “barriers”
between the state and its citizens, Cemal Pasha implemented a policy towards the Syrians
to turn them into ideal Ottoman citizens, and a policy of modernization of the Syrian cities
to make these more penetrable for the State. Chapter 6 examines Cemal’s pursuit for the
ideal citizens in Syria. In this sense, the liable Syrians were conscripted and, by this way,
intended to be disciplinized both mentally and bodily. Their alienation to the military life
and loss of motivation after the first expedition of Egypt caused an increase in the number
of the desertions, and the recruitment became the nightmare of the Syrians throughout the
War period. As a second pillar of that aim, Cemal opened schools in Syria aiming at the
creation of the modern Ottoman Syrians. The absolute ruler of Syria did not neglect to
transform cities in a way that would facilitate the penetration of the state. As part of the
modernization project of the cities, the Pasha restored the historical artifacts from the
Byzantine, Umayyad and the Ottoman times. It is worth to mention here that he did not

follow a Turkist policy in these restorations and renovated the Arabic monuments as well

145 See, BOA, DH.SFR. 486/118, Cemal to Talat, 30 Agustos 1331 [12 September
1915]; Cemal to Enver, 27 September 1917, Arsiv Belgeleriyle Ermeni Faaliyetleri VII, p.
698
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as the Ottoman ones.

Chapter 7 studies the policy followed by Cemal towards the tribal groups and
nomads of Syria during his governorate. Differing from the policies followed towards the
city-dweller of Syria, Cemal maintained the traditional Ottoman policy and gave freedom
of action to those groups in return for their loyalties. This policy was rather different than
the policies followed by his predecessors to settle those groups and attach them to the
government.'*® Since it was war period, Cemal avoided any action to frustrate those groups
and applied a policy of balance towards them. In this regard, he gave a large autonomy to
the Druze and made them immune from much responsibility to the government. Although
it was not as much as those of the Druze, the Bedouin groups also enjoyed a certain
freedom and were not exposed to any action of subjugation to the state authority. That
policy was due to a competition with Great Britain for the allegiance of those groups and
Cemal was mainly successful till the last moment to secure their loyalties. Especially after
the outbreak of the Sharifian Revolt in Mecca and the advance of the Sharif’s troops
towards Akaba, that competition was heated up and the freedom provided to those groups
was increased. As a result, none of the Druze supported the Sharif and the British and a
considerable amount of the Bedouins remained loyal to the Ottoman authority till the end
of the Ottoman rule in Syria.

Throughout the WWI, one of Cemal’s greatest “enemies”, both militarily and in
terms of the implementation of the reforms, was famine and its consequences influencing
the whole Syrian territory. The ways that Cemal struggled to cope with the famine and its
consequences are dealt with in Chapter 8. The mutual responsibility of the sides —the
British, Ottoman- in the event of famine in Syria was persuasively demonstrated by Linda
Schatkowski Schicher as well as Cemal’s attempts to forestall the famine in Syria. In
general, the Ottoman requisitions of the agricultural production and the conscription of its
labor for the Army were the Ottoman activities causing the famine. The Entente’s blockade
of the Syrian coasts prevented the foreign assistance to Syria from the neutral states.

Furhtermore, Schicher suggests that famine was not a disaster special to Lebanon, but for

¢ For an analysis of the Ottoman policy to subjugate those groups in the case of
Transjordan, see: Eugene L. Rogan, Frontiers of the State in the Late Ottoman
Empire, 1850-1921, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999.
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the whole Syrian realm. Thus, Schicher proved that Cemal did not deliberately starve the
Lebanese because of their sympathy to France. Agreeing with Schicher’s study, the present
study also touches upon the reasons of the famine and measures taken by Cemal with
further reference to the Ottoman, German and Austrian sources. On the other hand, the
famine made considerable social impact on the Syrian realm. The increasing needs of the
Army for provisioning and the decreasing amount of the grains in Syria paved the way for
the intensification of the state pressure over the farmers. Those kinds of actions both
reduced the agricultural production and increased the frustration of the Syrians to the
Ottoman State. The struggle with famine also shows the changing nature of the state in
Syria with Cemal. For example, some high-ranking officials appointed by Cemal strongly
opposed the foreign assistance on the grounds that it would show the State weak in the
eyes of its citizens. Furthermore, the struggle with epidemics indicates Cemal’s new policy
based on the State’s control of the bodies of its citizens.

The capture of Baghdad by the British troops signified the beginning of the end for
Cemal. The Ottoman and German Headquarters made a plan of combination of the
Ottoman troops in Syria and Iraq under a German commander. As will be detailed in the
last Chapter, General Falkenhayn was appointed for this job and Cemal was disempowered
militarily. Following the Ottoman victories in the first and second battles of Gaza, while
the Ottomans were busy with the change of the General Commander in Syria, the British
completed their preparations for a third attack against Gaza, which was considered the gate
of Jerusalem. As a result, Jerusalem was captured by the British troops, on 10" December
1917, and ten days later Cemal resigned from his post because of his disagreement with
Falkenhayn. Thus a crucial period in the history of Syria was closed. Cemal accuses
Falkenhayn, and implicitly Enver, for being responsible for the loss of Jerusalem in his
memoirs with these remarks:

“For myself, | maintain that if (1) the idea of recovering Bagdad had never been mooted
and all available troops had been concentrated on the Palestine front, (2) von Falkenhayn
had not been put in command of the army in Palestine, we could have held the Gaza-
Beersheba [sic] line for years, and on the day of the armistice Syria and Palestine would
still have formed part of the Ottoman Empire.”'"’

Indeed, an examination of the contemporary documents shows that this failure of the

47 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 193.
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Ottoman troops, to a large extent, emanated from Enver’s insistence on an offensive
operation to recapture Baghdad instead of defending Palestine with the troops in the hands

of the Ottomans. Falkenhayn was a result of this project.
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CHAPTER

THE EGYPTIAN EXPEDITION

As emphasized above, the first aim of Cemal in Syria was to organize an offensive
against Egypt. The idea of an expedition against Egypt was originated from the German
Emperor himself in the beginning of the War. It was a part of Germany’s policy of alliance
with the Ottoman Empire. The main goal of Germany in its alliance with the Ottomans was
to provoke a rebellion of the Muslim peoples under the rule of the Entente states against

¥ and to dislocate the center of the War from the Western war

their political masters,'*
theatre, and thus, to relieve the German troops there and to climb over the congestion in
that front. That idea also seemed very attractive to the CUP leaders since they thought that
an operation against Egypt would be quite convenient for the Ottoman war aims.'*

In this regard, opening of a new front in Egypt looked as if very sensible for both
states. First, as will be examined below, the Egyptian public opinion kept faith
overwhelmingly with the pan-Islamist ideal under the leadership of the Ottoman Caliph,
and dissatisfied with the British protectorate. Therefore, an uprising in Egypt would put

Great Britain in a very difficult position to overcome and possibly would pass the

148 Aksakal. Ibid., p. 155.
149 Colak, Ibid, p. 24.
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domination of Egypt into the hands of the Ottoman Empire. The second reason for an
Expedition against Egypt was to invade the Suez Canal, and thus, to cause the interruption
of the traffic between Great Britain and India, which provided the largest part of the British
supplies throughout the war."”® The expedition would also produce a considerable benefit
for the international and domestic policies of the Ottoman Empire, especially in the Arab
provinces. A defeat of the British troops in Suez or a conquest of Egypt would extremely
increase the prestige of the State among its citizens, who were influenced by the Great

Powers, and among the Muslims outside its territory.'’

As will be examined in Chapter 6,
the expedition would be used to agitate the Syrians against the Great Powers, which was
considered by Cemal a part of the Ottomanness.

By these considerations, preparations were commenced to open a new front in
Syria some 4 months before the Ottoman official entrance into the war. First, Zeki Pasha
and later Cemal Pasha were appointed to command this operation. As will be explained in
the following sections, half of the war period passed in Syria to put this project into action
and those preparations became the reason for most of the miseries that hit Syria during that
span of time. Apart from that, earlier commencement of the preparations also shows that
the Ottomans planned to enter into the war from the very beginning.

The preparation process of the Egyptian expedition and its performance influenced
the region very deeply during the WWI. It is partly because of this expedition that
conscription and famine, the nightmares of the Syrians, were introduced to those lands.
Many problems like epidemics and desertions occurred, are in fact, related to those events,
which ruined the smooth flow of the daily life in Syria as well as the attitude of the people
towards the Ottoman Government. In spite of its centrality in the history of the region,
there is no proper study in English examining that expedion. In Turkish, on the other hand,

the expedition process is relatively well-described by some academics in spite of some

%0 The Germans were aware of the importance of the Canal for Great Britain. The

German academic Franz Stuhlmann evaluated the place of the Canal in the British Policy
with these remarks: “England regards the possession of Egypt as a question of life and
death, and that she is also most vulnerable there.”: PRO, FO 371/2783, Holderness to FO,
“Germany, Turkey, England and Arabia, Dr. Franz Stuhlmann's recently published book”,
India Office, London, 2 November 1916.

1 Ziya Sakir, Ibid., p. 179.
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crucial problems of those studies. The first to be mentioned in this sense is the work of
Nevzat Artug, who wrote a biography of Cemal Pasha. He reserved a broad place in his
book to the examination of the expedition. But, the text is not organized in a consistent
Oway to answer some study questions. Furthermore, there are many ruptures in the
description of the process. The flow of the text implies that the writer arrayed all the
documents in his hands according to their dates of issuance without endeavoring to create a
consistent narrative. On the other hand, the social impact of that process is never tackled
with.'>* Another book on the subject under the study was written by ismet Uzen. Different
from the first one, this study describes the process in every detail. But, the writer is usually
unable to reach the contemporary documents of the period. Since its arguments are, to a
large extent, built on the memoirs and the Turkish and British official histories of the War,
the study is largely a repetition of the narrations of Erden, Von Kress, Cemal Pasha and
those military histories. In summary, Uzen’s book is rather a military history of the Sinai
Front.'”

Different from these works, this chapter will set out to clarify the political and
military aims of Cemal Pasha with this expedition and transformations that caused by the
expedition in the Syrian realm rather than giving a detailed account of the military
operations. Our focus will rather be Cemal himself than the process of the preparations for
the Egyptian Expedition. The detailed analysis of the preparations will be made to
understand Cemal’s intentions with this attack. Since the process created multi-lateral
consequences combined with the Syrian policies of Cemal Pasha and its government, the

analysis of the social impact of this expedition is distributed to the following chapters.

1.1 Mobilization of the Troops for the Canal Expedition

152 For the related chapter in the book, see: Artug, Ibid, p. 208-245.

153 Uzen, Ibid, 664 p.
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In accordance with the abovementioned war aims of the Ottoman Empire and
Germany, the preparations for an expedition against the Suez Canal were commenced in
Syria by the wish of the German Emperor, Wilhelm Iii, on 2™ August 1914."°* It was
planned in the beginning as an operation to bind the British troops in Egypt and to threat
the Canal.'> For that purpose a general mobilization of the troops was proclaimed and the
Ottoman Army in Syria entered into a period of preparations with great energy.'*® For this
purpose, Zeki Pasha was appointed as the General Commander for the Syrian provinces
immediately after the proclamation of the mobilization.">” Although he was an opponent of
the expedition, it can be said that Zeki performed his duty at all points. The agricultural
and human sources of Syria were mobilized for the needs of the Army. As an initial step,
10 % production of cereals from Hauran, 280 000 kg of barley from local cereal
merchants, 1500 sacks flour from the local mill owners were requisitioned by the Army.
For these items, nothing was paid to them. They were collected in the context of war taxes.
For further purchases, the promises were made for payment.'*®

Towards the end of the second month of the preparations, the Germans directly
intervened into the activities to accelerate the process. For this aim, Colonel v. Kress, with
four other German military officers, joined the Syrian Army on 20" September 1914.'%
These officers were distributed between Damascus, Nablus and other military centers.

Some of them, in conjunction with Turkish staff officers, reconnoitered the lines of

13 Aksakal, Ibid, p.155.
155 Von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 24.

156 HHStA. PA 38/363, Ranzi [Austrian Consul in Damascus]to Berchtold[Minister of
Foreign Affairs], Damascus, 10 August 1914; MAEE. Guerre 1914-1918, 867/Turquie,
Syrie et Palestine, Cote [French Representative in Port-Said] to MAE, Port- Said, 29
August 1914.

7 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 126, Ds. 590, Fih. 23-29, Harbiye Nezareti to Army
Commanders, 3 August 1914; Because of his opposition to the Egyptian Expedition, on 9™
September 1914, the boundaries of his authority was restricted to the completion of the
preparations. The implementation of the operations was assigned to Mersinli Cemal Pasha,
the Commander of the 8" Army Corps. For further details, see: Birinci Diinya Harbinde
Tiirk Harbi, Cilt I, p. 121.

18 HHStA. PA 38/363, Ranzi to Berchtold. Damascus, 18 August 1914.
159 Von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 27.
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advance towards Egypt, whereas the remaining officers took care of the exercise and
training of the troops to enable them to reach the standards of those nearer the capital.'®’

In the third month of the preparations, a considerable number of soldiers had been
mobilized in Syria. To the estimation of the British Military Attache, in the midst of
October 1914, the mobilised strength of a Turkish division (with 3 battalion regiments)
was about 12 000 men. At Homs division, the number of the soldiers was approximate to
one division with 30 guns. Adding some reserve battalions of gendarmerie, the full would
be about 45 000 men. Finally, with the arrival of the 35th division which moved south,
another 10 000 men must be added to the troops at Homs (2 battalion regiments only) with
42 guns. The 73™ and 75" infantry regiments of the 25™ (Damascus) division had been
moved down the line, the remainder of the division still being at Damascus. Of the 27"
(Jerusalem) division, 2 battalions of the 80th regiment and 2 mountain batteries were
reported at Biriissebi, the remainder of the division was at Nablus-Jerusalem. Of the Homs
division, the engineer and transport units began to move down the line and have been
followed to Damascus by an advanced party of the 67" regiment. Already at Gaza and
along the frontier, there were 2 battalions of Gendarmeries.'®'

Besides the mobilization of the regular army, another important part of the
preparations for the Egyptian Campain was to gain the support of the Bedouin tribes in
Syria, to ensure both pack animals for the transportation of the Army needs in areas where
no railways were available and manpower contributions as volunteers. Furthermore, since
the Syrian land had large groups of the tribes, they should be won over for the Ottoman
side not to cause any disturbance by the agitation of Great Britain. For those purposes,
initially, the local Algerian notable Amir Said al-Jazairi was employed within the body of
the Army by Zeki Pasha to acquire the allegiance of the Bedouins living around the Canal
Zone. As an achievement of his mission a group of Bedouin chiefs, consisted mostly of the
chiefs of the smaller tribes, came to Damascus to assure their allegiance to the

Government, and to notify their readiness for help in the Jihad (the Holy War). Besides,

1 PRO, FO 371/2141, Cunliffe Owen to Louis Mallet. Military situation in Syria and
as affecting Egypt. Constantinople, 15 October 1914; PRO. FO 371/2140, Mallet to Said
Halim Pasha. Constantinople, 2 October 1914.

11 PRO, Cunliffe Owen to Louis Mallet, Ibid.
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Amir Said created a volunteer troop from the Algerian immigrants in Syria.'®* Three days
after the declaration of mobilization, in his telegraph to German Foreign ministry, Amir
Said stated his readiness for service with 500 Algerians to march against France.'®

The intensification of the military mobilization paved the way for an increasing
interest of the Central Government towards Bedouins. Enver Pasha’s Aide-de-Camp
Miimtaz Bey was appointed by Enver himself as the commander of the tribes [urban
kumandani]. He was assigned with the mission to create forces from the Bedouin tribes,
and Senator Abdurrahman Bey el-Yusuf was appointed to facilitate gaining the support of

them for the expedition.'®*

Miimtaz would also recapture the Sinai Desert from the British
troops there.'® In one and a half months, following the mobilization order for the Ottoman
Army, the allegiance of almost all the Bedouins and the Druzes in Maan, Deraa and
Amman was assured by the efforts of Hulusi Bey, the Governor of Syria, Senator
Abdurrahman Bey el-Yusuf, and Miimtaz Bey.'®® Because of their proximity to the field of
the Expedition, the support and allegiance of the Bedoins in and around Jerusalem placed a
vital importance for the Government. For this aim, Miimtaz and Hakki Beys went to

Jerusalem and ensured the political loyalties of the Bedouin Sheikhs around there. They

promised 5.000-6.000 Camels and equal number of volunteers. Abdurrahman Bey took the

2 HHStA. PA 38/363, Ranzi to Berchtold. Damascus. 3 September 1914.; ATASE
Arsivi, Kls. 159, Ds. 703/1, Zeki to Baskumandanlik, Damascus, 26 July 1914 [13
Temmuz 1330].

13 Most probably, he intentionally mentioned France instead of the Britain, Because of
his pro-French fame and the given Franchophile sentiments prevailing among the
Algerians settled in Syria: PA-AA, Der Weltkrieg, No:11a Amir Said to AA, Damascus, 5
August 1914.

4 ATASE Arsivi. Kls.159, Ds.705/23-1, Macid to Baskumandanlik Ministry.
Jerusalem, 17 September 1914[4 Eyliil 1330].; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.112, Djemal Pasha,
Ibid, p.137; PRO. FO 371/2141.Cunliffe Owen to Louis Mallet. “Military situation in
Syria and as affecting Egypt”, Constantinople, 15 October 1914; According to Philip
Stoddard they were appointed as the members of the Teskilat-1 Mahsusa to gain the
support of the Bedouins and Miimtaz Bey was the head of the delegation. Philip H.
Stoddard, Teskilat-1 Mahsusa, Istanbul: Arma Yayinlari, p. 99.

' Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt I, p. 125.

166 ATASE Arsivi. Kls.159, Ds.705/23, Zeki to Baskumandanlik Ministry. Damascus,
14 September 1914 [1 Eyliil 1330].
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road for Hama and Homs and met the chief of the tribes annexed to these cities
administratively. Regarding the Bedouin support in Hauran, the Government didn’t have
the intention to benefit from the Bedouins in and around Hauran in a long expedition. They
promised, however, to provide volunteers in the defense of Syria and not to occupy the
Governmental posts in a case of invasion by the Entente.'®’

Another critical center for an expedition against the Canal was Biriissebi, which
was located in the Sinai desert. Again, Miimtaz Bey visited the Bedouins around that town
with Asad Shukayr. The leaders of these tribes were invited to a meeting at Bayt Jaydin
village. In the meeting, Shukayr expressed to the aims of the Ottoman Government in the
War to the Bedouins. They declared their allegiance to the Caliph and their obedience to
the orders of the State. As a requirement of this declaration, they promised 3000
dromadery, 2.000 camel and 25.000 infantry. All of them swore their loyalty to the

Sultan.'®®

Following a feast for the Bedouins settled in the Had Kasil and Lazkiye, They
also assured their participation to the Army in case of an operation.'® Efforts to gain the
support from the Bedouins produced its fruits in a short span of time. According to the
report of the Austrian Consul, in two months after the mobilization, 12.000 horses and
5.000 mules and 5.000 camels were collected for the military transportation.'”” As stated
by Von Kress, although they couldn’t be benefitted militarily since their battle techniques
were obsolete, the Bedouins in the Sinai Desert remained loyal to the Ottoman
Government till the end of the Ottoman rule.'”’

While making preparations for the Canal Expedition, the first commander of the

expedition, Zeki Pasha was opposing to the idea of an operation against Canal from the

17 ATASE Arsivi. Kls.159, Ds.705, Fih. 23, Zeki to Baskumandanlik Ministry,
Damascus, 14 September 1914 [1 Eyliil 1330].

18 ATASE Arsivi. Kls.159, Ds.705, Fih. 23-1, Macid to Baskumandanlik Ministry,
Jerusalem. 17 September 1914[4 Eyliil 1330]; ATASE Arsivi. Kls.159, Ds.705, Fih. 23-2,
Zeki to Enver, Damascus, 18 September 1914 [5 Eyliil 1330]..

1 ATASE Arsivi. Kls. 159, Ds. 705/23-3, Zeki to Baskumandanhk Ministry. 2
October 1914 [19 Eyliil 1330]. Damascus.

70 HHStA, PA 38/363, Ranzi to Berchtold, "Agitation gegen England". Damascus, 9
October 1914.

71 yon Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 52.
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very beginning, and always advocated the organization of a strong defense in Syria
instead.'”” In his telegrams to Enver, Zeki firstly pointed out that the Army that would go
to Egypt would have to suffer from water scarcity in the Sinai Desert, and would meet with
a strong British defense at the Canal. Moreover, more training was required for the
Ottoman soldiers in Syria. Finally, he thought it dubious to enter into Egypt with these
troops.'” Apart from that, since he was not a member of the CUP, it was not easy for him
to make his requests accepted by the civil authorities in Syria.'”* On the other hand, there
was a diarcy in the Syrian Army: Zeki Pasha was not the chief commander of the troops,
which had been organized for the conquest of Egypt. He would only carry out the
preaparations for the expedition and would command the forces reserved in the rear to
defend Syria. The actual Expedtion would be commanded by the Commander of the 8"

Army Corps, Mersinli Cemal Pasha.'”

Besides those military difficulties, according to the
remarks of Von Kress, there was also a passive resistance among the civil governmental
authorities of Syria.'”® As a result of all these problems, both to harmonize the commands
of the defense and the offensive forces in Syria combining them under one commander,
and to maintain the preparations in a more enthusiastic manner,'”’ Enver contemplated that

Cemal Pasha was ideally suited for this job, who previously proved his efficacy during his

governerships in Adana and Istanbul.

'72 In spite of all these activities by Zeki Pasha for the Canal Expedition, Nevzat Artug

wrongly claimed in his book that Enver’s requests to take over the commandership of the
expedition was refused by Zeki. Quite the reverse, such a request were never made to him:
Artug, Ibid, p. 208.

' ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 126, Dos. 590, Fih. 23-9, Zeki to Enver, Damascus, 25 August
1330 [7 Eyliil 1914]; For further correspondence of opposition by Zeki Pasha to the idea of
such an expedition see: Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt 1, pp. 109-120.

174 Y on Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 33.

> ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 126, Ds. 590, Fih. 23-2, Enver to Zeki, 27 August 1330 [9
September 1914]; For this appointment, see footnote 157.

176 von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 71.
"7 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 159, Ds. 704, Fih.15, Cemal to Enver, 19 Tesrin-i Sani 1330 [2
December 1914]; see also: Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt 1, p. 134.
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1.2 Cemal Pasha and the Expedition against Egypt

As mentioned earlier, Cemal had been authorized by Enver “prepare (and carry

through) the attack on the Canal.”'"™

However, in his farewell speech at the Haidar Pasha
station, Cemal scaled-up the aim of the expedition and added the conquest of Egypt to his
goals in Syria. He delivered the following remarks regarding his aims in Syria:

“I was fully conscious of the greatness as of the immense difficulties of the task before me.
If our enterprise failed, and my corpse and those of the brave men going with me were left
at the Canal, the friends of our country who would then have to take up our work must
sweep over us and rescue Egypt, the rightful property of Islam, from the hands of the
English usurpers.”'”’
The prospective conqueror of Egypt was welcomed in Damascus like a tiaraed king'™ and,
as will be seen below, after the appointment of Cemal to Syria, in all the correspondences
regarding the expedition, both Enver and Cemal defined it as the conquest of Egypt.
However, Cemal explained in his memoires that he personally “was not so sure of the
ultimate success of this campaign” and he was aware “of perfection the English had
brought their Canal defences”. In spite of this awareness, he “used to talk to the troops
every night about the victory in store, and what a glorious victory it would be”. By doing
s0, Cemal claims that he intended “to keep the sacred flame alive in the whole force”.'®!
Furthermore, Cemal set forth in his memoires that he contemplated this attack
merely as a demonstration that targeted two aims: first, “to make the English realize that
... [they] had no idea of sitting down quietly on the Canal”, and secondly, in accordance

with their “design of tying down considerable forces in Egypt.” These statements are more

than enough to clarify his alleged intention:

178 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.138; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.112.

179 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.138; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.114: Mubhittin Birgen, Behi¢ Erkin
and Ziya Sakir convey similar remarks in their memoirs about the ceremony of Cemal’s
farewell: Birgen, Ibid, p. 224; Behi¢ Erkin, Hatirat 1876-1958, Ankara: TTK Yayinlari,
2010, p. 151; Ziya Sakir, Ibid, p. 178.

%0 Von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 71.
'8! Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.154; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.126.
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“...I should never have seriously pretended to myself that with resources which did not
permit of our remaining more than four days on the Canal, i.e., fourteen thousand rifles, a
few mountain gun batteries, a single howitzer battery, and nothing but ten pontoons with
which to cross the obstacle —we could have crossed a Canal at least a hundred meters wide
defended by an army so mobile and brave as the English and provided with every
conceivable means of defence from the largest warships to armoured trains.”'*?

Besides him, Ali Fuad Erden, his Chief of the Staff, expressed in his memoires that the
expedition was rather a threat attack than having occupatory aims. Erden claims that both
German General Staff and Ottoman Head Quarters didn’t give any order in the direction of
the conquest of Egypt. It was only propaganda to motivate public opinion for the
Expedition.'®? In contrast to this remarks, he publishes many documents by Cemal Pasha in
his memoirs demonstrating Cemal’s enthusiasm on the conquest of Egypt. A comparative
analysis of his memoirs can easily show the contradiction between these documents and
Erden’s arguments regarding the aims of the expedition.'®™ In a similar way, Esref
Kuscubasi, who was the head of the Teskilat-1 Mahsusa'® in the Arab provinces, claimed
in his interview with Stoddard that none of the Ottoman commanders believed in the
realization of the plan to conquer Egypt.'™ Reading of Artu¢ and Uzen about the aims of
the expedition aren’t different than those arguments. They also neglected to question the
reason for such great preparations in the desert to facilitate the transfer of the troops.'®’
Von Kress is suspicious about the aims of Cemal by this expedition. He expresses in his

memoirs that he never understands “whether Cemal Pasha believed in the actuality of the

182 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p.155; Cemal Pasa, Ibid, p.127.

' For their evaluations regarding the Expedition see: Ali Fuat Erden, Ibid, p.2.

184 Enver to Cemal, 23 Kanun-1 Sani 1330 [5 February 1915], in Erden, Ibid, p. 46;
Cemal to Enver, 23 Kanun-1 Sani 1330 [5 February 1915], in Erden Ibid, p. 47; Enver to
Cemal, 20 Subat 1330 [5 March 1915], in Erden, Ibid, p. 72: Cemal to Enver, 6 Temmuz
1331 [18 July 1915], in Erden, Ibid, p. 149-154. In addition, Erden places a considerable
place to the preparations for the Egyptian Expedition: Erden, Ibid, p. 85-101, 157-161.

185 Teskilat-1 Mahsusa is a special intelligence organization founded by Enver Pasha
prior to the WWI. During the War, the organization made important activities within the
scope of the propaganda activities. For detailed information on this organization, see:

Philip H. Stoddard, Tegkilat-1 Mahsusa, Istanbul: Arma Yayinlari, 1993.
1% Stoddard, Ibid, p. 104.
87 Artug, Ibid, p. 226, 231; Uzen, Ibid, p. 25.
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capture of Egypt” or used that operation as propaganda to motivate the Arab soldiers to the
expedtion.'®®

On the other hand, the prominent Kemalist Historian Yusuf Hikmet Bayur claims
that, even before the war, Cemal Pasha planned to take over the conquest of Egypt in case
of any hostility with Great Britain. He claims that Cemal told the French Ambassador
Bompard that “Egypt is my Alsace Lorraine”, and planned to be the Khedive of Egypt.
However, this argument seems weak. If Cemal had drafted such a plan, then he would go
to Syria immediately after the proclamation of the mobilization instead of waiting in
Istanbul for 4 months.'®

The fact that all these statements belonged to the post-war period makes it
mandatory for an analysis of the contemporary documents, which is going to make the
aims of the Expedition clear. The examination of the documents, which belong to the
preceding months of the first expedition, don’t confirm that the Canal expedition aimed at
a demonstration, or a threat, or an exploratory offensive.

However, we can make some inferences from the preparations for the expedition
and conclude about the aims of it. For example, in his action plan, which he sent to Talat
two weeks before the expedition, Cemal Pasha was planning to pass and conquer Egypt
with approximately 20-25.000 men.'”® The impossibility of carrying out the occupation of

191

a country, guarded by 80.000 troops ~ by these troops, could easily be realized for anyone

who knew the circumstances of the region.'”> On the other hand, gathering troops in such a

188 Von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 98.

18 yusuf Hikmet Bayur, Tiirk Inkilabi Tarihi, Vol: III/I, Ankara: TTK Yaymlari, 1991,
p. 412; The same argument is repeated by Behi¢ Erkin in his memoirs. He asserts in his
memoirs that Cemal explained his plan of being the Khedive of Egypt before his
movement to Syria, Erkin, Ibid, p. 151.

0 BOA, DH.SFR. 458/6, Cemal to Talat, 15 January 1915 [2 Kanun-1 Sani 1330];
MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucops to MAE, Cairo, 20
February 1915.

P MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucops to MAE,
Cairo, 20 February 1915.

12 1t is obvious in his long report, that he sent to Enver after the expedition, he more or
less estimated the number of the troops deployed in the Canal region: ATASE Arsivi, Kls.
171, Ds. 742, Fih. 2-1.
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great amount before the Canal only for threat or demonstration and making some 1400 of
them cross to the other side of the Canal with pontoons shows that, this operation had a
more serious aim. In this point the most plausible explanation is that Cemal attached
greater importance in his plan to a rebellion of the Egyptians. According to the memoirs of
Von Kress, the Egyptian nationalists informed Cemal that the people in Egypt would assist
the Ottoman troops in the widest range. As soon as the first Ottoman soldier appeared
before the Canal, all Egypt would rebel against Great Britain as a united body."” For this
purpose, Cemal Pasha assigned Esref Kusgubasi to engage in a propaganda to foment an
uprising in Egypt, following the passage of the Army through the Canal. By Esref’s
remarks in Stoddard’s book, it is understood that the success of the troops in front of the
Canal through igniting a rebellion of the Egyptians was seriously taken into consideration
by the CUP leaders in advance of the first expedition.'”* It is impossible to guess whether
Cemal Pasha would be successful in the Canal front, if the Egyptians had actually rebelled
against the British authority. However, it can be said that, before the first expedition, he
believed in the success in case of a general uprising in Egypt.'””

In the preceding months of the first expedition, Cemal always defined the aim of
the expedition as the conquest of Egypt in his reports.'”® However, after performing the
first expedition, quite the reverse of what he said before the expedition, he changed the
name of the first expedition and defined it as an “exploratory offensive”, most probably to

appease the public critics against his movement. He expressed in his declaration to the

193 Von Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 76.
194 Stoddard, Ibid, p.99-124.

195 The reports, which belongs to the pre-expedition period show this belief. For details,
see: PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd.17, Mutius to Hertling. Beirut, 20 December 1917; HHStA,
PA 12/209, Pallavicini to Burian, "Die Chancen der egyptischen Expedition. -Deutsche
Herrscht in Syrien", Damascus, 28 January 1915; Colonel A.P. Wavell, The Palestine
Campaigns, London:1928.

6 For an example, see: BOA, DH.SFR. 458/6, Cemal to Talat. 15 January 1915 [2
Kanun-1 Sani 1330]; In a similar way, Cemal explained in Palestine to the people around
him that he would either conquer Egypt, or become martyr in the Canal. These words of
the Spanish consul in Jerusalem is remarkable for the purpose of the Expedition: “Djemal
Pasha left yesterday morning for the canal. To my friend, ‘Abd al-Rahman Pasha, he
wrote: ‘See you soon, on the other side of the canal... on in heaven..”, Ballobar, Ibid, p.
46.
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newspapers that, with this “exploratory offensive”, they understood well the requirements
for the conquest of Egypt, and guaranteed that soon a new attack would take place and

197

would result with success ~'. But, it is very easy to comprehend that 20.000 soldiers

transcend very much the number of an exploratory offensive. As was expressed by Ali
Fuad Erden, “the failure was called the exploratory offensive”.'”®

In a report, sent by Cemal Pasha to the Ottoman Headquarter on the reasons of
failure, the Pasha explained that he didn’t calculate that an attack —with the number of the
troops and ammunitions at his disposal-, would fail, although his enemies doubled their
troops. In spite of the prevalence of the Enemy in number, he planned to demolish the
Canal, and thus to settle and fortify the occupied shores of the Canal preventing the help of
the British warships. In addition, he estimated that, during the attack, the British warships
wouldn’t have fired with heavy artilleries from the Canal. It is worth to mention that, in
this report, he never implied that the aim of the expedition was a threat or should have
transformed into a threat and didn’t give any recommendation to the Headquarter advising
any revision in the aims of the expedition from conquest to threat. Quite the reverse, Cemal

highlighted the necessities for the conquest of Egypt.'”’

The developments, which occurred
in the aftermath of the first expedition —the battle of Dardanelles, famine, and inflation
etc.- compelled the Ottoman center —and also Cemal- to delay —but not a total
abandonment- the aim of the conquest of Egypt.

The failure in the first attack and the withdrawal of the troops back to the
Biriissebi-Gaza line caused suspicious interpretations on the aims of the expedition among
the people. The remarks of an Armenian doctor, who worked in the 4™ Ottoman Army and
afterwards captured by the English, prove us that, at least immediately afterwards the first

attack, the objective of the expedition came to be questioned among the people. He said

that the object was “partly to retain troops in Egypt, but mainly with the idea of making it

7 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 162, Ds. 713, Fih. 23, 23-1, Cemal to Enver, 23 Kanun-1 Sani
1330 [5 Subat 1915].

198 Erden, Ibid, p. 58.

1 Erden, Ibid, p.51-52; ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 163, Ds. 717A, Fih. 1,1-1,1-2, Cemal to
Enver, 29 Kanun-1 Sani 1330 [11 Subat 1915].
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believed that they always intend to attack with a small force”.**® However, none of the
contemporary expressions, which belonged to Cemal Pasha and other high officials,
confirm that kind of remarks.

The object of the expedition was changed by Cemal only as an excuse when it
became apparent that the conquest became impossible: In a public speech in Lebanon, in
the third year of the War, Cemal confessed that due to the insufficiency of the sources,
Egypt could only have been seriously threatened.””' In the same way, at the end of the year
1916, in his conversation with the Austrian ambassador while he was in Istanbul,
mentioning the difficulties of a conquest, Cemal expressed wholeheartedly his regret about
the attachment of such great sources for this expedition and said that “from the very
beginning, the aim of the expedition must have been restricted to the binding of the British

troops to Egypt”.202

It is the most obvious statement that the aim of the Expedition was not
only to threat the British existence in Egypt.

The conquest of Egypt was not crucial for the Germans. They rather aimed with
this expedition to threat the Suez Canal and to shed blood between the Turks and Great
Britain. By this way, they would achieve both to dislocate the center of the war to the non-
Western theatres and to assure the loyalty of the Ottomans to the alliance between two
states.’® However, for Cemal, the situation was not like that. He paid attention to the
conquest of Egypt, for both his personal career and the war aims of the Ottoman Empire.

It is reasonable to conclude that after the arrival of Cemal, the aim of the expedition
became clearer and transformed into an operation of conquest for Egypt with the help of a
prospective rebellion in Egypt caused by his success at the Canal. He believed that a

conquest of Egypt would have taken place if he were able to capture the Canal Zone of

Egypt for a few days. But, failure prevented the Ottoman troops from entering into Egypt.

2% PRO, FO 141/801, Clark to FO, Cairo, 31 August 1915.
201 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd.17, Mutius to Hertling, Beirut, 20 December 1917.

202 HHStA, PA 12/210, Pallavicini to Burian, "Unterredung mit Djemal Pasha.
Tiirkische Friedensbedingungen", Constantinople, 27 December 1916.

203 yon Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 76.
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After the first attack, he prepared a long list of the deficiencies to realize the conquest,”**
and continued the preparations for a second larger expedition spending great amounts of
money. Before an analysis of the preparations undertaken following the first expedition,
the public opinion in Egypt and the operations itself will be analyzed to understand

Cemal’s aims with this expedition and the character of the operations in a better way.

1.2.1 The Expedition, Egyptian People and the Ottoman Caliph

With the beginning of the war, the dissatisfaction of the Egyptians from the British
protectorate made them overwhelmingly pro-Ottoman. Therefore, as stated above, even
before the entrance of Turkey into the war, Germany considered an operation against
Egypt to benefit from this potential for their goals. In accordance with this, one of the most
important part of Cemal’s plans for the conquest of Egypt was a rebellion of the Egyptians
to support the Ottoman troops attacking there. Therefore, an analysis of the attitude of the
Egyptians will show the reciprocity of Cemal’s plans among this people.

After the outbreak of the WWI, for the success of the expedition, firstly, the
Ottomans and Germans closely cooperated with the Egyptian nationalists and the ex-
Khedive Abbas Hilmi, both of whom enjoyed a considerable amount of popular support in

% Immediately after the Ottoman entrance to the War, the Khedive issued a

Egypt.
proclamation, with the approval of Enver Pasha, to the Egyptians and invited them to help

the Ottoman forces, which would attack Egypt to save it from the British yoke.”” In a

294 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 163, Ds. 717A, Fih.1,1-1,1-2, Cemal to Enver, 29 Kanun-1 Sani
1330 [11 Subat 1915].

29 For Germany’s policy of Egypt, see: McKale, Ibid; Oberhaus, Ibid.

206 Bor the text of the proclamation, see: Muhammad Farid, Awraku Muhammad Farid:
Mudhakkirati Ba’de al-Hijra-Mujallad al-Awwal, Cairo: al-Hay’at al-Misriyyeti al-
Ammati li al-Kitab, 1978, p. 176-177.
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similar way, all the prominent members of the Egyptian Nationalist Party, al-Hizb al-
Watani, supported Cemal’s expedition with the same reasons.””’

As for the approach of the Egyptian people towards the Ottomans, their loyalty to
the Ottoman Caliphate and their support to the British rule in Egypt were diversified
depending on the social class that they belonged to. According to Kemalist historiography,
the Egyptians were induced by the British and turned against the Ottoman Caliphate. For
example, Bayur claimed that, for this aim, the Ulema of A/-Azhar were applied to persuade
the people for their support in the British side, and they managed to reach their goals.**®
However, the picture drawn by the contemporary documents is quite different. In this
regard, information given by the French representative in Cairo, who held an interview
with a prominent merchant of Cairo, clarifies the attitude of the Egyptians in this issue.
The consul states that the most crucial part of the Egyptian society was the people who
held the power in their hands; they consisted of the members of the court, senior officials
and members of the upper classes. Most of them had Turkish origins, and in the case of
the destruction of the Ottoman Caliphate, these families could accept the possibility of
conferring the title of caliph to the Sultan of Egypt. But for the period of the wartime, they
were undoubtedly pro-Ottoman.**

The second were the enlightened classes who shared a concrete attitude in regard to
the Ottoman Caliphate. Most of them claimed that the title of the Ottoman Sultan as Caliph
didn’t base on Islamic doctrine, and they always regarded the Turks as usurpers of the
Caliphate and professed a profound horror for them. They considered that the Caliphate
should be transferred to a Sherif, but not pointing any special person. It is worth to mention
that their impact on the people was limited.”’® However, among the members of the

traditional Ulema of A/-Azhar, there was plentiful numbers of people who had a pro-

27 For detailed informations about the attitudes of the members of the Nationalist Party,
see: Farid, Ibid.

208 Bayur, Yusuf Hikmet, Tiirk Inkilab: Tarihi, Vol 111, Part 111, Ankara: TTK Basimevi,
1991, p. 182.

2% MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucops to MAE,
Cairo, 16 March 1915.

210 MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucops to MAE,
Cairo, 16 March 1915.
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Ottoman attitude. With the beginning of the War, they got stronger. According to a British
report, at the end of the year 1915, the Pro-Turkish party was gaining ground while pro-

English members of the University were losing confidence.*"'

As an indicator of their pro-
Ottoman attitude, on 21* Haziran 1915, a delegation of prominent Egyptians, consisted of
Ulema and Notables, appeared before the Sultan of Egypt to express that their religious
feelings were offended by the war that Great Britain was carrying out against the Caliph of
Islam. By that reason, they requested for the Sultan to hold an official talk to the English
for the ending of this war.*'

The common people, overwhelmingly the largest part of the Egyptian society, had
unshakeably believed in the legitimacy of the Ottoman Caliph. They were firmly attached
to the idea that the Ottoman Empire would have the final victory and believed in the
invincibility of the Ottoman Sultan. They refused to debate the transfer of the title of the
Caliph to anyone else, even to their Khedive.”"> According to an Ottoman intelligent
report, in a Friday prayer in the Abdusselam Mosque, Shaikh Mecdi Efendi from the
Ulema Class, compared the Sultan of Egypt to the Prophet during his preach. The People
in the Mosque raised a protest to him and took him off the pulpit. The attempt of the
Education Ministry to convert the orthography of Qur’an was strongly opposed by the

214

People.”™ As conveyed in the memoirs of Muhammad Farid, when the Ottoman aviators

bombarded Cairo in 14™ November 1916, the people cheered for the fall of the bombs with

takbirs in the hope that the Ottomans would save them from the British “yoke”.*"
Although the Egyptians had not rebelled against Great Britain, in a way they made

considerable contributions to the Ottoman side militarily, as their country had to be policed

by the British troops. The preparations and attacks of the Ottoman troops on Egypt and

21 PRO, FO 371/2486, Sykes to FO, “Arab Question and Egypt”, Cairo, 2 December
1915.

212 BOA, HR. SYS. 2411/6, Enver to Hariciye, 3 July 1915 [21 Haziran 1331].

23 MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucops to MAE,
Cairo, 16 March 1915.

24 BOA, HR. SYS. 2349/20, Ambassador of Athens to Hariciye, 29 January 1916 [29
Kanun-1 Evvel 1331],

1> Farid, Ibid, p. 337.
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their propaganda for the conquest of Egypt caused great excitement among the Egyptian
people. By that reason, the British Government had to bind considerable number of troops
in Egypt. A revolt was seriously feared by the international public. Italy fortified Tripoli
considering the possibility of the spread of the revolt there. The Petrograd Consul of Italy
visited Fahreddin Bey, his Ottoman Colleague, to bid a farewell to him and requested the
Ottoman help in the case of skittering the Egyptian revolt to Tripoli and Eritrea to appease
them.*'®

Becoming aware of this reality, even before the Ottoman entrance to the War, the
British authorities in Egypt sent the Muslim officers to Sudan and transferred 400 British
officers to lead the British Army there.”!” Proving the British suspicion right, in March
1915, according to the diaries of Muhammad Farid, a Sudanese officer in the British Army
at Sinai had turned his coat with 20 Sudanese soldiers under his command.*'® F urthermore,
the British were attentive not to deploy Muslim Indians in Egypt, but to bring Buddhist
soldiers instead.””” Similarly, after the commencement of the War, the passport issues in
Egypt were taken over by the British officials, but later, because of the lack of the
sufficient number of personnel, they assigned it back to the Egyptians.**

However, the Ottoman and German officials had over-estimated the likelihood of
the Egyptians taking any active measures to throw-off the over-lordship of Great
Britain”.?*' According to the information given by a citizen of an allied state [the name of
the state is not specified in the text], who lately returned from Egypt, to the Ottoman
Consul at the Hague, the Egyptian people didn’t consider a rebellion against the English

21 BOA, HR. SYS. 2404/17, Fahreddin bey to Said Halim Pasha, 7 November 1914.
2" BOA, DH.EUM.KLU 1/17, Macid to Dahiliye, 7 Agustos 1330. [20 August 1914];
218 Farid, Ibid, p. 296.

1 BOA, DH.EUM.EMN. 91/17, Macid to Dahiliye, Jerusalem, 27 August 1914 [14
Agustos 1330].

220 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 248, Ds. 1031, Fih. 16, Yusuf to Baskumandanlik, 9 Tesrin-i
Evvel 1330 [22 October 1914]

22l Wavell, Ibid, p.13.
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authority. Instead, they were expecting of the Ottoman Army to save them from the British

yoke. But, as time went by, their expectation in this direction had been disappointed. ***

2 BOA, HR. SYS. 2349/20, Lahey Ambassador to Hariciye,29 January 1916 [29
Kanun-1 Evvel 1331],
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1.2.2 The First Attack: “Conquest” or “Reconnaissance”
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In this section, a description of the first expedition will set out to be made to check
the truth of the claims regarding the aims of the expedition. It will be seen below that the
expedition was not an exploration or demonstration, but rather an undertaking for the
capture of the both sides of the Canal. If that attempt had been succeeded, then the
conquest of the whole Egypt would be taken into consideration through the support of the
Egyptian people.

For this purpose the expeditionary force moved from Jerusalem in the night of
January 14-15, 1915 under the command of Cemal Pasha. Some 16 days later, they would

1.2 The offensive was able to take up to advance against the Canal

arrive before the Cana
at 03:30, in the night of 2-3 February [20-21 Kanun-1 Sani]. The amount of the Ottoman
troops and its artilleries attacking the Canal was reported by Cemal as follows: 10
battalions of the 8th Army Corps, 6 battalions of the 10th Division. In Addition to that, 4
quick-fire field batteries, an ordinary battery, and 2 ordinary mountain batteries which
belonged to 8th Army Corps, and 2 ordinary batteries and a quick-fire obusian battery.
They made at 4 different points a demonstative offensive at the Canal: at al-Kantara
through about 3.000 soldiers, at al-Fardan by 2.000 soldiers, and towards Ismailiyya,
Shaluf and Suez by similar troops. In El-Fardan, there was only a demonstration during
which several shots were exchanged throughout the day of the 2-3 February. In front of El
Kantara, the attack had emerged a little more clearly and was driven, up to 700 meters of
fortifications nearer to the Indians.”**

As defined before, the main offensive was carried out between Toussoun and
Serapeum by the help of the pontoon bridges, which had been carried by the soldiers
throughout the desert. The column headed this part of the troops consisted of 12.000 men.
The largest part of this column was supported with the pontoon bridges on the chosen point

for passage. It was flanked on the north and south by smaller squadrons. The southern

flank guard was merely skirmishing with the position of Serapeum. The flank guard of the

223 Y on Kressenstein, Ibid, p. 85.

22 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38-1, Cemal to Enver, 5 February 1915[23
Ocak 1330]; MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid; SHD, GR 6 N 33,
Defrance to MAE, Cairo, 4 February 1915; Wavell, Ibid, p. 29; For a detailed inventory of
the Ottoman troops and ammunitions, see: Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt 1, pp.
173-178.
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North attacked the positions at Toussoun. These troops advanced about 3:30 am up to 200
meters of that position.”*

Firstly, the whole of the 74™ and the half of the 73™ regiment were able to cross the
Canal and attacked the British soldiers there with bayonets, not to make the British troops
aware of their existence. However, the British trenches in the shore of Africa were close
enough to the pontoons to sink them with the help of the lighting service of the Canal
Company by the fire of the batteries. Therefore, the passage for the remaining of the troops
to the Egyptian side of the Canal wasn’t actualized. Those who were able to cross the

d.?*® On the other hand, two

Canal were all killed or taken prisoner. Many were drowne
British battle cruisers in the Lake Timsah and one in the Bitter Lake had made interlocking
fire on the Ottoman artilleries in the eastern side of the Canal and to the soldiers who were
trying to cross the Canal.”’

During the two days of 2-3 Febraruy, the Ottoman Army renewed its attacks again
and again. The firing of artillery caused little damage and loss on the side of their enemies.
A small column that marched against Ismailia on the morning of February 2nd, sent a few
missiles at the hospital without reaching it, and many of them fell into the lake Timsah.
The British auxiliary cruiser Hardinge received several blows, one of its captains was
slightly injured and one of its chimneys was damaged. The Warship Requin, by a lucky
shot, blew out the fire of the heavy piece. The British side executed a counter-attack with a
company of Gurkhas.”**

On the evening of 3rd February, Cemal realized the impossibility of getting through

the British defense at the Canal and decided to retreat the Ottoman troops from the

2> ATASE Arsivi, Kls, 531, Ds. 2076, Fih, 38, Cemal to Enver, Ibid; MAEE, Maucops
to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid; SHD, GR 6 N 33, Defrance to MAE, 4 February 1915,
Cairo; Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt I, p. 211-212.

226 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38, Cemal to Enver, 5 February 1915 [23
Ocak 1330]; MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid.

227 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38-1, Cemal to Enver, 5 February 1915 [23
Ocak 1330];

2BATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38, Cemal to Enver, 5 February 1915 [23
Ocak 1330]; MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid.
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Canal.*®*’ The Ottoman losses varied in Cemal’s and the Entente records. The former
calculated the losses -not all killed- as 803 men and 16 officers, and 124 men killed, while
the latter gave the number of the killed as 10 officers, 800 men. The difference enlarged on
the wounded and the prisoners: the French records calculated the number as 700 prisoners,
100 wounded, several hundred drowned. Cemal informed the Ottoman headquarters that
the number of the wounded was determined as 417. The British headquarters calculated the
total at least 3,000 men while Cemal reported it as 1360. The British casualties were only a
hundred men: killed: one officer and 20 men wounded: 5 officers and 80 men.***

With this attack, Cemal Pasha did not only intend to create a threat in the Canal for
the English, but also to cross it and, with a temporary invasion of the Canal zone, to pave
the way for a general uprising in Egypt, and possibly to conquer Egypt. The population in
Cairo and around the Canal, for one can say that all, that is Muslim, was at heart, anti-
English. According to the evaluations of the French Consul, “If the Turks were informed
about the forces defending the Canal, they could not hope to pass.” But, from the Ottoman
intelligence reports we understand that the Turks had the knowledge of the number of the

troops defending the Canal >

Then, what was the aim of the troops attacking Egypt? The
answer was, too, given by the French Reprensentative; “They were probably relying on a
revolt of the Egyptian population, if successful even temporarily. But it was difficult to
know the cowardice and apathy of Egyptians.”***> The mentioned consul defined the
Second aim of the attack incisively. He accepted that “the Turks, or rather the Germans
showed the English that the Sinai desert could be crossed” and the troops that they settled
in the Canal and Egypt was not enough to save these places from the enemy attack from

Palestine.?**

*® Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt I, p. 212.

2% ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38, Cemal to Enver, 5 February 1915 [23
Ocak 1330]; MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid.

21 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 171, Ds. 742, Fih. 2-2, Cemal to Enver, 15 Subat 1331 [28
February 1915].

2 MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid.
23 MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid.
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1.2.3 Preparations for a Second Larger Expedition to conquer Egypt

Immediately after the first attack, due to the issues of water and foodstuff, it
seemed impossible to stay in and around the Canal. As a result of that, Cemal ordered the
expeditionary force to retreat to the line of Nahil-Ibin-Arish, then gathered them at Gaza,
Hanyunus, Biriissebi and Maan.>*

In spite of that fiasco, Cemal didn’t abandon his goal of the conquest. He reported
to Enver that:

“Even if the attack, which took place as a raid, couldn’t be achieved, the requirements for

an attack against the Canal were properly realized. I am going to start the preparations to

pass the Canal by more powerful troops...I ensure that none of our hopes was perished.

Quite the reverse, due to that the required means were comprehended, the hopes for the
success have increased” >

Immediately after the first expedition, Cemal sent a telegraph to the newspapers stating
that the troops moved towards the Canal for an exploratory offensive, and with this
operation they understood very well the requirements for the conquest of Egypt. Due to the
impact of the failure of the first attempt, he launched the preparations for a larger second
expedition. Within a month of the first expedition, he completed the list of the
requirements for a second expedition and sent it to both Istanbul and Berlin with his Aide-
de-Camp von Frankenberg.”*® His report included all the details for a successful operation
to capture the Canal and later Egypt: firstly, he planned a better reinforcement of the
Desert in terms of water and foodstuffs supplies for the longer stay of the Army. Secondly,

his plan included the construction of railroads and chausseed roads for the transportation of

2% ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38-3, Cemal to Enver, 23 Ocak 1330 [5
February 1915]; For a detailed report by Cemal on the reasons of the defeat in the Canal,
see: Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Cilt I, pp. 248-252.

25 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2076, Fih. 38-3, Cemal to Enver, 23 Ocak 1330 [5
February 1915]; MAEE, Maucops to MAE, 20 February 1915, Ibid.

26 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 162, Ds. 713, Fih.27, Cemal to Enver, 23 Subat 1330[7 March
1915]. For the list of the requirements see: ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 163, Ds. 717A, F.1 to F.1-
7, Cemal to Enver, 1 Haziran 1331 [14 June 1915]; For a Latinized
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the soldiers and their provisions and ammunition, and finally he decided to deploy troops
on the shores of Palestine, Aleppo and Lebanon in the case of an operation against the
Canal.”’

The following preparations demonstrate that this telegram was not sent only to
console Enver for the failure of the first attack. Following this, Cemal was convinced that
the conquest of Egypt couldn’t come to be realized without heavy artillery, which requires
a railway for transport.”® Becoming aware of this necessity, Cemal Pasha, in agreement
with Germans, accelerated the construction of the Birlissebi railway, which would be

d”.>* For the realization of

reaching the Canal as “the Egyptian branch of the Hejaz railroa
the ultimate goal of the Egyptian Campaign, Meissner Pasha, a German Engineer, was
assigned by Cemal Pasha to build these new railroads as the head engineer.**’

The first expedition made it clear for Cemal Pasha that, for the capture of the Canal
and later for a conquest of Egypt, he must considerably have fortified the Desert. In a
report to Enver on the requirements for the conquest of Egypt, Cemal stated that he needed
at least 150.000 soldiers. With the available means of transportation it seemed impossible
to him to move these troops to the Canal and to supply their needs for a longer expedition.
Therefore, he made the construction of the Egyptian Branch accelerated that had already
been started to construct in order to provide a connection between Egypt, Syria and
Hijaz.**' For this purpose, in consultation with Liman v. Sanders, Enver Pasha had decided
to send Meissner Pasha to Damascus for the building a new railway in Southern Palestine

right after the Ottoman entrance to the War. He was given a monthly salary of 150 liras,

and 200 liras premium in every three months. The Ottoman Cabinet reserved montly

27 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 163, Ds. 717A, F.1 to F.1-7, Cemal to Enver, 1 Haziran 1331
[14 June 1915].

% MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucorps to MAE.
Cairo, 18 March 1915; PRO, FO 371/2483, Elliot to FO. “Turkish Attack on Egypt”. 26
February 1915. Athens; MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine,
Fournet to Ministry of Marine. 30 March 1915. Cairo.

239 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 79, Wangenheim to AA, Constantinople 12 February 1915,

40 fsmet Uzen, “Sina Cephesinde Strateji ve Taktik”, Eski Cagdan Modern Cag’a

Ordular, Feridun M. Emecen (ed.), Istanbul: Kitabevi Yayinlari, 2008, p.451.
241 ATASE Arsivi, Kls, 163, Ds. 717A, Fih. 1,1-1,1-2.
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40.000 lira for this construction and for the wages of the labourers.** However, at the end
of the 8™ month of the construction only 90.000 of 320.000 could be sent.**

On the other hands, the Cabinet strictly emphasized in its decision to construct the
Egyptian branch that all the rights of that branch belonged to the Hijaz Railroad
Company”* to prevent any greed of the great powers —presumably Germany- on this
branch. In the same decision, they cancelled the agreement, which was signed with France
before the war for the construction of a railway from Tulkarem, to forestall any dispute
with her after the War.**’

After the first attack against Egypt, Meissner Pasha accelerated the construction
process working with an everlasting energy. As a result of that, the first part of the railway
was completed, and on 5t May, the first train was able to enter into Lejda station (63
km.).>*® According to the estimation of the German Consul in Jerusalem, the construction
works would go 45 km. beyond Biriissebi at the end of 1915.%*" Further extention of the
lines to Suez was stipulated by the progress of the military movement planned against
Egypt.”*® But, the extension of the rails beyond it would never be enacted because of the
problems caused by the war. Simultaneously, the construction of a railway was given a
start on 15th January from Tulkarem via Al-Tirah to Ludd, and on 20th January, from

Ludd towards the North. For the construction of this branch, 450 trained soldiers were

recruited under the command of Meissner. In addition to that, at the end of January a

2 BOA, BEO, 4341/325535, Sadaret to Maliye, 19 subat 1330 [2 Mart 1330].

243 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 83, Loytved Hardegg to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 11
September 1915.

% For a study on the history of Hijaz Railroad, see: Ozyiiksel, Murat, Hicaz Demiryolu,

Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari, 2000.

5 Walter P. Pick, “Meissner Pasha and the Construction of Railways in Palestine and

Neighbouring Countries”, Ottoman Palestine, 1800-1914, (ed. Gad Gilbar et al), Leiden:
Brill, p.181.

246 BOA, BEO 4354/326497, Sadaret to Harbiye Nezareti, 5 May 1915, [22 Nisan
1331].

27T PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd.79, Schmidt to Wangenheim, Jerusalem, 8 February 1915.
8 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd.79, Padel to Wangenheim, Damascus, 1 February 1915.
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labour battalion consisted of 700 men had arrived on their locations and, at that time,
another 800 were about to arrive.”*

His assiduous works produced the first considerable fruits on Saturday, 30"
October 1915. The Egyptian branch arrived at Biriissebi (158 km. from Ramin), which was
determined as the center for the Desert Corps after the first attack against the Canal.” In
his speech in the opening ceremony, Meissner expressed that this enormous work was
accomplished owing to Cemal Pasha, who provided all the means at his disposal.”>' When
the circumstances of the war were taken into consideration the work was achieved quite
fast. It was constructed in 9,5 months (15" January-30"™ October). In five months 64 km. of
the road was accomplished to finish (15™ May) building 17,5 km. per month.***

Since it was the wartime and the transportation of the construction materials by the
way of sea was impossible because of the blockade, Meissner encountered a series of
problems throughout the construction period. However, Cemal offered all the resources of
Syria to his service to overcome the problems of the construction process. First and
foremost, Meissner had to deal with the deficiency of the Metals to construct railways. It
was coped with taking up the rails of Mezerib-Midan railway (101 km.)built by France and
the Railway between Beirut-Meameltin??(20km.). With some parts of them, The Ramleh-

Jerusalem gauge was widened.”> In the same way, 20 km. of Jaffa-Jerusalem railway till

249 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd.79, Padel to Wangenheim, Damascus, 1 February 1915;
PRO, FO 371/2783, WO to FO. “Report of an Inhabitant of Athlit, Mount Carmel, Syria”,
3 November 1916.

20 BA-MA. RM 40/678, Humann to Chef des Admiralstabs der Marine. "im Anschluss
an den Bericht vom 6 September 1915. Damascus. 29 November 1915; PRO,
FO 371/2491, FO to McMahon, “Turkish Preparations Against Suez Canal”, London, 23
October 1915.

P PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 84, [Newspaper clipping],Al-Muqtabas, 2 November 1915.

252 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 83, Loytved Hardegg to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 11
September 1915.

23 BOA, BEO 4332/324853, Sadaret to Nafia, 13 January 1915 [1 Kanun 1 sani 1330],;
PRO, FO 371/2783, WO to FO, “Report of an Inhabitant of Athlit, Mount Carmel, Syria”,
3 November 1916.; the same document also available at : SHD, GR 7 N 1282, French
Military Attache in Cairo to MAE, Cairo, 27 August 1916,; and SHD, GR 16 N 2946;
BOA, BEO, 4350/326204, Sadaret to Evkaf Nezareti, 26 Mart 1915 [13 Mart 1331]; Pick,
Ibid, p.190; PRO, FO 371/2767, General Officer Commanding, Force D. to India Office,
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Leyda station was ripped in February 1915, to use its rails in other constructions. It is
worth to mention that, like Midan-Miizeyrib line, the operating rights of this line were

hired to France before the War.**

Presumably, the aim of those actions was to prevent
staking any claim by France on the railways of Syria after the War. Apart from that, taking
up the railways connecting the towns of Syria to reach Egypt demonstrate the cruciality of
the expedition for Cemal Pasha.

The second problem preventing the building of the new railroads were the scarcity
of the traverses (the battens under the rails). Besides that provided by the picked up

d. > But, all these measures could

railways, the ocaliptus trees were cut to satisfy this nee
provide the extension of the railway to Biriissebi. After that point, due to the deficiencies
of construction materials, instead of the railroad, a road for wheel traffic was made across
the desert.”*®

Thirdly, Meissner had to wait for the arrival of the construction materials with
trains. The overload of Hijaz Railway delayed the completion of the railways in the
scheduled time. By the same token, burning the wood as rolling stock in the locomotives
reduced the speed of the trains. The railway was carrying foodstuffs for both the soldiers
and the Syrians, who were exposed to Famine. Additionally, in some places, the Armenian
deportees from Anatolia were transported by the same lines. Last, but not the least, the
troops were moving by these lines.*”’

German Consul of Damascus conveyed from Meissner that the railway

construction would have continued beyond Biriissebi in the direction of Egypt till Hafir al-

Auja (240 km.), if the required construction materials had been supplied properly. In

Cairo 4 January 1916; BA-MA, RM 5/2321, Humann to the Marine-Attache. “Bericht {iber
die Operationen zum dem Suezkanal 19167, 29 November 1916.

234 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 81, Brode to Bethmann Hollweg, Jaffa, 7 May 1915.

253 MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine Maucops to MAE, Cairo,
18 March 1915.

2% PRO, FO 371/2491, Rodd to FO, “Turkish Preparations against Egypt”, Rome, 1
November 1915.

257 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 83, Loytved Hardegg to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 11
September 1915.
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September 1915, he estimated to complete it on 13" January 1916, 2 days before the
anniversary for the commencement of the contruction of the Egyptian branch. Therefore, It
is plausible to claim that the construction works were interrupted as the consequence of the
transportation of the Armenian refugees, the movement of the troops, the supply of the
foodstuffs for the starving people. The ripping of the old railways to extend the Egyptian
branch was not actuated due to the impossibility of their transportations with trains because
of the abovementioned reasons.**

The extension of the desert railroad built by Meissner Pasha was emergent to
reinforce the preparations in the Desert, and must have been, therefore, swiftly constructed.
As was explained before, at Biriissebi, a military colony had been established to coordinate
all the military activities in the Canal region.”> For that reason, these railroads were not
built in high standard and they were seriously damaged by the unusual desert rains. The
speed of the trains was significantly limited by that reason —only reaching 9 km. speed in
an hour between Birilissebi and Ramleh. In spite of that, 2-3 train services could be
accomplished in a day.”®® In October 1917, A British official compared the railways of the
two battling sides in Sinai as follows:

The ends of the two railways, British and Turkish, are now only two miles apart, but
whereas the British railway is magnificently laid and will last for all time, the Turkish is
merely thrown down anyhow. They are now beginning to double the British lines through
the desert.”'

The hurried construction of the railway was the first priority for the Ottomans, hence the
railway was constructed in a low quality. Although the construction works had some long
term purposes, its primary objective was to accelerate the organization of the second attack

against the Canal. The construction process of this branch that explained above shows that

28 PA-AA, Tiirkei 152, Bd. 83, Loytved Hardegg to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 11
September 1915.

2% MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Maucorps to MAE,
Cairo, 18 March 1915.

260 BA-MA, RM 40/678, Busse to Chef des Admiralstab. "Bericht des
Korvettenkapitaens Busse {iber Kiistennachrichtenwesen in Syrien". 7 February 1916; BA-
MA. RM 40/678, Braasck to Chef des Admiralstab. "Bericht iiber die Operationen gegen
den Suezkanal 1916". 16 October 1916.

1 PRO, FO 371/3058, Thomson to Campell, “Situation in Turkey”, 4 October 1917.
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Cemal Pasha’s military build-up in the Canal Front was not only for the tactical reasons
regarding to bind the British troops in the Canal, but a real intention of the conquest of
Egypt.

Another activity of the construction that could be considered in the context of the
expedition was the digging the tunnels of Amanus and Taurus. By these tunnels, the
barriers between Anatolia and Syria would be removed and a direct railroad connection
would be provided. For that purpose, the efforts continued throughout the war and the
Amanus tunnel was finished at the end of the year 1917, whereas the other one could be
put into service towards the end of the War.*®* Apart from their military benefits, these two
tunnels would facilitate the communication between Anatolia and Syria and, thus, would
provide a considerable contribution to the purpose of the integration of the Syrian land to
the imperial body both politically and economically.

Besides those railway enterprises, carriage roads and chausseed roads were
constructed in the desert. One chausseed road was built in the desert till Hassana and
another one connected El-Arish with Hafir. However, they were not true roads. But they
were suitable for the heavier loads. These roads were badly influenced by the unusually
strong rains whose floodwaters were reaching up to 30 m. As a result of that, the chaussee
between Jerusalem and Biriissebi were covered by muck.”®”® Besides that, a really good
carriage road was made between Nablus and Silet ed Dahr from the old road-steam rollers
work on it. The construction of new carriage roads Hebron to Biriissebi and South Latrun
to Gaza, Jericho to Amman, Nazareth to Damascus were completed. A carriage road was
also constructed up the hill from Jaauneh to Safed. A stage road [Etappenstrasse] was built
from Damascus to Afula-Djenin and in this road the lorries could carry the supplies. A
carriage road was being made from Jaauneh to Nabatieh to join the road from Sidon to

Jediedeh Merj Ayun on the left bank of Litani.”**

262 Uzen, Ibid, p. 154.

263 BA-MA, RM 40/678, Busse to Chef des Admiralstab. "Bericht des
Korvettenkapitaens Busse iiber Kiistennachrichtenwesen in Syrien", 7 February 1916.

24 PRO, FO 371/2783, WO to FO. Report of an Inhabitant of Athlit, Mount Carmel,
Syria. 3 November 1916; BA-MA. RM 5/2321, Humann to the Marine-Attache. Bericht
iber die Operationen zum dem Suezkanal 19167, 29 November 1916; PA-AA, Tiirkei 177,
Bd.12, Metternich to the Admiraltabs of Marine, 13 March 1916.
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Cemal wanted to make further investment in the Desert for that goal. But the
policies of the Central Government and Germany changed. Enver Pasha’s telegram to

1™ August 1915, on the realization of the Second Expedition shows the

Cemal Pasha on 1
shift in this sense. He explained that:

“With regard to general [international] political situation and especially to our own
situation, I have to state to your highness that the preparations for the Second Expedition of
Egypt, unfortunately, is not going to be completed on the determined time. [However] As a
result, the planned undertaking will not be abandoned, but will only be delayed. It is a must
to keep this new decision secret inside the country.”*’
In his answer, Cemal Pasha pronounced the reality regarding the Egypt Expedition: “I
strongly believe that the delay in the implemetation of the operation to next year means the
total abandonment of it.” Similarly, “it was impossible to keep secret an essential change
in the war strategies from the people”.?*® The remarks in the whole of the telegram show
Cemal’s frustration due to the new decision and his disagreement with Enver’s remarks
demonstrates Cemal’s willingness to conquer Egypt.
Immediately after this telegram, Enver wrote a long report to the German
Headquarters and stated that
“till now, neither in Flander nor in the Dardanelles we have not been able to inflict heavy
losses to the English to enforce them to make a peace with us that may [include] acceptable
[items] for us. In my opinion, if we attack them at their home, India and Egypt, we may
compel them to such an action. The last of them seems the most hopeful one to me, even
though the great difficulties in the implementation of it.”*’
In the same report, he notified to the Germans that, with the available means, the capture of
the Canal and the conquest of Egypt appeared impossible. In order to put the plan into
practice, he conveyed that Cemal Pasha calculated that, with an army consisting of
100.000 soldiers, he would be able to conquer Egypt. First of all, with roughly 50.000 man

in three columns to advance Kantara, Ismailiya and than enforce the Canal. After the

crossing of the Canal, they were going to build a bridge-head-courteous, as the first job,

265 Enver to Cemal, 29 Temmuz 1331 [11 August 1915], Erden, Ibid, p. 157; Birinci
Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi IV/I, pp. 295.

266 Brden, Ibid, p.158; Birinci Diinya Harbi’'nde Tiirk Harbi IV/I, p. 296.

267 BA-MA, RM 5/2320, Enver Pasha to Chief of the Admiralty, "Denkschrift {iber eine
Unternehmung gegen Egypten", Constantinople, 4 September 1915.
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accross the Canal to draw the second 50.000 man. Cemal Pasha had calculated that, after
that with 70 or 80.000 man, he would be able to expel the English from Egypt.*®®

It is true that a second larger expedition against the Canal could not be actualized,
because of the hardening conditions of life in Syria and that the British troops in Eygpt
started to move via the Sinai Desert towards Syria in the second haof of the year 1916. But,
the construction of these roads, first of all, clarifies the reason why the British
Expeditionary Force lost so many great number of their troops while capturing Syria, and
why the Ottoman troops were able to resist the operations of the British forces for so long a
time. Secondly, It seems meaningless to make that much investment to the Sinai Desert
only for tying down the British forces in the Desert. These investment in the Desert is the
most obvious evidence of Cemal’s intention of the conquest of Egypt. Besides these
military aims, the construction activities also contributed to the settlement of the desert as
well as the control projects of the Ottoman state regarding the Bedouins of the Sinai Desert
in future.*®

Taking the preparations for the first and so-called second expeditions, the
realization of the first attack and the exorbitant loyalties of the Egyptians towards the
Caliph into consideration, quite the reverse of the general opinion in the existing literature,
it is reasonable to conclude that Cemal really wanted to be the second conqueror of Egypt
after Selim II, and thus, transformed the aim of the expedition from a threat attack to the
conquest. The reasons of this enthusiasm could be the Napoleonic megalomania,”’® which
means to reach the achievements of Napoleon’s, and, related to this, to sit on the first seat

in the Ottoman Cabinet honored with a victory against Great Britain.

28 BA-MA, RM 5/2320, Enver Pasha to Chief of the Admiralty, "Denkschrift iiber eine
Unternehmung gegen Egypten", Constantinople, 4 September 1915.

2% Cemal to Enver, 27 Eyliil 1333 [27 September 1917], in Arsiv Belgeleriyle Ermeni
Faaliyetleri, ATASE Yayinlari, Ankara: 2007, p. 697-698.

7 the concept was used by an Austrian diplomat in Istanbul: HHStA, PA 12/211,

Trauttmansdorff to Czernin, “Das Regime Djemal Paschas in Syrien und Palaestina”,
Constantinople, 14 April 1917.
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CHAPTER 11

ABOLITION OF THE “ARABIST BARRIER”: CEMAL
PASHA AND THE ARABIST MOVEMENT

As already stated, Cemal Pasha’s second aim in Syria was “to maintain peace and
order” there. In Cemal’s mind, that meant the elimination of all kind of “barriers” between
the State and its different peoples in Syria preventing the creation of the ideal citizen. For
that purpose, immediately after his arrival at Syria, Cemal undertook an action for the
elimination of those “barriers”. In terms of its social impact, undoubtedly, the most drastic
“measures” were taken against the Arabist movement, which demanded a certain
autonomy for the Arab provinces.””' In such a way that, after a short while of his arrival in
Syria, Cemal launched a process of prosecution against the members of the Arabist party in
the light of the documents seized from the French Consulates in Beirut and Damascus
revealing the negotiations between the reformist Arabs and the French consuls mainly on

utilizing the French influence in the Ottoman Government to implement the decentralist

"1 Although some Arabs claimed in their memoirs that the real aim of the movement
was to obtain the independence of the Arab provinces from the Ottoman Empire, (for an
example, see: Yusuf al-Hakim, Beyrut wa Lubnan fi Ahd al-Uthmani, Beirut: Dar al-Nahar
li al-Nashr, 1980, p. 116-117.) the studies, which will be evaluated below, showed that the
Arabist movement, to a large extent, did not demand an independence from the Ottoman
Empire till the last moments of the Ottoman rule.
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reforms in Syria. Applying those documents as evidence, Cemal accused the mentioned
party members of being traitors against the Ottoman Empire and punished the party
members severely. Some of them were hanged in the squares of Damascus and Beirut,
while some others were sent into exile to the cities of Inner Anatolia, which was populated
by Turks in an overwhelming majority. Understandably, as a result of those actions, Cemal
became one of the most “black hearted” figures in the history of the Arabist movement.

It is today well known that the adherents of the Arabist movements, to a large
extent, supported the continuation of the Ottoman rule in the Arab lands. Rather than a
demand of independence from the Ottoman Emprie, they demanded the increase of the
proportional participation of the Arabs to the Government, and insisted that more place to
be given to Arabic culture in the Governmental policies implemented in the Arab
provinces. In spite of the abundance of the academic studies on Arab nationalism, and its
history?’?, academic studies devoted to understand the intentions of the CUP regarding the
Arabist movement and the perception of the political actions of the leading Arabs by the

Unionists are very small in number.””? This chapter mainly concentrates on the Ottoman

2 For some studies assuming the Arab Nationalism as an independency-seeking

movement from the Ottoman Empire, see, George Antonius, The Arab Awakening:the
story of the Arab national movement, Simon Publications, Harbor: 2001; Kal’ac1, Ibid; for
similar evaluations, see: Mousa, Ibid; for some revisionist studies on the historical
development of the Arab Natinoalism, see: Dawn, Ibid; Khalidi, Rashid, Lisa Anderson,
Muhammad Muslih and Reeva S. Simon (eds.), The Origins of the Arab Nationalism,
Columbia University Press, New York: 1991; Jankoswki James and Israel Gershoni (eds.),
Rethinking Nationalism in the Arab Middle East, Columbia University Press: New York:
1997; Hopwood, Ibid.

> The only exception of this in English is Hasan Kayal’s study examining the

relations between the Arabists and the Young Turks in the second constitutional period,
However, he gives very small place to the policies of Cemal Pasha in Syria: Kayali, Ibid.
There are two studies in Turkish including information on Cemal Pasha’s policy of
Arabism. The first one is Saban Ortak’s study on the exiles from Syria to Anatolia. This
study, however, rarely tries to analyze the principles, impact and consequences of Cemal’s
policy. Rather, it gives the impression to the reader that the study classifies the documents
available in the Ottoman Arcives regarding the topic: Saban Ortak, Osmanii’nin Son
Manevralarindan Suriye ve Garbi Arabistan Tehciri, Pegem Akademi, Ankara: 2011;
Nevzat Artug also devoted a short section to the subject in his book. The chapter, to a large
extent, is made up of a repeat of Cemal’s claims in his memoirs. The writes implies
throughout the section that he defends what Cemal did regarding the Arabists. Besides that,
there can be found noteworthy information errors in the book. The writer attributes Cemal
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policies regarding the Arabist movement in the Greater Syria taking Cemal Pasha’s
Governorate in Syria as a case. Before an analysis of his draconian actions to suppress the
movement, an analysis of the Young Turk mind and policies on the Arabist movement in
the preceding years of the war will contribute to our understanding of the origins of

Cemal’s actions and to see the continuity and change in the CUP policies.

2.1.  Young Turks and the Arabist Parties before the War

Hasan Kayali asserts in his acclaimed book that “in the Unionist view of

»27% From this

Ottomanism, ethnic, religious and linguistic differences were of no import
point of view, he concludes that the principal aim of the Unionists was to centralize the
Empire with a Turkish leading ideology. However, the point that he left unexamined is that
the Unionist attitude towards the different ethnies did not only cause the assessment of
those ethnies as insignificant variables in the CUP policies, but also resulted with the
projects to eliminate the opposition movements ascribing importance to the ethnies of the
Empire, especially following the Balkan Wars. In this context, it will not be an
exaggeration to claim that, from the beginning of its acquisition of the governmental
instruments in 1913, the CUP wanted to make the Arabists abandon their reform demands

giving them some governmental posts, persuading or punishing them, instead of taking

their demands into consideration. They thought that giving some privileges to those people

Pasha’s letters to the Bedouin tribes and Imam Yahya inviting them close cooperation, to
his conciliatory politics regarding the Arabists (p. 300). The remarks in the book on these
tribal leaders give the impression that the writer assessed those chiefs as members of the
Arabist movement. Similarly, Artug claims that Cemal used the documents seized from the
French Consulates following the first hangings took place in August 1915. Yet, As will be
demonstrated below, he demanded this documents in May 1915, and the first executions
also were made applying the evidences available in those documents (p. 306): Artugc,
Nevzat, Ibid.

7 Kayal, Ibid, p. 85.
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would save the Empire from a “separatist” movement. In this sense, they considerably
followed the classical methods of the Empire to eliminate a movement of opposition within
the Imperial realm. However, in the first years of their acquisition of the governmental
apparatus, the Unionists had to give some reform promises to the members of the reformist
Arabist Parties, such as Al-Fatat, Al-Lamarkaziyya and Al-Muntadi al-Adabi, probably,
since they were afraid of any foreign intervention in favor of the demands of the Arab
reformists. To be more specific, the Arab Congress held by the participation of all the
reformist Arab parties in Paris between 18 and 23 June 1913*” constituted a turning point
in this sense. Following that, the prominent Arabist participants of the Arab Congress
visited the Ottoman Embassy in Paris and the French Foreign Ministry to declare the
decisions they made. They requested from the Ottoman Empire via the Ambassador the
implementation of the decisions of the Congress. As for the French Government, they
demanded support for their reform requests and the pressure on the Ottoman Government
to materialize these reforms. They also emphasized to the French officials that they were
loyal to the Empire. The CUP sent the prominent Unionist Midhat Siikrii, and informed
that their demands for reforms were accepted by the government and, will be implemented

in a short span of time.*"®

Their demands, as agreed with the CUP leaders, were principally
to make the government more decentralized, to reset the curriculum of the primary and
secondary schools as to include the Arabic language, court decisions in Arabic in addition

to Turkish, and to be able to submit a petition to the official authorities in Arabic.””’

>3 The records of the congress was published in Cairo in the same year. For details, see:

Al-Mu’tamar al-Arabiyya al-Avval, Kahire: 1331-1913.

276 For the details of the process, see: Salaam, Ibid, pp. 168-190; Afterwards, the Arab
nationalist considered this Congress as the first towards the Arab independence. For an
example, see: Al-Hakim, Ibid, pp. 117-118.

"7 For the text of the agreement, see: Majallat al-Manar, Vol: 16/8, 2 August 1913, p.
638-640; In the high schools, the language of instruction was presumably in Arabic. We
know that the Imperial High School in Damascus taught in Arabic till March 1916:
HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Einfiihrung des deutschen Sprachunterrichtes in der
hiesigen Sultanieshule”, Damascus, 21 March 1916.
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According to the memoirs of Shakib Arslan, the CUP repeated the similar promises to a
pro-Ottoman Arab delegation in a meeting held in Istanbul during those days.?”®

The most important one among the demands of the Arabists was the change of the
instruction language to Arabic in the Arab provinces. In this regard, on 11" August 1913
[29 Temmuz 1329] the Sadaret demanded the Ministry of Education to start preparations
for teaching in Arabic in the state schools of the Arab provinces.””’ For that purpose, a
“Commission for the Arabic Education” [Arabca Tedrisat Komisyonu]| was established
within the body of the University of Istanbul [Dariilfiinun]. The main task of the
commission was to prepare schoolbooks in Arabic for the Ottoman Arabs. In this regard,

the Commission demanded from Egypt™ and Beirut**'

the dispatch of schoolbooks in
Arabic as examples. While some of the books from Egypt were approved, some others
were refused on grounds that they were written for Egypt and were not suitable for the
Ottoman country. Especially, the history and geography books were considered in this
context. By mid-December 1913, most of the books had been determined by the
commission.”® In the same regard, a sultani school was established in Beirut on 7%
October 1913 [24 Eyliil 1329], which would instruct in Arabic.”® In regard to the demands

of the Arabists, the state officials, who could not speak Arabic, were started to be

"8 The prominent members of the pro-Ottoman party, like Abdurrahman el-Yusuf,
Seyh Esad el-Sukayri and Sekib Arslan, were among the members of the delegation:
Arslan, Ibid., p. 108; According to memoirs of Salim Ali Salaam, the Unionists aimed at a
mutual meeting consisted of the members of the reformist and the pro-Ottoman Arabs.
However, due to the coincidence of the date of the meeting with the date of the departure
of the reform party members, this meeting couldn’t realized: Salaam, Ibid, p. 184-185.

2 BOA, BEO 4223/316719, Sadaret to Maarif, 6 Tesrin-i Evvel 1329 [19 October
1913]

0 BOA, MF.MKT., 1190/74, The High-Commissary in Egypt to Ministry of Interior, 1
Tesrin-i Sani 1913 [14 November 1913].

281 BOA, MF.MKT., 1190/74, Ministry of Interior to the Commission for the Arabic
Education, 23 Tesrin-i Sani 1913 [6 December 1913]

282 BOA, MF.MKT., 1190/74, The Chair of the Commission for the Arabic Education
to Ministry of Education, 2 Kanun-1 Evvel 1329 [15 December 1913]

283 BOA, MF.MKT., 1190/59, Ministry of Education to the Governorates of Syria and
Beirut, 24 Eyliil 1329 [7 October 1913].

84



changed.”®* For example, the secretary of Jaffa Custom House was dismissed since he did

not know Arabic.”® Similarly, upon a complaint, the judge of Nablus was demanded by

the Central Government to be dismissed if he could not speak Arabic sufficiently.**®

Whereas the CUP gave promises to the reformist Arabs on the one hand, they
examined the methods to eradicate the movement of Arabism, on the other. This is mainly
because that the CUP leaders didn’t saw them well-disposed, and thought that they were
selfish profit seekers as self aggrandizers, and aimed at the separation of the Arab lands
from the Empire. A conversation between Talat and Mahmut Nedim, the last Ottoman
Governor in Yemen and also a CUP member, clearly reveals the Unionist opinions and
intentions regarding the personality of the Arabists:

“One day, Talat Bey took me aside and asked:

- I don’t find those [Arabists] [Arap iftirak¢ilar: in the original text] well. Yet, we are not
so blind for not to see the aims that they seek... What do you say? Have you learnt their
real aims thoroughly in details? In particular, is there a full agreement among them?

I replied:

- 1 don’t think that there is an agreement among them regarding ideals and intentions, as
affairs stand. Almost all the prominent Arabs have gathered here [in the Arabist parties]...
In my opinion, since the self-seekers constitute the majority [of them], first of all, they
should be satisfied. By saying they should be satisfied, I should add that I think it is not
appropriate to silence them by the means violence [cebrii siddet], in these days.

Talat Bey,

-... When you dissect their demands, you see that the demands and claims they voice are
the product of their intolerance to our rule.

It was this opinion of the CUP. However, they [the CUP] could not hold that against them
[the Arabists]. It was appropriate then not to hold that against them...”**’

As inferred between the lines of the conversation, there was a tendency among the CUP

leaders to eliminate the Arabist movement by various means. Especially Talat saw them as

% In a telegram, the Ministry of Interior warned the Directorate General of Security to
appoint those, who could speak Arabic to the Arab provinces. For details, see: BOA,
DH.MTV. 60/19, Ministry of Interior to the Directorate General of Security, 18 Mart 1330
[30 March 1914].

283 BOA, DH.MTV. 49-2/43. Ministry of Interior to the Governorate of Jerusalem, 7
Kanun-1 Sani 1329 [20 January 1913].

2% BOA, DH.I.UM. 67/23, Ministry of Interior to Undersecretary, 9 Tesrin-i Sani 1329
[22 December 1913].

287 Mahmud Nedim Bey, Arabistan’da Bir Omiir, Ali Birinci (ed.), Istanbul: ISIS Press,
2001, p. 178.
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“separatists”, who had “intolerance” to the Ottoman rule, and accordingly, “collaborators”
of the Great Powers in Syria. An unsigned report sent from Beirut on 26™ March 1914
regarding the methods of struggle against Arabism, presumably written by a prominent
CUP member, who was probably sent there to examine the state of Arabism, is another
example of the Unionist approach towards the Arabs in the same direction. Similar to the
speech quoted above, the beginning of this report clarifies the Unionist doubt about the
Arabist movement; the author describes Arabism as a movement, which had some
connections with foreign powers, and therefore, aiming at separating the Arab provinces
from the Ottoman rule. Because of its foreign origins, the movement was harmful for the
country. Therefore, the movement should be eliminated by way of gaining its members
applying various methods. In this regard, the writer gives some advice to the Central
Government on how to eliminate the decentralist parties in Beirut, which had some
similarities to the policies applied by Cemal during his governorate. He advises three
methods to struggle with Arabism; some of the Arabists should be rewarded with the
Governmental posts, while some others should be punished moderately. As for the third
way, the writer advised to use the method of persuasion.”®®

As the first measure, the Government should gratify some members of the party,
such as Refik el-Azm and Muhtar Beyhum appointing them to prestigious governmental
posts. Secondly, Abdiilgani el-Ureysi, the editor of El-Mufid newspaper, should be
persuaded about the good intentions of the Turks, since this man was acting with his
conscience. The third way, that the writer recommends to prevent further participation of
the people of Beirut in Arabism, was to punish the members of the movement, who tried to
manipulate the sentiments of the common people against the Government, and who
undertook to show the government weaker before the Great Powers. He claims that the
people of Beirut would be spoiled, if the government had shown indulgence to them about

their political concerns. However, if the government punishes them, they would repent

8 BOA, DH.EUM. 4.Sb. 10/18, 13 Mart 1330 [26 March 1914]; a transcription of this
document has been published in Ortak’s book, in spite of some reading faults, for example,
he transcribed “satvet” [power] as “sukut” [silence], and some unread words. The text
published by Ortak didn’t follow the original order of the document: Ortak, Ibid., pp. 241-
245.
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their partisanship. Interestingly enough, the writer cites decrease in smuggling following
the arrest of the smugglers as an example to prove his argument.**’

The journalist Ahmet Serif, the interviewer of the Unionist newspaper Tanin, writes
in 1910 indicating that a similar approach was common among the Turks at that time. The
following remarks delivered by him are significant with regard to demonstrate the
perception of the Arab question among the Turkish governing elite:

"People say and have been saying that there is not [such] an Arab question; this is the
invention of some self-seekers, some ill-disposeds and a few Arabic newspapers that have
monkey businesses. It is an illusion of sentiments and opinion that was followed by some
to sow discord among the combined Ottoman elements...””*’

It is worth to mention that, as quoted by Serif, none of the references of the CUP rulers
dealt with the reform demands of the Arabists. They primarily saw the members of the
Arabist party as self-seekers, and never made a reference to their political demands. Four
aspects of these assessments are crucial to understand Cemal’s way of action against
Arabism: the evaluation of the Arabists as self-seekers and, therefore, could be bought in
return for prestigious posts; secondly, the underestimation of their political demands
regarding the administration of the Arab provinces; finally, considering them the agents of
the foreign powers. The most important one is the belief in the necessity of bribing them
towards the political line of the CUP to eliminate a possible danger of “separation” from

the Arabists.

2.2.  Cemal’s Perspective and Intentions on the Arabist Movement

Cemal was not different from the mainstream of the CUP in his approach on the
aims and intentions of the Arabist movement. His remarks both in his memoirs and in his

contemporary correspondence apparently demonstrate that reality. However, his actions

2 BOA, DH.EUM. 4.Sb. 10/18, 13 Mart 1330 [26 March 1914].

20 Ahmet Serif, “Tirk-Arab”, Damascus, 12 December 1910, Arnavudluk’da,
Suriye’de, Trablusgarb’de Tanin, Ankara: TTK Basimevi, 1999, pp. 126-129. for the
original of the article, see: Tanin, 29 Tesrin-i Sani 1326 [12 December 1910].
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were quite radical from the methods offered in the pre-war period. First of all, similar to
many of the CUP leaders, Cemal regarded the Arabists as self-seekers. The statements
quoted below demonstrate that Cemal also thinks that the Arabists could be bought in
return for money and they were deceitful in their causes:

“...Through his agency [Abdul Kerim el-Halil] I had a meeting with some of the most
influential revolutionary leaders, including one of their greatest zealots...I explained to
them the views of the Government, and insisted that it would be possible to liberate the
Mohammedan world from a foreign yoke if the great war ended with a victory for us. All
of them —without exception- agreed with what I said ... In the same breath these so-called
revolutionaries, starting with Abdul Kerim el Halil, began a doleful tale about their poor
financial position and great need of money. I distributed pretty substantial sums between
Abdul Kerim el Halil, Melumed Kurd Ali [sic.] and Abdul Gani el Arisi. From that time
onwards these gentlemen were my most humble servants, and assured me that they would
lose no time in doing everything in their power to assist me...”*"

Moreover, his contemporary writings are filled with revilement and contempt against the
Arabists. Before he started the process of prosecution targeting the Arabists, Cemal
appeased the concerns of Talat with regard to possible disturbance among the Arabs due to
the punishment of the prominent members of Arab society with these remarks: “by
breaking the heads of these accurseds [mel 'un], there would be no Arab question to
emerge.”*** In another telegraph, Cemal described those Arabists as “well-known traitors”,
“wickeds” [hain], and “lacking backbone” [mesleksiz].>>* However, there is no mention of
the political concerns of the Arabists in Cemal’s telegraphs, and no reference to Arabism
as an ideology demanding reforms in the Arab provinces.

Because of that conviction, Cemal thought that the Arabist movement must be
eliminated. On the other hand, in his memoirs, he claims that, when he arrived in Syria, he
invited the prominent members of the Arabist party to his headquarter, and agreed with
them upon their support for the war effort. However, afterwards, he decided to punish the
Arabists upon finding out the activities of Abdiilkerim el-Halil and Riza es-Sulh to prepare

294

a revolt against the Government in Tyre [Sur] and Sidon [Saida].”” It means that a fear of

! Djemal Pasha, Ibid., p. 198-199.

292 BOA, DH.SFR. 482/127, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 25 Temmuz 1331 [7 August
1915],

293 BOA, DH.SFR. 471/47, Cemal to Talat, 3 Mayis 1331, Jerusalem, [16 May 1915]
% Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 206-207
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revolt organized by the Arabists in Syria compelled Cemal to punish them. Quite the
reverse of that, and apart from the pre-war considerations of the CUP leaders, both his
contemporary telegraphs and the testimony of persons around him demonstrate the
existence of a prior planning. In a telegram sent to Talat at the beginning of the process,
Cemal expresses that the appropriate time came to begin the punishment of the Arabists,
whose “treason” were well-known, notifying the mentioned activities of Abdiilkerim el-
Halil and Riza es-Sulh.”” By these remarks, Cemal demonstrates that he took advantage of
that event to destroy the Arabist movement. He also undertook to arrest the prominent
Arabist, who presided at the Arab congress in Paris, and senator in the Ottoman
Parliament, Abdulhamid Zahrawi*® using this event as an opportunity. But, Cemal notes
that, because of Talat’s opposition, he abandoned the idea of hanging him at once.”’ The
Austrian consul in Beirut, on the other hand, wrote that most of the Muslim members of
the reformist Arabs had cut all their ties with Egypt, and therefore, they felt themselves

relieved against any punishment of the state.”

Moreover, in the estimation of the
celebrated orientalist Martin Hartmann, who was employed within the body of the German
Army in WWI as an expert on the Orient, the Arabist movement was not as strong as to
drag its members to a revolt against the Ottoman Government. The Arabs, who cooperated
with Great Britain, were rather those, who resided in Egypt.””

It is worth to mention that Cemal’s activities met with little resistance at the level
of Central Government. In the beginning, Talat was opposed to the hanging of Abdulhamid

Zahrawi since he was afraid of a public disturbance in Syria.300 According to the memoirs

%> BOA, DH.SFR. 471/47, Cemal to Talat, 3 May1s 1331 [16 May 1915].

2% For a study on the political and religious views of Abdulhamid Zehravi, see:
Christoph Herzog, Abd al-Hamid az-Zahrawi und das Problem des Osmanismus, 1908-
1916, Unpublished M.A. Thesis, Albert-Ludwigs-Universitaet zu Freiburg.

¥TBOA, DH.SFR. 483/75, Cemal to Talat, 28 Temmuz 1331 [10 August 1915].

% HHStA, PA 38/366, Nedwed to Burian, “Hochverratspozess gegen die Mitgleider
des revolutionaeren Komités”, Beirut, 25 August 1915.

299 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 12, Hartmann to Legationssekretaer von Wesendonk, 29
August 1915.

3% BOA, DH.SFR. 483/75, Cemal to Talat, 28 Temmuz 1331 [10 August 1915].
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of Muhittin Birgen, the editor of Tanin, Talat refused several times Cemal’s requests to
deliver Zahrawi due to the reasons expressed above. But later he had to send the senator to
Syria due to the pressure from Enver and Cemal.*®' Similarly, Falih Rifki notes that Enver
Pasha wanted to prevent the execution of Shafik al-Muayyad.302 The convinced Arab
member of the CUP, Shakib Arslan claims in his memoirs that Enver and Talat, gave
shrouded consent to Cemal’s atrocities giving him freedom of action in Syria.’® In the
same way, Falih Rifki expresses that, the requests of Talat and Enver from Cemal, to
forgive the punishment of some Arabists did not mean that they were against Cemal’s
implementations. In essence, they agreed with Cemal that the “traitors” must be punished.
But, due to some personal relations, they demanded an exemption for some persons.’**
Having considered the general CUP attitude against the Arabists, it is not surprising to see
the approval of Cemal’s rule of terror by the Central Government.”"’

Looking at Cemal’s attitude toward the Arabs in general, it can be inferred from
Cemal’s remarks quoted above that he didn’t generalize these ideas to all of the Arab
population. Moreover, he expresses his confidence to the civil population of Syria in his
memoirs.”’” This confidence is not because of his perception of Syria as the loyal
supporters of the Ottoman unity, but, of their apolitical situation. He mentions Anatolia as

“the motherland” [Anavatan] both in his memoirs and his contemporary writings.>*” This

1 Birgen, Ibid, p. 272.

392 Atay, Ibid, p. 50.

393 Arslan, Ibid, p. 159-160.
3% Atay, Ibid, p. 50.

3% In one of his telegram, Enver reported to Cemal that there was no opposition to his

activities in Syria among the prominent CUP members: TTK Arsivi, KO Koleksiyonu
10/5, Cemal to Enver, 4 Kanun-1 Evvel 1332 [17 December 1916].

3% These remarks in his memoirs show his confidence to the Arab population: “... As I

felt perfectly sure of the civil population, I had no hesitation whatever in committing the
safety of the country to the Arab formations and leaving the coastal districts practically
without surveillance. I am certain that if the English had had the slightest doubt about the
loyalty of the civil population of Syria and Palestine they would certainly have attempted a
landing...”: Djemal Pasha, Ibid., p. 206; Cemal Pasa, Ibid., p. 178.

97 He described the delegate of authors visited Syria towards the end of the year 1916
as “the most distinguished faces of the motherland [4navatan]”. For the whole of the
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separation was presumably due to his approach to the Syrians. At that time, as will be
analyzed in chapter six, he did not assess the Syrians as the ideal citizens of the Empire
because of the weakness of their political consciousness in terms of the loyalty to the
Ottomanness. As a result of these considerations, he doesn’t equate Syria in his mind with
Anatolia as an equal part of the Empire. A different interpretation of these words makes
his attempts to create ideal citizens from the Syrians meaningless.

As for Cemal’s attitude regarding the cultural demands of the Arabs, it can be put
forward that he was not against those ideals in principle, but he did not believe in the
Arabists’ themselves. Most of the nationalist Arabs claim in their memoirs that Cemal
aimed at the elimination of the Arab culture and undertook to Turkify it. He saw the
Arabists as threats to his designs in the direction of the Turkification of Syria, and

308 However, Cemal didn’t

therefore, severely punished the members of this movement.
make a fuss about the increase of the Arab national awareness. In a speech that he
delivered in an event organized by the prominent Arabists, Abdulkerim el-Halil and
Abdurrahman Shahbandar, in the beginning of January 1915,°*” he openly advised the
Arab Youth to work for the national awakening of the Arabs, following his suggestion to
gather under the flag of the Caliph:

“...Today I am in a position to assure you that the Turkish and Arab ideals do not
conflict.’'” They are brothers in their national strivings, and perhaps their efforts are
complementary. The aims of the Young Turks®'' are to awaken national feeling in the
Turkish nation, train their countrymen to work, free them from the Slav yoke, give them
health and national expansion, increase the welfare and prosperity of Turkish countries...

document, see: BOA, DH.SFR. 538/11, Cemal to Talat, Jerusalem,8 Tesrin-i Sani 1332
[21 November 1916]; similarly, in his memoirs he depicts Anatolia as the motherland with
the following remarks: “

3% For example, Shakib Arslan puts this claim into words while evaluating the exile of

the prominent Arab families to Anatolia: Arslan, Ibid., p. 156.

39 That date is determined in the memoirs of Amin Said: Said, Amin, Al-Thawrat al-
Arabiyya al-Qubra: Tarihu mufassal cami’ lilkadiyyeti’l-Arabiyye fi rub’ kurn, Vol:1,
Maktabatu’l-Madbuli, Cairo: Undated, p. 64.

319 The sentence is different in the Turkish version of the memoirs: Tiirkliik Cereyan:
Arabluk Cereyanimin katiyyen diigmani degil: Turkism is not an enemy of Arabism; Cemal
Pasha, Ibid, p. 172.

3 Turkish Youth [Tiirk Gengligi] in the original, Cemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 172.

91



The Young Turks have resolved to work tirelessly to achieve these objects. As one of
them, I appeal to you in your own tongue that, as the representatives of Young Arabia, you,
too, should work for the success of this cause... I turn to the youth of Turkey and Arabia
and say these two nations will be doomed to destruction the moment they separate. Discord
between these two great pillars of the Islam religion will bring it the downfall of the
Mussulmﬁlzl pover, and ultimately it will be impossible to avert slavery under the
Slavs...”

As is understandable from the text, for Cemal a national awareness was not dangerous as
long as it was not influenced by the foreign powers, which undermines the loyalty to the
Ottoman Empire, and as long as it doesn’t prevent the integration of the Syrian lands to the
Imperial body, offering an alternative political system. His focus was rather on the increase
of the loyalties of the Syrians towards the Ottoman Empire. The Arabists were hanged by
Cemal Pasha not because they championed the Arab awakening, but they upheld the
decentralization of the Empire and they had connections with the great powers. If he had
been aware that the Arabists were pro-Ottoman in essence, in all likelihood, he wouldn’t
punish them by applying such severe methods. As a matter of fact, there is no reference to
the demands of the Arabists in the documents penned by Cemal. The ‘“separatist”
perception in Cemal’s mind, prevented him from comprehending the true nature of the
Arab movement.

The Pasha didn’t touch those Arabists, who didn’t have a relation with the foreign
powers and who undertook to revive the cultural nationalism among the Arabists. The
most conspicuous example of that is his treatment of journalist Muhammad Kurd Ali. In
the preceding years of the war, the former wrote provocative articles in his newspaper
Mugtabas, on the impact of the Ottoman period in Syria and accused the Turks for the
sluggishness of the Arabs. He required the national awakening of the Arabs to throw off
this idleness. In addition, he promoted academic studies to increase the cultural awareness

of the Arabs.>'® However, the documents seized from the French consulates manifested

312 Djemal Pasha, Ibid., p. 200-201; Cemal Pasha, Ibid., p. 172; the same speech is
mentioned in the memoirs of Amin Said, Izzet Darwaza and Ahmad Kadri: for details, see:
Said, Ibid., p. 64-65; Kadri, Ahmad, Mudhakkirati an al-Thawrat al-Arabiyya al-Qubra,
Manshurat al-Wizarat al-Thakafa, Damascus: 1993, p. 39; Darwaza, Ibid., p. 223.

313 Hermann, Rainer, Kulturkrise und konservative Erneuerung: Muhammad Kurd Ali
(1876-1953) und das geistige Leben in Damaskus zu Beginn des 20. Jahrhunderts”, Peter
Lang, Frankfurt am Main: 1989, pp. 113-124.
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31 Furthermore, Kurd

that Kurd Ali had a sincere allegiance towards the Ottoman Empire.
Ali’s mistrust to the Great Powers and his repeated refusal of the cooperation offers of the
foreign consuls®® and German diplomats®'® provided him of being in the most immediate
circle of Cemal Pasha, even if he was among the founders of the LCP in Syria.”'” A similar
situation came into the question for Salim Ali Salaam; he was apprehended and tried in the
Court Martial at Aliye, but neither was hanged nor exiled as a result of that Cemal were
informed about his negative attitude towards the intervention of the Great Powers.’'® In

such a way that, in his memoirs Cemal explains that:

“A Mohammedan of Beirut, member of the Arab Congress which met in Paris at the
beginning of 1913, said to Monsieur Pichon, the French Foreign Minister: Although we
have called our congress in Paris, our only object is to obtain reforms for the Arab

provinces from the Ottoman Government. We want neither a French occupation of Syria

nor a French protectorate”.*"”

The person mentioned in the quotation was most probably Salim Ali Salaam himself.
Possibly, Cemal learned this by the documents seized from the French consulate and did
not punish Salaam like the other members of Arabism.

As a result, following the first expedition against Egypt, as expressed in the
previous chapter, it became apparent that carrying out of the second expedition would take
time. Taking this as an occasion, Cemal embarked upon his second task: in his words in his
memoirs, “to maintain peace and internal order in Syria” interrupted by ‘“great activity on

the part of the revolutionary Arabs”. As a result, he commenced a process aiming at the

314 Kurd Ali, Ibid., p. 104-105.

315 Once, he refused the offer of Shahbandar to communicate with Great Britain to
bargain for the future of Syria: Kurd Ali, Ibid., p. 111; in another occasion, he refused the
assistance proposal of the German consul for his newspaper al-Mugtabas:Kurd Ali, Ibid.,
p. 125. He writes that all of these were espionaged to Cemal Pasha.

316 When he refused the cooperation offer of Baron Oppenheim, the latter complained

him to Cemal Pasha that Kurd Ali was pro-French and, therefore, should be hanged. As an
opponent of Germany, Cemal assessed the complaint of Oppenheim as a good reference
for the reliableness of Kurd Ali: Kurd Alj, Ibid., p. 149-150.

37 Kurd Ali, Tbid., p. 111,
318 For the details of his trial process see: Salaam, Ibid, p. 210-223.
319 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 264.
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elimination of the Arabist movement for the sake of preventing “general disturbance in the
country”.**® When these remarks were combined with the Unionist intentions and
perceptions regarding the Arabs, it will be apparent that the punishment of the Arabist was
intended by Cemal, while he took the road for Syria.

2.3.  The Process of Punishment: Executions and Exiles

As explained in the previous section, when Cemal first arrived in Syria, he formed

good relations with the prominent Arabists. He sought the friendship of the Arab notables,

321

and showed hospitality to them.”” He appointed the prominent Arabist Abdurrahman

322 However, during the battles at Dardanelles, the members

Shahbandar as his physician.
of the Arabist parties thought that, at the end of that war, the Ottoman Empire would
collapse and Syria would be occupied by the foreign powers. Therefore, the Arabists
planned to become organized in order to be effective in the fate of Syria and to negotiate
with Great Britain on a plan.*”> Riza al-Sulh and Abdulkerim el-Halil held a meeting in
Tyre and Sidon and decided to rebel against the Ottoman Empire in the case of an Ottoman

defeat.’*

It was a dangerous movement militarily for Cemal Pasha, since those places were
far from the control of the Ottoman Government, and close to the coast. By that reason,

they could receive assistance from the Entente Navy in case of a rebellion.”” But, after a

320 Djemal Pasha, Ibid, p. 138.

21 PRO, FO 371/2781, Sykes to WO, “Information from two Arab officers recently
arrived in England from the Caucasus [Lieutenant Shurbaji and Lieutenant Shaikha], 25
September 1916.

322 Amin Said, Ibid, p. 64.

323 For the details of these plans, see: Kurd Ali, Ibid., p. 111-112;
324 Salaam, Ibid, p. 204-205.

323 Erden, Ibid, p. 168.
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short while, their intentions were denounced to Cemal. According to Kurd Ali, even their
meetings and the themes of those meetings were reported to Cemal by the spies.’*

According to the documents in the Ottoman Archives, Cemal began to think in the
beginning of May 1915, to launch a process of punishment of the Arabists. In a telegram to
Talat he explained that a movement of elimination against the Arabists was necessary to
keep Syria undisturbed.”” As a result of this thought and his general bias towards
Arabism, in July 1915, he started to arrest the prominent members of the Arabist parties.
His telegram about the reasons of the apprehensions demonstrates that Cemal was reported
all the details of the Arabist plans:

“Accusations about those [Arabists] are very simple. Although we gratify them in many
ways, they incorporated the Arab Caliphate into their official programs to separate
Arabness from Turkishness. They dealt with these issues following the general amnesty.
After we proclaimed the mobilization, they resorted to the necessary tools and warned their
branches that the time has arrived to realize that [aim]. Finally, during the Entente’s
campaign in Gallipoli, they assumed that the collapse of [the Ottoman] Government was
nearing and they started to propagate in the vicinity of Sur [Tyre], Sayda [Sidon] and
Merc-i Uyun. Then, I put my hands on their shoulders [iste 0 zaman onlarin omuzlarina
ellerimi yapigtirdim]. 1 am about to complete my investigation. Their numbers are little and
I arrested almost all of them...”**®

It is worth to mention, however, that there is no reference in the memoirs of the Arabists to
the plans of the Arabists regarding the creation of an Arab Caliphate. Possibly, Cemal
referred the programs of the Arabists in Egypt by this.

At the end of the investigations, the Court Martial decided to hang 11 of the
arrested persons. These decisions were implemented on 21 August in Beirut.””® The
hanged persons were the prominent notables in Syria. The most outstanding person among

them was the president of the Arabist society Munteda al-Adabi [the Literary Club]™,

326 Kurd Ali, Ibid., p. 111.
7 BOA, DH.SFR. 471/47, Cemal to Talat, 3 Mayis 1331, Jerusalem, [16 May 1915]

328 BOA, DH.SFR. 483/75, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 28 Temmuz 1331[11 August
1915].

2 BOA, DH.SFR. 485/8, Azmi to Talat, Beirut, 9 Agustos 1915.

3% An Arabist opposition movement founded by the Arab students in istanbul. For
detailed information, see: Eliezer Tauber, The Emergence of the Arab Movements, London:
Frank Cass, 1993, pp. 101-109.
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Abdulkerim al-Halil>*', who had a Shi’ite origin from Jabal ‘Amil in Lebanon.**

Upon the
opposition of Talat, Cemal delayed “the conviction” of Abdulhamid Zahrawi.*** According
to the report of the Austrian Consul the majority of the hanged persons were state officials
like mayors, tax collectors etc. as well as journalists.”** The consul states in another report
that the aim of the committee was to create an Arab caliphate.”®® According to the Consul,
Emir Abdullah, who was arrested in August 1915, from the celebrated Jazairi family of
Damascus, had established a society called Cemiyet-i Muhammedi aiming at the transfer of
the Caliphate from the Turks to the Arabs in the previous years of the war.*® After
executing the death penalties, Cemal sent a delegation to Istanbul under the presidency of
the Mufti of the Army Esad al-Shukayr, consisted of the scholars [ulema] and journalists
from Syria, to explain the loyalty of Syrian to the Caliph and to expound that everything

337 There were 33 people in the delegation from the various cities of

was fine in Syria.
Syria, such as Hama, Jerusalem, Damascus, Kerak and Hauran. Only two of them were

journalists; the others were scholars.”®

331 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Das Geheimkomite zur Errichtung eines
arabischen Khalifats”, Damascus, 20 August 1915.

332 Tauber, Ibid, p. 101.

33 BOA, DH.SFR. 483/75, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 28 Temmuz 1331[11 August
1915]: BOA, DH.SFR. 482/127, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 25 Temmuz 1331 [7 August
1915].

334 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Das Urteil des Kriegsgerichtes in Aleh”,
Damascus, 26 August 1915.

333 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Das Geheimkomite zur Errichtung eines
arabischen Khalifats”, Damascus, 20 August 1915.

336 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Der Geheimbund zum Zwecke der Errichtung
eines arabischen Khalifats”, Damascus, 6 August 1915.

337 PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd. 12, Hartmann to Legationssekreater of Wesendonk, 29
August 1915; for Cemal’s report on the departure of the delegation, see: BOA, DH.SFR.
490/84, Cemal to Talat. Damascus, 30 Agustos 1331 [11 September 1915]; BOA,
DH.SFR. 491/18, Cemal to Talat. Damascus, 14 Eyliil 1331 [27 September 1915]

3 38HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, "Die Lokalerereignisse der letzten Woche;
Hinrichtung der Briider Zreik aus Tripolis; die Syrische Deputation nach den Dardanellen",
Damascus, 1 October 1915.
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Following those executions, Cemal extended the scale of investigations
transforming it into a process to eliminate the Arabist movement in Syria. That time, the
prosecutions had considerably expanded. Besides the members and sympathizers of the
Arabist parties, their relatives and some non-Arabist notables had also been arrested
regardless of their affiliation with the Arabist movement. There were ex-mayors, muftis,
deputies etc. among the arrested people.”” Some of them, like Abdulghani al-Uraisi,
Taufik al-Bisat, Arif Shahab, could escape to the desert. However, they were caught by the
Bedouins and delivered to the authorities.**® According to the memoirs of Kurd Ali, when
Abdulwahab al-Inglizi was about to be arrested, he was outside Syria and Talat Pasha
suggested his escape abroad. However, being sure of him, al-Inglizi preferred to go to
Syria.*!!

This time, the accusations were more ambiguous. In the light of the documents
seized from the French consulate, all the members of the Arab opposition parties were
interrogated, regardless of the degree of their active operation to provoke people against
the Government after the proclamation of the war. They were accused to separate the Arab
lands from the Ottoman Government, and by this way, to cooperate with the greatest
enemies of Islam.*** At the end of the trial process, 21 leading figures of the Arabist party
were sentenced to death on 6™ May 1916. 14 of them were hanged in Beirut and the others
were put to the gallows in Damascus.** Besides the hangings, Cemal sent plenty of the
members of the notable families into exile. Most of the exiles were the relatives of the

344

hanged notables.”™" It is worth to mention that the decree of the Ottoman Sultan, approving

the executions of those Arabists, bears the date 14" June 1916. It means that Cemal

339 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Straf- und Coercitifmassregeln”, Damascus,
14 November 1915.

30 BOA, DH.SFR. 502/90, Asaf to Talat, Maan, 13 Kanun-1 Evvel 1331 [26 December
1915].

31 Kurd Ali, Ibid., p. 152-153.
342 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 13, Miiller to Wesendonk, 29 May 1916.

343 PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd. 13, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 8§ May
1916.

344 HHStA, PA 38/369, Nedwed to Burian, “Hochverratprozess”, Beirut, 10 May 1916.
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implemented those decisions before the approval of the Sultan.’* There was a special law
that was brought into effect in the beginning of the War, enabling the Army commanders
to approve and implement the decisions of the court martials before the confirmation of the
Sultan. The Sultan had to approve it following its implementation.**®

The Damascus Consul of Germany interpreted the death sentences and the aim of
Cemal’s existence in Syria as the reconquest of Syria. After his failure to cross the Suez
Canal, Cemal changed his decision and set that reconquest as a task for himself. In
accordance with this aim, he established his headquarter in Damascus, the political center
of Syria, instead of Biriissebi, the military center for the second expedition to the Canal.>*’
The Consul continues that the trial of the Arabs was used as an occasion to destroy all the
political opposition whether it had a “treasonous” aim or not.**® Cemal had not
distinguished the Arabists as the “separatists” and the “reformists” and made all of them

subject to the same treatment.’*

It was very much appropriate to Cemal’s approach
towards the Arabists explained in the previous section.

Some details given by Ali Fuad Bey, the Chief of Staff of the 4 Army, make this
argument stronger. Before the commencement of the trial process, some members of the
court martial were changed; when the new members of the court arrived in Damascus, they
asked directives about their new tasks. In spite of this allegiance, at the end of the
judgment process, they had only decided to put 3 or 4 people to death sentence. Other
prisoners had been convicted to be interned and punished with hard labour. However,

Cemal changed this judgment and decided to put to death all the accused persons without

bothering the warnings of the president of the court martial, Siikrii Bey, that Cemal would

3 BOA, I.DUIT 171/60, 1 Haziran 1332 [14 June 1916].
3% Erden, Ibid., p. 275-276.

347 PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd. 13, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 18 April
1916.

348 PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd. 13, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 8§ May
1916; The same evaluations were made by another German official in 1918: PA-AA,
Tiirkei 177, Bd. 17, Weber to Hertling, Aleppo, 26 June 1918.

349 PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd. 13, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 18 April
1916.
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be responsible before history. Cemal’s answer to these warnings was meaningful: “may
history rip up on your head” [tarih kafanda paralansin]®®® It means that, even the
president of the court martial, who decided to put the Arabists into death penalty, saw
Cemal’s decisions as unjust.

When the documents confiscated from the consulates are analyzed, there was in
fact very little thing to be considered as “treason” in the circumstances of the Ottoman
politics of that time. First of all, before the war, the Ottoman state didn’t have full authority
on its realm. As a result of the Capitulations, the Great Powers obtained considerable
privileges within the Ottoman lands and they could interfere in the course of the events in
the Ottoman domestic politics even within the boundaries of the Ottoman law. In the same
way, they could enforce the state to make reforms in some regions of the Empire, as in the
cases of Macedonia and Armenia. Taking the support of a Great Power was one of the
most effective ways in the Ottoman Empire to enforce the government to make reforms. In
this regard, in 1903, while the Young Turk movement was in opposition, Cemal himself
had applied to a British diplomat with a Young Turk delegate to support the reforms in the

351

Ottoman Empire.””" In the Unionist era, Cemal was the head of the pro-French faction in

the CUP, and he established a Turco-French Friendship society to improve the relations

between France and the Ottoman Empire.**>

Most of the negotiations between the Arabists
and the French consuls should be evaluated in this context. As the most influential power
in Syria, the attitude and projects of France was crucial for the Arabists, who aimed at the
prevention of any foreign intervention in Syria. As a matter of fact, most of the documents
were about the Arabist interrogation about the future planning of France regarding Syria.
The Muslim reformists of Syria, who constituted almost all of the persecuted Arabists,
principally demanded French protection to prevent any intervention of the Ottoman central
government in the reform process in Syria. Besides France, the reformists had also

established relations with the British consuls. However, the British consulates had

destroyed their documents as a measure, when they left Syria in the beginning of the

350 Erden, Ibid., p.273-274.
> Hanioglu, Ibid, p. 211.

352

29.
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war.”> Moreover, the members of the reformist societies, who applied to this was limited

to a few persons; Damascus Consul of Germany states that there was the accusation of
only four persons “in these interesting documents”.>>* Many of the death penalties were
therefore implemented without at least such evidence.’”

The trial was also problematical in terms of the existing Ottoman law at that time.
In such a way that the documents referred in the decisions of the court martial in Aliye was
belonged to the preceding years of a general amnesty, i.e. after those negotiations, in 1913,
the Ottoman Government had proclaimed a general amnesty forgiving all the guilts to that
date. However, the Arabist reform parties maintained their activities in Egypt in a more
radical way against the Ottoman Empire. According to Ali Fuad Bey and the Austrian
Consul in Beirut, the Arabists had stated that they cut their relations with Egypt after the

356 But, the court martial

general Amnesty, and therefore they thought to be left well alone.
neither accepted this statement nor could prove that they maintain their ties with Egypt. In

other words, Cemal punished the Arabists in Syria for the activities of the Arabists in

Egypt.357

Besides the death penalties, Cemal decided to send into exile a great number of
notable families from many Syrian provinces into Anatolian cities, which were populated
mainly by Turks. They would be distributed in those towns for permanent settlement and
their properties and lands would be compensated with equivalents in the towns of their
resettlement. Cemal established a commission to determine the value of the properties that
belonged to the exiles. Those families would be comfortably transported to their

permanent settlement places in a way that was worthy of the honor of the Government

33 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 13, Miiller to Wesendonk, 29 May 1915.

3% PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 13, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 8 May
1916.

3% For the origins of the documents, see: Journal de Beyrouth, 6 May 1916; for the
Turkish translation, see: Aliye Divan-1 Harb-1 Orfisinde Tetkik Olunan Mesele-i Siyasiye

Hakkinda Izahat, Tanin Matbaas1, Dersaadet: 1332 [1916].

%6 HHStA, PA 38/366, Nedwed to Burian, “Hochverratspozess gegen die Mitgleider
des revolutionaeren Komites”, Beirut, 25 August 1915: Erden, Ibid, p. 276.

37 Erden, Ibid., p. 276.
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[hiikiimetin sanina yakigir bir sekilde]. They would never be permitted to live in misery
and the officials, who would act against those orders, would be delivered to the court
martial.*®

The families that were decided to be deported from Syria were as follows: from
Damascus: all the members of the celebrated Izzet Pasha el-Abid’s family, the family of
Sham’i Pasha [Sham’izades], which had a great influence in Damascus in Cemal’s
viewpoint, the family of Shukri el-Asely and Shafik el-Mueyyed; from Homs, the family
of Izzet el-Cundi, the most “harmful” branch of the Atasi family according to Cemal, some
other families in Homs; in Baalbek, the celebrated Mutran family and the whole of Said
Suleiman Pasha’s family, and the whole of Haidar family, the whole of some Christian
families. In total, the number of the households to be deported consisted of 154

households. Cemal added that the number of the families could change in future. >

According to a contemporary American report, the number of the deportees was 5.000.>°
Meanwhile, in the first trial in 1915, the vast majority of the Arabists condemned in Aliye
had migrated to Egypt during and before the war. The court martial invited them to Syria
for trial. If they didn’t come, their assets would be confiscated.*®’ On the other hand,
according to the remarks of the Austrian consul in Damascus, the exile of some Christian
families was not due to the political considerations. Their guilt was to violate the military
regulations such as selling alcohol to the officers. They, too, were exiled with all their
families.>®

The process of the deportation took place more or less in the direction of the orders

of Cemal Pasha and many Arab families were transported to the various towns of Anatolia

¥ BOA, DH.SFR. 504/65, Cemal to Talat, 26 Kanun-I Evvel 1331 [8 January 1916]; in
another telegram, he again warned Talat to order the governorates in Anatolia to act
carefully to the Arab deportees: BOA, DH.SFR. 505/73, Cemal to Talat, 2 Kanun-1 Sani
1331 [15 January 1915].

39 BOA, DH.SFR. 504/65, Cemal to Talat, 26 Kanun-1 Evvel 1331 [8 January 1915]
360 Kayaly, Ibid., p. 193.

361 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Das Geheimkomite zur Errichtung eines
arabischen Khalifats”, Damascus, 20 August 1915.

362 HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Exilierung von Notabeln”, Damascus, 24
May 1916.
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in prosperity considering the war conditions. Cemal strictly followed whether his orders
were properly implemented in Anatolia.’®® Any request to change his decisions was
harshly opposed by Cemal Pasha. On all occasions, he reminded to the Central
Government that the exile of the Syrians to Anatolia were not temporary.*** They were
dispatched there to be permanent residents. When Cemal was informed that the exiles
changed their locations, he warned the Central Government with heavy remarks.’®> Apart
from that, they lived in good conditions in their temporary settlement places. In so much as
that, when the Government decided to forgive their punishments and to resend them to

366 All these executions and

Syria, some of them applied to Shakib Arslan for retention.
exiles caused considerable impact in Syrian society and significant changes in the attitude

of the Syrians towards the Ottoman Government:

2.4. Aims and Impact of the Executions and Exiles

As is set out to demonstrate throughout this study, one part of Cemal’s aim of being

present in Syria was to create an order there and make the Syrians ideal and loyal citizens

363 For some telegrams in this regard, see: BOA, DH.EUM.4.Sb. 9/29 Cemal to Talat, 5
Kanun-1 Evvel 1332 [18 December 1916]; BOA, DH.EUM.4.Sb. 6/43, Cemal to Talat, 25
Mayis 1332 [7 June 1916]; see also, p. 127.

364 Once, he refused the demand of a child to return to Syria, whose parents had been
died: BOA, DH.EUM. 4.Sb. 14/7, Cemal to Talat, 21 Tesrin-i Evvel 1333 [21 October
1917]. He refused several times the demands for return. For some example, see: BOA,
DH.EUM. 4.Sb. 9/10, Cemal to Talat, 23 Kanun-1 Sani 1332 [5 January 1917]; BOA,
DH.EUM. 4.Sb. 7/26, Talat to Governors of Konya, Kastamonu, Sivas, Bursa, Ankara, 17
Temmuz 1332 [30 July 1916]; BOA, DH.EUM.4.Sb. 14/44, Ministry of War to Ministry
of Interior, 27 Tesrin-i Sani 1333.

365 TTK Arsivi, KO Koleksiyonu 10/5, Cemal to Enver, 4 Kanun-1 Evvel 1332 [17
December 1916].

3 Arslan, Ibid, p. 197.
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to the Empire. The most important component of this goal was his policy implemented
towards the “adversary” components of the Muslim population of Syria, i.e. the Arabists,
who were believed by Cemal to possess the potential to influence the Muslim population,
which constituted the great majority of the Syrian society. Therefore, an analysis of social
and political reflections of Cemal’s policies of terror towards those Muslim individuals of
Syria, who were suspected of being an Arabist, will contribute to understand the reasons
that were brought him to Syria.>®’

In the existing literature, there are two approaches regarding the aims of Cemal’s
policy towards the Arabist movement. The first claims that Cemal aimed to Turkify Syria
by executing and exiling the prominent Arabists.*® On the other hand, Hasan Kayali
highlights the possible military dangers of the Arabists with the following remarks:

“Cemal’s actions in Syria were comparable in nature, if not in extent, to those policies
pursued with respect to the Armenians in Eastern Anatolia. Both emanated from a fear that
a nationalist uprising would come into being with encouragement from enemy powers. The
threat was more perceived than real.”**

The first argument seems only partially to be true. There is no doubt that Cemal took a

pride in his Turkishness following his Ottomanness. As he express in his memoirs:

“I am primarily an Ottoman, but I do not forget that I am a Turk, and nothing can shake my
belief that the Turkish race is the foundation-stone of the Ottoman Empire. The

37 The exile had been used as a method of settlement or punishment throughout the
Ottoman History. For a study on this subject, see: Kemal Dascioglu, Osmanli’da Siirgiin,
Istanbul: Yeditepe Yayinlari, 2007.

%8 Arslan, Ibid., p. 185; The contemporary accounts of the German and Austrian
officials are also in the same direction. For some examples, see: BA-MA, RM 5/2321,
Humann to Chef of Admiralty of Marine, “Eindriicke in Syrien”, Constantinople, 30
January 1917; HHStA, PA 38/367, the Jerusalem Consul to Burian, “Politisches
Situationsbild”, Jerusalem, 7 June 1915; HHStA, PA 38/369, Nedwed to Burian,
“Tuerkifizerung”, Beirut, 27 May 1916; HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzil to Burian, “Die
Turcisierung des offentlichen Lebens in Syrien”, Damascus, 30 March 1916.

369 Kayali, Ibid., p. 194; similar remarks were made by the Austrian and German
consuls in Syria. For some examples, see: HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Das
Urteil des Kriegsreichtes in Aleh”, Damascus, 26 August 1915; PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd.
12, Mutius to Bethmann Hollweg, Beirut, 25 August 1915; Artug also repeats the similar
claims, for details, see: Artug, Ibid, p. 298.
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Educational and civilizing influence of the Turks cements Ottoman unity and strengthens

the Empire, for in its origins the Ottoman Empire is a Turkish creation.””
However, when his policies in Syria are examined, it will be apparent that he restricted the
turcification with the public sphere that could be evaluated as an attempt to increase of the
Ottoman visibility in Syria. As examples in this sense, Cemal forbade the usage of Arabic
in the government offices;’’’ and changed the language of instruction to Turkish in the
Sultani school of Damascus while the teaching of Arabic continued, while there is no
evidence that he changed the language of intstruction at the other state schools.”” It was
made compulsory to use Turkish in the shop signboards and the other notice boards.>” All
these actions were implemented in regard to all the languages except Turkish, for the sake

374 . .
In the same vein, some consuls were ordered to write

of the fraternity of the Ottomans.
their correspondence only in Turksh. The Spanish consul in Jerusalem interpreted this
action with these remarks: “The Turkish government continues with its policy of
humiliating us all, it has been ordered that from now on correspondence cannot be written

- -y 375
in Spanish”.

Possibly, many of these activities were applied to demonstrate the people
that the Great Powers were no longer influential in Syria and to prove that the Ottoman
Government was the only sovereign in Syria. In the same vein, he probably aimed a direct
communication of the Ottoman state with its citizens in Syria via the Turkish language.
The imposition of Turkish upon the Syrians was a part of the destruction of interlaying
elements, like notables, between state and the Syrians. By this way, the state wouldn’t need
any mediator to express itself to its Arab citizens. Otherwise, Cemal didn’t aim a total

exchange of all the components of the Arab culture in Syria with that of Turkish. As will

370 Djemal Pasha, Ibid., p. 251.
37 HHStA, PA 38/369, Nedwed to Burian, “Tuerkifizerung”, Beirut, 27 May 1916

372 HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Einfiihrung des deutschen Sprachunterrichtes
in der hiesigen Sultanieschule”, Damascus, 21 March 1916.

373 HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzil to Burian, “Die Turcisierung des offentlichen Lebens in
Syrien”, Damascus, 30 March 1916.

374 HHStA, PA 12/209, Pallavicini to Burian, “Zur allgemeinen Situation”,
Constantinople, 15 July 1915.

373 Ballobar, Ibid, p. 93.
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be detailed in Chapter 6 Cemal undertook, to a degree, to protect the Arabic heritage of
Syria with his restoration of the historical monuments built in the Arabic styles, and also
opened schools instructing in Arabic, as in the case of the Salahiyya School.

As for the military threat, as detailed in the section regarding the conscription of the
Syrians, before the execution of the death penalties, a group of suspected Arab officers in
the Army had been sent to other fronts. Furthermore, instead of executions, as in the case
of the Armenians, exile could be preferred as a measure, or hanging of three or four
persons would be enough to forestall a military danger. Meaning of the arrest of an Arabist
senator in Istanbul and bringing him to Syria for the execution has a deeper meaning than
the military danger. The aims of these actions can be better understood with the analysis of
its impact.

From the time of Mahmut II, local notables used to be seen by the Ottoman central
government as the obstacles of the centralization. This became even more true during the
age of reforms and Tanzimat period. The CUP resumed the policy of centralization after
the Young Turk revolution. In the case of Syria, many of the local notables were
intellectual leaders of society and were struggling actively with the cultural concerns
against the Ottomanist policies of the central government on the grounds that the
Ottomanization process was destroying the Arab spirit of Syria. On the other hand, they
proposed an administratively decentralized and culturally Arab Syria, as an alternative to
the policies of the CUP and the projects of Cemal Pasha. As explained above, they didn’t
avoid contacting the Great Powers when necessary. In contrast, in the projected Syria of
Cemal Pasha, the Government ought to have full independence in its internal affairs and
the components that would cause the foreign intervention must, at least, be checked.
Therefore, his policy towards Arabism should be evaluated as part of a whole together with
his policies of Zionism, Christians and Lebanon.

On the other hand, it is apparent in the correspondence between the CUP and Sharif
Faysal, which had begun at the end of the year 1917 about signing a peace treaty which
was expected to put an end to Sharif Hussein’s revolt. The Unionist leaders felt anxious

during the war period that the Arabs would bring into question some demands regarding

105



the situation of Syria in the Ottoman Empire in the peace negotiations.’’® Presumably, a
demand for the autonomy of Syria, which would be demanded by the Arabist opposition,
would pave the way for the later independence of Syria. The Ottoman experience of
nationalism made them thought in this way. Because, all the nationalist movements had
been resulted with the independence of their nations from the Ottoman Empire, Cemal
thought to eradicate the Arabist movement as much as possible taking the war conditions
as an occasion.

Cemal applied execution and exile as methods of solution for the Arab question. In
his mind, the destruction of the Arabists meant the solution of the question. In a
telegram, he revealed this idea. Upon the increase of the desertions among the Arab exiles
in Anatolia to join Sharif Hussein, he proposed to deliver all the political exiles in Anatolia

377

to the court martial and by this way to be saved from that question.””” A German report

also states that Cemal saw the despotic measures as a method to solve the Arab
Question.*”

As for the social impact of his draconian rule, while trying to turn the Syrians into
good citizens for the Empire, Cemal damaged considerably the image of the Ottoman
Government in the eyes of the common people. His justification for the punishment of the
Arabists was to destroy the endeavors of those parties “to separate Arabness from
Turkishness”.*” However, as inferred from the consular reports describing the reaction of
the common people to Cemal’s actions, the biggest contribution to plant seeds of hate
between Arabs and Turks was made by Cemal himself. The reports in the beginning of the

war demonstrate that the support of Syrian society for the activities of the Arabist parties

were rather small. For example, according to the report of the Austrian Consul of

376 By that reason, they avoided to give Sharif written assurances about the demands put

into word by the latter. For some examples, see: TTK Arsivi, KO Koleksiyonu 1/70, Talat
to Tahsin, 1 Subat 1334 [1 February 1918]; TTK Arsivi, KO Koleksiyonu 11/66, Enver to
Cemal [Mersinli], 21 Agustos 1334 [21 August 1918]

7" In the same telegram, he says that he spared their lives as a beneficence [liituf] to
them: BOA, DH.SFR. 559/31, Cemal to Talat, Aleyh, 11 Temmuz 1333 [11 July 1917]

378 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 17, Weber to Hertling, Constantinople, 26 June 1918.

379 BOA, DH.SFR. 483/75, Cemal to Talat, Damascus 28 Temmuz 1331 [10 August
1915].

106



Damascus in the beginning of October 1914, with the outburst of the European war, the
popularity of the Arabist movement in Damascus was considerably reduced. The great
majority of the people began to believe that the Turkish administration would defend them
against the foreign enemies.*®® According to the report of the German journal Der Nahe
Orient, “the worst agitators of the past” had become “ultra-patriots” after the proclamation
of the War.®®' In the same way, as described in the section on the conscription, in the
beginning of the war, there was an overwhelming pro-Ottoman atmosphere among the
Muslims of Syria to be nourished by the anti-imperialist propaganda. When the first
decisions of the executions were put into action, the German Consul in Beirut expressed
his embarrassment about the punishment of such a movement, that still didn’t have a
massive support among the Syrians.’™

However, the implementation of the death penalties and the exiles changed this
weather for the reverse considerably. The Beirut Consul of Austria states, even the most
pro-Ottoman members of Syrian society thundered out, that the execution of those Arab
notables spoiled the approach began with the war between Arabs and Turks.*®® That was,
to a large extent, due to the atmosphere of terror created by the executions and exiles over

. .o 384
society.

The common people saw the punishments as unjust, arbitrary, and therefore
they were afraid of being captured and punished by the same methods.”® According to the
remarks of the Austrian consul in Beirut, Cemal’s persecutions caused to form an idea

among the Syrians that he didn’t only try to defeat the Entente powers, but also worked for

%0 HHStA, PA 38/363, Ranzi to Berchtold, “Agitation gegen England”, Damascus, 9
October 1914.

1 PA-AA, Tiirkei 165, Bd. 41, “Die Arabische Frage”, Der Nahe Orient II, 17 January
1917.

382 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 12, Mutius to Bethmann Hollweg, Beirut, 25 August 1915.

%3 HHStA, PA 38/366, Nedwed to Burian, “Hochverratspozess gegen die Mitgleider
des revolutionaeren Komités”, Beirut, 25 August 1915.

3% PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd. 12, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus 10
December 1915.

385 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 13, Loytved to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus 18 April
1916.
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weakening and elimination of the Arab element in Syria.”® Complaining about Cemal’s
implementations in Syria, an Austrian representative in Constantinople states that Cemal
could have solved the Arab Question with more moderate means, and by this way the
loyalty of the Arabs to the Ottoman Government could be increased. Acting quite
thoughtlessly in this issue, Cemal shifted all the sympathies of the Arabs to the British and
French rules.”® If the British forces were to achieve to invade the south of Syria, it would
be a weak possibility to find the Ottoman Government a support among the Syrians.**®
According to an Austrian official in Istanbul, by April 1917, all the Arabs without
exception were waiting to welcome the British troops with open arms.*® According to an
interview held by a German official with some Arabs, with his draconian activities, Cemal
made some groups that never acted against the State an enemy of state and alienated them
to the Government.*°

Cemal’s despotic rule in Syria also contributed to a rapprochement between
Muslims and Christians in Syria. According to a British intelligence report, their relations
were excellent since both were “sick of the war and of the exaction of the Government”.*"
In a similar way, it is stated in a German report that a concord emerged between Christians
and Muslims “never seen before”. “The hate felt against the Turkish oppressor made a
unifying effect and the profound and numerous contrasts between the Arabs have been
temporarily bypassed”. The consul continues that “it was a result of Djemal’s dictatorship

. . 392
and vexatious behavior” towards the Arabs.

% HHStA, PA 38/370, Kwatkowski to Czernin, “Uberblick iiber die heutige Lage
Syriens und Palaestinas”, Beirut, 16 March 1917.

7 HHStA, PA 12/211, Trauttmansdorff to Czernin, “Das Regime Djemal Pashas in
Syrien und Palaestina”, Constantinople, 14 April 1917.

¥ HHStA, PA 38/370, Kwatkowski to Czernin, “Uberblick iiber die heutige Lage
Syriens und Palaestinas”, Beirut, 16 March 1917.

% HHStA, PA 12/211, Trauttmansdorff to Czernin, “Das Regime Djemal Pashas in
Syrien und Palaestina”, Constantinople, 14 April 1917.

3% PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 17, Weber to Hertling, Constantinople, 26 June 1918.

1 PRO, FO 371/2777, McMahon to FO (transmitting an intelligent returned from
Syria), Cairo, 20 May 1916.

392 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd 17, Weber to Hertling, Constantinople, 26 June 1918.
108



His existence in Syria was so disturbing for the people that, when Cemal visited
Istanbul at the end of the year 1916, the notables of Syria sent telegrams to the
Governmental authorities requesting them to prevent him from returning to Syria.””* As a
result of all these pressures, according to the report of a German official, the upper classes

Tt s

of society were, to a large extent, alienated and turned against the Ottoman Rule.
worth to mention as a final remark that all these actions also damaged the German image
in the eyes of the Syrians. Arabs, both Christians and Muslims, hated the Germans because
they saw them as the supporter of the “brutal Turkish rule”.***

In spite of its instigating consequences of antagonism between Arabs and Turks,
the impact of his policies demonstrate that Cemal managed, to a large extent, his objectives
in Syria. By way of the executions and exiles, he destroyed the resistance of the Syrian
notables against the increasing control of the state. On the other hand, he had eliminated
any probability for the demands of autonomy or independence in future by those Arabist
groups if the Ottoman rule over Syria would still be continuing at the end of the war.
According to the remarks of the German physician Miihlens, who worked for a while with
Cemal Pasha as the health superwiser of the 4™ Army, there could scarcely be found a
notable family in Syria that some of its members were not hanged or exiled by Cemal
Pasha.’”® At the end of his rule, the aims of these actions were summarized by Cemal’s
remarks as follows:

“The people, who were not directly affiliated to the El-Lamerkeziyye, but in close contact
with the executive members; and those who were suspected by the administrative
authorities to be working against the political domination of the government; and those
who made prevalence [tagallub] and fractiousness [serkeslik] attempting to libel the honor
of the government in the eyes of the people [hiikiimet iizerinde ahalinin mevki-i
haysiyyetini ihlal edecek derecede] were dislocated from Syria to Anatolia.

393 HHStA, PA 12/210, Pallavicini to Czernin, “Djemal Pasha”, Constantinople, 30
December 1916.

3% PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Miihlens to Bethmann Hollweg, Constantinople, 24
February 1917.

393 BA-MA, RM 5/2323, Grafen to Chef of the Admiralty of Marine, “Militaerische und
Militaerpolitische Lage in Syrien, Palaestina, Arabien und Mezopotemien”,
Constantinople, 26 Febrary 1918.

39 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Miihlens to Bethmann Hollweg, Constantinople, 24
February 1917.
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The formation of a certain organization composed of notables aiming at challenging the
domination of the government by setting up of an equal or even by a more powerful
structure was thus eliminated...”*"’

In summary, as he aimed at, Cemal managed to destroy an interlayer between the Ottoman
state and the Syrian society. The abolition policies of the notables, which had begun with
Mahmud II in the Imperial realm, were completed in Syria by the draconian rule of Cemal
Pasha.”® It is certain that Cemal estimated about the reaction of the Syrian society against
his implementations and he was quite aware that the Syrians would take a dislike to the
Ottoman rule as the consequence of his punishments. However, Cemal did not calculate
that the Ottoman rule would come to an end following the WWI, and presumably
considered that, although the Syrians were disturbed with his policies at that time, in long
term, as a result of his measures a change in the sentiments of the Syrians towards the State

would be managed.

2.5. The Ottoman Caliphate and the Arabist Movement

Besides the executions and exiles, Cemal used Pan-Islamist policies as means of
struggle against Arabism. This is not only because a public justification of his actions, but
he became concerned about the Arabists of Syria that they could support an Arab Caliph in
future. Although they focused on the issue of reform in the Syrian provinces, and although
they were principally against the foreign interventions, in his telegrams, Cemal assessed

them as the collaborators of the Entente and accused them of trying to establish an Arab

%7 Cemal to Enver, 29 Eyliil 1333 [27 September 1917], in Arsiv Belgeleriyle Ermeni
Faaliyetleri, p. 697: English translations of the text in the same book were, to a certain

extent, benefitted: Ibid., p. 328.
3% For an analysis of the centralizations policies, which began with Mahmud II, see:

Hourani, Ibid.
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Caliphate.*”” By this way, they could combine with the British policy of the Caliphate. In
such a way that, in the preceding years of the War, the Caliphate was assessed by Great
Britain as a potential danger to its imperial rule, because of its spiritual and political claims
addressing to all Muslims including the ones in its colonies.*” As a result of that concern,
taking back the Caliphate to the Arabs and thus, to divide the Muslims in theory had
become the most important aim of the British policy regarding the Ottoman Caliphate.*"’
On the other hand, beginning with Abdulhamid II, the Ottoman Sultans used their title of
Caliph as a political weapon against all the imperial powers.*” Especially in WWI, the

Pan-Islamist propaganda created the most important tools of the Central Powers applied

against the Entente, which had a considerable Muslim population in their colonies.*” The

% BOA, DH.SFR. 483/75, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 28 Temmuz 1331[11 August
1915].

“ For an analysis of the British approach to the Ottoman Caliphate, see: Tufan

Buzpinar, “The Question of Caliphate under the Ottoman Sultans”, in Otfoman Reform and
Muslim Regeneration, Itzchak Weismann and Fruma Zachs (eds.), London: I.B. Tauris,
2005, pp. 17-36.

T However, the British side didn’t want to be seen as the protector of the Arab Caliph,
and sought to solve this question with the agreement of the Muslims. “any proposal as
regards an Arab Khalifa should come from the Arabs themselves”: PRO, FO 371/2480,
Clayton to Grey, “Military Operations against Turkey”, Cairo, 3 January 1915; for the
discussions of the British officials regarding the issue of the Arab Caliphate, see: PRO, FO
371/2482, Grey to McMahon, “Moslems and the Caliphate”, London, 14 April 1915;
PRO, FO 371/2480, Holderness to FO, “Possible Measures for Influencing Moslem
Opinion”, London, 15 January 1915: The French side expressed an opinion that, the new
caliph shouldn’t have paved the way for the passion to a strong Caliph among the Muslims
and shouldn’t have provoke the sentiment of unity among them: MAEE, Guerre 1914-
1918, 868/Turquie, Syrie et Palestine, Defrance to MAE, Cairo, 15 March 1915; for a
study on the negotiations between Sharif Hussein and the Kemalist leaders regarding
transfer of the Caliphate to the Arabs, see: Teitelbaum, Joshua, “‘Taking Back’ the
Caliphate: Sharif Husayn Ibn Ali, Mustafa Kemal and the Ottoman Caliphate”, Die Welt
des Islams, New Series, Vol: 40, Issue 3, (November 2000), pp. 412-424.

%2 For a study on the Ottoman policy of Panislamism towards the Indian Muslims

beginning with Abdulhamid I, see: Azmi Ozcan, Panislamism: the Ottomans and Britain
(1877-1924), Leiden: Brill, 1997.

9 Max Roloff stated in his book that the aim of the Turks in the World War I was to
found a Caliphate state. For that aim, they excited the national sentiments of the Muslim
peoples against the common enemy: Max Roloff, Arabien und Seine Bedeutung fiir die
Erstarkung des Osmanenreiches, Veit, Leipzig: 1915, p. 6; for a study on the German and
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Arabists had an alleged relation with Egypt and disseminated Arabist feelings among the
Syrians, which, in Cemal’s viewpoint, could separate Arabs from Turks. Similarly, an
uprising in Syria could terminate the Pan-Islamist propaganda of the Ottoman Caliphate.
All these concerns were used as an argument, both to justify his actions and to prevent any
Arab inclination towards the British propaganda of Arab Caliphate.*** Thus, Cemal would
benefit from the anti-imperialist sentiments of the Syrians to make counter-propaganda
against the Arab “separatists”.

For those reasons, the main object of Ottoman Pan-Islamist propaganda was rather
Great Britain. With this propaganda, it is implied that, if the Muslims didn’t create a unity
under the rule of the Ottoman Caliph, then the British occupation would be unavoidable for
all the Muslim nations. In this regard, with the outburst of the war, the local politicians
delivered orations harshly criticizing the British actions in Egypt. Similarly, The local
"Club des Emigres Africains”, which had been established to awaken an anti-imperialist
consciousness among the Algerians in Syria, propagated to create such a feeling among the
Algerian immigrants.*®” In addition, pamphlets were distributed in the cities demonstrating
the British “atrocities” against the Muslims under their rule. For example, in a pamphlet
prepared by Shakib Arslan distributed in Damascus with the newspaper of the vilayet, it is
described in detail how the British Government invaded Egypt and Yemen using the

method of playing off the Muslims against each others.*”® With such pamphlets, an open

Ottoman Panislamist propaganda in the WWI, see: Liidke Tilman, Jihad made in
Germany, Miinster: LIT Verlag, 2005.

4% A movement in Syria against the Ottoman Caliph would terminate the policy of Pan-
Islamism. A French report proposed to provoke a revolt in Syria to remove the Pan-
Islamist danger: MAEE, Guerre 1914-1918, 867/Tuquie, Syrie et Palestine, Reffye to
Defrance, Alexandria, 31 December 1914.

%95 Tt was difficult for this club to act freely in the pre-war period since the French and

British consuls opposed to this club. After the outbreak of the war, the members of the club
felt themselves free in their actions: HHStA, PA 38/363, Ranzi to Berchtold, “Agitation
gegen England”, Damascus, 9 October 1914

46 «“They provoked the nationalist movement in Egypt and, by this way, wanted to fish
in muddy waters.”: HHStA, PA 38/363, Ranzi to Berchtold, “Agitation gegen England”,
Damascus, 9 October 1914; in response to that argument, the British side claimed in their
pamphlets that their hostility was not directed to the Arabs, but Germany and its allies:
PRO, FO 371/2486, Grey to India Office, London, 19 June 1915.
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message was given that, when the Ottoman rule came to an end in Syria, the fate of the
Syrians wouldn’t be different than that of the Egyptians, and if the “separatists” among the
Arabs were supported and given an opportunity to perform their intentions, the result will
be the same. According to the Austrian consul, by the impact of those activities Great
Britain became an enemy in the eyes of the Syrians in the beginning of the war.*"’
Although it is not an activity directed against the Arabists, the illumination of the
tomb of Saladin by the German Emperor was another activity to provoke the feelings of
the Syrians to fight the enemies of the religion and to oppose their extentions in Syria, i.e.
the Arabists. Saladin was the most famous Muslim commander among the Arabs, who
fought against the Crusades. By way of Saladin’s example, the message was tried to be
given that the Entente powers were the contemporary Crusades and it was a religious duty

408 1n the circulars distributed in the cities for Panislamic

for the Muslims to resist them.
propaganda, the Entente was frequently compared to the Crusades. In a brochure signed by
Abdulaziz Chavish in February 1915, they were defined with the remarks “the adorers of
the Cross” and “the descendants of the Crusades”. As understood from the diaries of the
Spanish consul in Jerusalem, these words caused anxiety among the native Christians.*”
The publication of newspapers was the most important part of Pan-Islamist
propaganda in Syria as an alternative of Arabism. The foundation of al-Sharg newspaper
can be considered a significant step in this sense. In the beginning, the newspaper was
meant to be named as al-Islam. It was an idea of the celebrated German orientalist von
Oppenheim, and the Germans would support the undertaking. However, Cemal opposed

the German assistance and decided to publish it on behalf of the Government*'® keeping a

Y7 For some propaganda pamphlets and brochures with these theme throughout the war,
see: Gottfried Hagen, Die Tiirkei im Ersten Weltkrieg, Frankfurt am Main: Peter Lang,
1990, p. 185, 198-199, 204-207, 210-213.

408 HHStA, PA 38/366, Ranzi to Burian, “Feier der Ubergabe der vom deutschen Kaiser
Ufer das Grab des Sultans Salah ed Din gestifteten Ampel”, Damascus, 10 August 1915.

9 Ballobar, Ibid, p. 51.

410 Artug, Ibid., p. 290-291; Kurd Ali expresses in his memoirs that Cemal warned him
to shrink away from Oppenheim stating that he was a very dangerous man: Kurd Alj, Ibid.,
p. 147.
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propaganda favoring the German-Ottoman alliance as one of the aim of the newspaper.*"'
But, there is not any newspaper in Syria published with this name. Presumably, in the last
minute the name of the newspaper was changed and al-Sharg was decided to be
published.*"?

The newspaper was intended by Cemal “to be the best disseminated newspaper in
Syria”.*"* According to Austrian consul in Damascus, the newspaper had two aims: for
inland and for foreign lands. For abroad, the newspaper aimed at the propaganda of the
Ottoman Caliphate. As for the inland, “the newspaper will be advocating the Young Turks’
idea of state in Arabic”. The consul continues that the aim of establishment of the
newspaper was to save Syria from the foreign influences and to transform the political
relations. He states that the establishment of such a newspaper in Syria was necessary,
since all the newspapers in Syria were more or less influenced by the Arabist movement.
Moreover, the Government had demonstrated its goodwill towards Arabness and Arab
language by the publication of this newspaper.*'* The aims of that newspaper wer declared
with similar remarks in the program of al-Islam, the first name of that newspaper:

“l. The principal aim of the newspaper is to struggle for the procurement of a common
fate. It will encourage the Muslims living outside the Ottoman Empire to fight and get into
activity for the awakening of a national consciousness and the gaining of their independent
governments reminding them of their old liberties and their nationalities [anasw-1 kadime)].
2. Our enemies were particularly struggling to spread [icra] poisonous inspirations in Syria
and to make some ill-wishers [in Syria] an instrument to this vicious [al¢ak¢a] lies. The
newspaper will demonstrate in full blast [biitiin kuvvetiyle] their true nature and eliminate
the misunderstandings.

1 Kurd Al Ibid., p. 107.

412 Artug, Ibid, p. 290-291; in the same place, Artug claims that there was two separate
newspapers established by Cemal in Syria called al-Sharq and al-Islam; The chief author
of al-Sharg, Shakib Arslan refers in his memoirs only al-Sharq newspaper. He never
mentions al-Islam: Arslan, Ibid., p. 169-170: another writer of a/-Sharq Kurd Ali gives the
name of the newspaper, which was intended by Oppenheim to be published as al-Sharg.
He didn’t also didn’t mention al-Islam. Kurd Ali, Ibid., p. 149; all these remarks make it
obvious that, in the beginning, the newspaper was decided to be published with the name
of al-Islam. But later, the name was changed as al-Sharg.

13 BOA, DH.SFR. 517/17, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 9 Nisan 1332 [22 April 1916].
4 HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Griindung eines neuen arabischen

Propagandablattes ‘Esch Schark”, Damascus, 1 May 1916.
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4. It will struggle in full blast to rescue Egypt from the British yoke and being a part of its
motherland protecting its autonomy [as in the past].

5. The newspaper will not only deal with politics. But also it will reserve the large part of
its pages to the scientific, economical, and ethical studies for the training of the Syrian
people materially and spiritually. In summary, it will strive to awaken and strengthen the
patriotism by the Syrians and its youth. Giving the details belonging to the glorious [biiyiik]
civilizational past of the Muslims [Islamlarin] to the people, it will invite them not to
forget their gratifications [/az] and personalities [nefs]... Till now, everybody looked for
their personal happiness outside the country and the wealth of the country was used by the
foreigners. El-Islam will concentrate to disseminate the idea of the usage of the wealths of
the country by our subjects...”*"”

When the war circumstances were taken into consideration, the distribution of this

newspaper abroad was almost impossible. Therefore, the establishment aim of the

newspaper was presumably restricted inside the Ottoman realm.

As for the realization of these aims in the newspaper, according to Shakib Arslan,
when the newspaper began to be published, it was comprehensive and adequate. However,
following the first month of its establishment, the Governmental authorities intervened in
the issues of the newspaper and prohibited the publication of some articles. Secondly, the
scarcity of paper reduced the numbers of pages in the newspaper. As a result, the quality
the newspaper had in the beginning was destroyed.*'® The first issues of the newspaper
aren’t available today. However, the last issues support the claims of Arslan. The articles
in the newspaper rather concentrated on the “treason” of Sharif Hussein,"’ the liberation

of Egypt from the British rule*!®

419

, the relations between the Ottoman Empire and

420

German, ~ the news about the German Emperor and Germany.” The propaganda aspect

415 ATASE Arsivi, Kls. 531, Ds. 2078, Fih. 2-15, 2-29, in Umar, Omer Osman, “Cemal
Pasa’nin Suriye’de Arap Milliyetcilerine Karsi Nesrettigi El-Islam Gazetesi ve Programi”,
Askeri Tarih Biilteni, 2000/49, p. 133-134.

416 Arslan, Ibid, p. 170.

*I7 For some examples, see: al-Sharg, “al-Sharif Hussein”, 22 Eyliil 1333, Issue No:

431, p. 1;

8 For some examples: al-Sharg, “al-Khadifu’l-Kazib”, 17 Tesrin-i Evvel 1333, Issue
No: 449, p. 1; al-Sharq, “Fazayih fi Misr”, 20 Tesrin-i Evvel 1333, Issue No: 450, p. 1;

1% For some examples, see: al-Sharg, “Almaniya wa Uthmaniyyun-I”, 11 Tesrin-i

Evvel 1333, Issue No: 444, p. 1; al-Sharq, “Almaniya wa Uthmaniyyun-I1", 15 Tesrin-i
Evvel 1333, Issue No: 447, p. 1; al-Sharq, “Dzifu’l-Khilafe”, 17 Tesrin-i Evvel 1333,
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of the articles was too overt. Besides, there is much news in the newspaper praising Cemal
Pasha.*!

After the commencement of the Sharif’s movement, the Ottoman Government
established an Arabic Newspaper in Medina like Al-Sharq Newspaper, named “Hijaz”.
This enterprise was brought forward by Cemal Pasha to create consciousness [most
probably Pan-Islamic consciousness] among the people. A late professor of the Mekteb-i
Sultani in Aleppo, who stayed in Egypt for a long time, was appointed as the editor of the
newspaper.**

While propagating about the solidarity of the Muslims on the one hand, the
persecution of the Syrian Muslims on the other, shattered the impact of the Pan-Islamist
propaganda. Rather than convincing a life and death struggle for the Caliphate, the Syrians
inclined to think in this process that Cemal Pasha undertook to eliminate the Arab element

423

in the empire.”” The Pan-Islamist instruments applied to struggle against the Arabist

movement became unsuccessful because of Cemal’s mistreatment of the Arabists.

Issue No: 450, p. 1; al-Sharq, “Almaniya wa Uthmaniyyun-III", 21 Tesrin-1 Evvel 1333,
Issue No: 452, p. 1;

420 For some examples, see: al-Sharg, “Sahafiyyun wa Almanya”, 1 Tesrin-i Evvel

1333, Issue No: 436, p. 1;

1 For some examples, see: al-Sharg, “Tasrihatu Hadrati Cemal Pasha”, 8 Tesrin-i
Evvel 1333, Issue No: 440, p. 1; al-Sharq, “Cevabu Sahibu’l-Hashmeti Ahidu’l-Almaniya
ala Tahiyyati Dawlati Cemal Pasha”, 22 Tesrin-i Evvel 1333, Issue No: 453, p. 1; al-
Sharg, “Bahriyyatuna wa Naziruha”, 27 Tesrin-i Evvel 1333, Issue No: 457, p. 1;

422 HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian,"Die Politik der mittelarabischen Fiirsten in
dem Konflikt zwischen der Tuerkei und dem Emir von Mekka", Damascus,11 December
1916.

423 HHStA, PA 38/370, Kwatkowski to Czernin, “Uberblick iiber die heutige Lage
Syriens und Palaestinas”, Beirut, 16 March 1917.
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2.6.  Sharif Hussein’s Revolt, British Expedition and the new Moderation in the
Policy of Arabism

On 10™ June 1916, the CUP Government encountered with an unexpected

movement of uprising in Hijaz under the leadership of the Amir of Mecca, Sharif

424

Hussein.™ Although they suspected double play of th Sharif trying to satisfy both the

British and Ottoman sides, the CUP leaders, Cemal Pasha in the first place, didn’t expect a
rebellion by Sharif Hussein.**> Because of that conviction, in spite of its disconnectedness

426

with the Arabist movement in Syria™, the Sharifian movement was considered together

with Cemal Pasha’s atrocities, and seen as an Arab reaction to the persecutory actions of

424 Some studies on the Sharifian revolt, see: Teitelbaum, Ibid; Aryeh Shumuelevitz ve
Asher Susser, Hashemites in the Modern Arab World, (London: Routledge, 1996) ; Dawn,
Ibid.

%23 Cemal states about Sharif’s movement that “...T could never have conceived that in a
war, upon which the fate of the Khalifate depended, he would ally himself with the States
which desired to thrust the Slav yoke upon the whole Mohammedan world...”: Djemal
Pasha, Ibid., p. 211; The German Consul in Damascus advises to the German Consul in
January 1916 to take the rumors about Sharif with a grain of salt, since those rumours
aimed at driving a wedge between the Ottoman rule and Sharif Hussein: PA-AA, Tiirkei
165, Bd. 38, Metternich to Bethmann Hollweg (Transmitting Consul Damascus),
Constantinople, 22 January 1916; A repport of the Austrian Consul in Damascus written to
the Germans in April 1915 describes Sharif as the true supporter of the Caliph: PA-AA,
Tiirkei 165, Bd. 37, Ranzi to Burian, Damascus, 10 April 1915; The Austrian Consul in
Damascus states that being kept Faysal in Damascus as a “hostage” provided an insurance
to the Ottoman authorities about the attitude of Sharif: HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to
Burian, “Nachtrag zur Vorgeschichte des Aufstandes im Heddas”, Damascus, 11
September 1916.

426 According to Aziz Al-Azmeh, the two movements were so different that the Sharif’s
revolt “ought to be excised from the chronicles of Arab nationalism. It was Arab only in
the narrow ethnological, pre-nationalist sense”. See: Aziz Al-Azmeh, “Nationalism and the
Arabs”, in Derek Hopwood (ed.), Arab Nation Arab Nationalism, Macmillan Press,
London: 2000, p. 69: for the discussion of the same argument in a detailed way, see:
Dawn, Ibid.
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Cemal.*”’ Therefore, the revolt of Sharif Hussein signed the beginning of a turning point in
the Arab policy implemented by Cemal’s iron fist.

When the revolt broke out Cemal Pasha arrested the people in Damascus, who had
close relations with Faysal and helped him to escape from there. All the relatives of al-
Bakri family that entertained Faysal as their guests while he was staying in Damascus and
assisted him to run away from them, and Shukri Pasha al-Ayyubi with some other Syrian
notables, who were suspected to have close relations with Sharif Hussein, were arrested.*”®
Afterwards Umar Rafii, an advocate, his brother Abdulghanni Rafii, and Abdul Kader
Kiwan, the preacher in the Umayyad Mosque were added to them.*”’

The accusations leveled against them were to make the propaganda of the Sharif’s
movement in Syria. In a domiciliary visit to the house of Abdulghani Rafii, the police
found a proclamation sent from Basra in the beginning of the year 1916, containing that

Syria, Iraq and Hijaz would be united under the kingship and caliphate of Sharif and

7 In a conversation with a German official, Salih Sharif al-Senussi interpreted the
revolt as a consequence of the unskillfull policy of Cemal Pasha: PA-AA, Tirkei 177, Bd.
13, Weber to Bethmann Hollweg, Constantinople, 7 August 1916: Hiiseyin Hilmi Pasha,
an old Sadrazam, thought similar to Senussi. He expessed to a German official in Vienna
that Sharif rebelled to the Ottoman Government because of the actions of Cemal Pasha
towards Arabs: PA-AA, Tiirkei 165, Bd. 38, Tschirschky to Jagow, Vienna, 6 July 1916;
The approaches of the German officials were not different than that. A German official in
Constantinople attached Sharif’s rebellion to the same reasons: PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd.
14, Kithlmann to Bethmann Hollweg, Constantionple, 25 April 1917: the ex-Khedive of
Egypt was not different than them: PA-AA, Tiirkei 165, Bd. 39, Jacoby to Bethmann
Hollweg, Bern, 27 July 1916.

28 The other apprehendeds were as follows: Faris al-Khoury, the deputy of Damascus,

Abdulhamid Pasha, the old brigadier general and the old official for the administration of
the imperial domains: HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Der neue Hochverratsprozess
vor dem Kriegsgerichte in Damascus”, Damascus, 20 December 1916.

2 HHStA, PA 38/370, Ranzi to Czernin, “Kriegsgerichtliche Urteile wegen
hochverraeterischer Umtriebe”, Damascus, 10 April 1917; A German official asserted that
the implementation of those death penalties would increase the passive resistance of the
Syrians against the decisions of the Government. The value of the paper money would
decrease more. The desertions and spionage affairs to the Entente would increase.
Cohabitation of the Turks and Arabs would be more difficult, and the feelings of the
Syrians in the direction of seeing Sharif Hussein as their savior from the Turkish tyranny
would grow stronger: PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Zimmermann to Bethmann Hollweg,
Damascus, 14 February 1917.
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Cemal Pasha would be hanged. A copy of the same letter was found in the house of Shukri
Pasha. A praising poem written by Abdul Kader Kiwan was added to the end of the
proclamation. In a letter of Umar Rafii found in the house of Shukri Pasha, it was written
that the trustworthy persons should have been respected while it was a must to terminate
the rule of the tyrants. The Governor of Syria, Tahsin Bey implied in his report that Cemal
made a mistake by the apprehension of such large number of persons. The accusations
directed to them were the business of one or two persons, who tried to include the others to
the society that they undertook to establish to support Sharif.**

All the apprehended persons were accused of establishing a secret society to make
the propaganda of the Sharif in Syria. All of them refused the accusations.*' But, the
Shukri Pasha, Rafai brothers and Abdul Kader were sentenced to death penalty. Fouzi and
Nassib al-Bakri together with Faysal and Abdullah, the sons of Sharif, were sentenced to
death in absentia. This time, the process was slow and the decisions were not implemented
for the fear of increasing the Arabs’ hate against the Ottoman Government in favor of
Sharif Hussein.**? 70 Damascene had been arrested as part of that investigation. 55 of them

were acquitted including the deputy of Damascus Faris al-Khoury.*

Quite the opposite of
this policy of moderation, as part of the struggle with the Sharifian movement, in the

beginning of 1917, the mufti of Gaza, Arif, was hanged. According to the diaries of the

“YBOA, DH.SFR. 534/1, Tahsin to Talat, Damascus, 18 Eyliil 1332 [1 October 1916].

1 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Zimmermann to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 14
February 1917.

2 HHStA, PA 38/370, Ranzi to Czernin, “Kriegsgerichtliche Urteile wegen
hochverraeterischer Umtriebe”, Damascus, 10 April 1917; A German official asserted that
the implementation of those death penalties would increase the passive resistance of the
Syrians against the decisions of the Government. The value of the paper money would
decrease more. The desertions and spionage affairs to the Entente would increase.
Cohabitation of the Turks and Arabs would be more difficult, and the feelings of the
Syrians in the direction of seeing Sharif Hussein as their savior from the Turkish tyranny
would grow stronger: PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Zimmermann to Bethmann Hollweg,
Damascus, 14 February 1917.

433 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Zimmermann to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 14
February 1917.
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Spanish consul, its social “impression wa unimaginable, since the muf#i... had enormous
influence among the Arabs, especially the Bedouins”.**

Apart from those, Sharif Hussein’s Revolt caused a considerable transformation in
the policies towards the Arabists and the Arabs. In spite of the weakness of a possibility of
revolt in Syria in favor of Sharif*, the probability of the transformation of Sharif’s
personality to a hero, who would save the Arabs from the Turkish tyranny, compelled
Cemal Pasha to moderate his Arab policy and to apply more moderate methods to struggle

436
Furthermore, a

with Sharif in Syria by the enforcements of the Central Government.
disturbance combined with Sharif’s proclamation of himself as the Caliph would totally
ruin the Ottoman general policy of War based on the idea of Jihad and the unity of the
Muslims around the Ottoman Caliph.*’

In this regard, following that it became apparent the impossibility of the suppress of
Sharif’s uprising in the short term, Cemal gave priority to the policies, which would
persuade the Syrians that Sharif Hussein was a rebellious individual betraying the cause of
the unity of the Muslims under the Ottoman Caliph. As a significant step in this direction,
Cemal applied to take a fatwa from the most prominent scholars of Syria, describing the
Sharif as the traitor against the Ottoman Caliph, upon the proposal of the CUP’s Hauran

delegate Wahji Bey Ajoubi.”® At the end of September 1916, 14 Mufti from all the Syrian

34 Ballobar, Ibid, pp. 129-130.
3 PA-AA, Tiirkei 165, Bd. 40, Mutius to Bethmann Hollweg, Beirut, 12 October 1916

436 PA-AA, Tiirkei 177, Bd. 14, Zimmermann to Bethmann Hollweg, Damascus, 14
February 1917.

BT A report of the Austrian Consul demonstrate that Sharif was not far from this
possibility establishing an alliance with the members of the decentralization party in
Egypt: HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Nachtrag zur Vorgeschichte des Aufstandes
im Heddas”, Damascus, 11 September 1916.

% PA-AA, Tirkei 165, Bd. 40, Mutius to Bethmann Hollweg (Transmitting
Hoffmann), Beirut, 12 October 1916; Sharif also stroke a blow in the Ottoman propaganda
in the international area. In an interview given by him to the French newspaper Temps, he
expressed that Jihad that had been dictated by the Germans to the Sheikhulislam in
Istanbul, should be directed to the Turks, who were loyal to the Germans, rather than the
Entente. Therefore, he must be publicly condemned as soon as possible: PA-AA, Tiirkei
165, Bd. 40, Funkdienst [The Radio Service] Lyon, “Die Unabhangigkeit der Araber”,
Lyon, 30 September 1916.
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provinces issued a fatwa loading all the Muslims with a charge to enforce the Sharif to the
right behavior. The text of the farwa was as follows:

“Question: If the Muslims pay homage to a Caliph, and If an Amir from them make a
mistake against that [Caliph], if [4mir] intrigues against the Caliph, in collaboration with
his enemies when he was at war, and, by this way, [The Amir] causes the disintegration and
misdirection of the Muslims, is it the responsibility [of the Muslims] to battle against him
[Amir] until he repent?

Answer: Yes, it is a responsibility. Because, the word of Allah [Qur’an] says that:

‘If one of you victimizes the other, then fight against the one that victimizes until he
returns to the ordinance of Allah.’[Al-Hujura, 9] and,

‘Hold f}gnly to the rope of Allah all together and do not become divided’ [Ali Imran
103]...”

In the same way, a similar text of fatwa was issued by the non-official prominent ulema of
Syria and Palestine. According to the Austrian Consul in Damascus, in spite of the fact that
the fatwa was issued under the pressure of the Government, it constituted a considerable
impact among the Muslims of Syria.**

On the other hand, a discourse was adopted emphasizing the fraternity between the
Turks and Arabs. In this regard, a delegation of the prominent authors arrived in Damascus
from Istanbul to propitiate the humiliated Arabs with the exiles and executions of Cemal.

The delegation stayed in Syria from 26 October to 24 December 1916.**!

According to the
Austrian consul in Damascus, the aim of this delegation was to demonstrate the fraternity

between the Turks and Arabs as well as Cemal’s desire to show his good activities to make

9 The fatwa was signed by the Muftis from the various towns of Syria. They were as

follows: 1. The Mufti of Jerusalem: Kamil Husseini, 2. The Mufti of Shaafiite in
Jerusalem: Tahir Abu Saud, 3. The Mufti of Damascus : Abulsher Abedin, 4. The former
Mufti of Damascus : Suleiman Djuhadar, 5. The Mufti of the Malekite of Damascus:
Abdulbaki el-Hassani, 6. The former Mufti of Damascus: Salih Katana, 7. The Mufti of
Shafiite in Damascus: Toufik al —Razzi, 8. The Mufti of Hanbalite in Damascus: Toufik
Sujuthi, 9. The Mufti of Aleppo : Mohammed el Abisi, 10. The Mufti of Beirut : Mustafa
Nedja, 11. The Mufti of Hamaa : Bedreddin al Kailani, 12. The Mufti of Tripolis (Syria):
Abdulhamid Keram, 13. the Mufti of Akka : Abdullah el Djezzar, 14. the Mufti of Nablus:
Menib Hashim.": HHStA, 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Die Fetwa der Syrischen Ulema
gegen den Ex-Emir von Mekka”, Damascus, 29 September 1916.

“0 HHStA, 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Die Fetwa der Syrischen Ulema gegen den Ex-
Emir von Mekka”, Damascus, 29 September 1916.

1 BA-MA, RM 5/2321, Humann to the Chef of Admiralty of Marine, 30 January 1917.
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the Syrian realm improve.

The delegation visited Lebanon, Beirut, Damascus, Jerusalem
and the Ottoman troops in the Desert.*” They aimed to strengthen the religious ties
between Arabs and Turks emphasizing the loyalty of the two peoples to the same Caliph
and Sultan. In all the meetings organized in honor of the delegation, this basic principle
was strongly emphasized.*** Although Cemal claims that this visit created a good
impression in Syria,*” The Austrian Consul states that all these festivities stayed in the
Governmental layer and the common people remained totally indifferent towards this
organization.**°

The increasing danger of the British expedition in Palestine and the growing
sympathy among the Syrians towards Sharif’s movement as a result of Cemal’s draconian
actions*"’ caused some concerns in the Ottoman Central Government regarding the attitude
of the Syrians. In this regard, first of all, the head of the State Council [Sura-y1 Devlet]
Ibrahim Bey was secretly sent to Mecca to come an agreement with Sharif Hussein
towards the end of the year 1916. According to the remarks of the German Ambassador,
ibrahim was one of the most intimate friends of Sharif.*** ibrahim offered Sharif Hussein a

broad autonomy in Hijaz and hereditary Sharifate to Hussein. However, the Sharif

expressed that he didn’t strive for his personal benefit; rather he worked for the benefit of

2 For a while, Cemal wanted to show the results of his activities in the direction of the

development of Syria to the authors in Istanbul. For a telegram in this direction, see: BOA,
DH.SFR. 515/16, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 16 Mart 1332 [29 March 1916].

443 BOA, DH.SFR. 538/11, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 8 Tesrin-i Sani 1332 [21
November 1916].

** HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Besuche der Konstantinopler Abordnung in
Damascus”, Damascus, 14 November 1916.

45 BOA, DH.SFR. 538/11, Cemal to Talat, Damascus, 8 Tesrin-i Sani 1332 [21
November 1916].

*° HHStA, PA 38/369, Ranzi to Burian, “Besuche der Konstantinopler Abordnung in
Damascus”, Damascus, 14 November 1916.

*7 For a report on the impact of Cemal’s draconian actions to the evolution of the

attitude of Syrians towards a sympathy to Sharif and Great Britain, see: PA-AA, Tiirkei
177, Bd. 14, Kithlmann to Bethmann Hollweg, Constantinople, 25 April 1917.

448 PA-AA, Tirkei 165, Bd. 41, Kiihlmann to Bethmann Hollweg, Constantinople, 31
January 1917.
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Islam that fell into some incapable hands. Thus, Ibrahim bey returned to Istanbul empty-
handed.**

Immediately after the failure of that undertaking, the cabinet of Talat Pasha
inclined to change its policy towards the Arabs to dispel their frustration against the
Government. Talat began to think the ways to persuade Cemal to return from Syria*" since
his name was tightly associated with violence in Syria. It was thought to call him back to

1 However, the opposition of the

pay his attention to the works of the Marine Ministry.
army staff, including the Germans, about the military risk of the replacement of the
commander general in such a critical time with political considerations prevented such a

2y, Kress particularly requested from Enver during his visit to Syria not to dismiss

step.
Cemal by the abovementioned reasons.*> Thus, this thought was abandoned on grounds of
military considerations.

Although the idea of Cemal’s dismissal was abandoned, during those dates, the
requests of the Arab deputies began to be heeded more. According to the memoirs of
Shakib Arslan, after Cemal lost his popularity, it was easy for