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homogenization. Untroubled by restraints of any kind, it now continued behind the
tightly closed curtains of national sovereignty.'

The continuity of discourse and practice of the Kemalist regime in relation to the
CUP regime did not take long to manifest itself. Well before Kemalist population
politics became well articulated and programmatic, ad hoc and pre-emptive deporta-
tions were used to serve the purpose of preventing trouble. Mustafa Kemal, a skilled
and opportunist orator who tuned his words to his audience, held speeches and
harboured opinions that were often mutually incompatible. In his declarations for
foreign consumption, he reiterated time and again that his regime would respect the
rights of the minorities, whereas behind closed doors he actively pursued a policy that
was manifestly different. His reassuring principle articulated to Kurdish elites that
the new Turkey would be a state of Turks and Kurds was disingenuous as well. 104
Already in early 1921, amidst bitter warfare, Mustafa Kemal personally signed a
decree ordering ‘the deportation of the Milli and Karakegi tribes from Diyarbekir
province to Thrace and their homes given to refugees for settlement’.'®> These
policies were harbingers of the future. After his official appropriation of power in
1923, Mustafa Kemal would continue the CUP’s policies of persecution and
deportation with equal vigour and focus. s o d

g@;“’\ b
1925: PHASE TWO

One aspect of the 1923 establishment of the Turkish Republic was the naturaliza-
tion of the ‘geo-body’ of the Turkish nation state: the rectangular shape of the state
relocated Diyarbekir province, formerly a centre of economic, political, and cultural
activity, to a nation state’s periphery. Territoriality and ethnicity were two closely
related phenomena in the Young Turk mind and needed to be prioritized in Young
Turk population policies and éthnic homogenization. Spatial planning therefore
was not only an aspect of ‘modernity’ but, in the Young Turks’ words, had to
‘dismember Kurdish territorial unity’ (Kiirt arazi vahdetini parpalamak).l% The
deportation of Kurds away from the eastern provinces and settlement of Turks into
the eastern provinces was a prime component of these policies.

The Kemalist abolitions of the sultanate and caliphate in 1923 triggered many
different responses throughout Turkey.'®” For Kurdish elites the frontal attack on

% Donald Bloxham, ‘Changing Perceptions of State Violence: Turke’s “Westward”
Development through Anglo-Saxon Eyes’, in: Richard Littlejohns and Sara Soncini {eds.), Myths of
Eurgpe (Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2007), 223-34.

%% Andrew Mango, ‘Atattirk and the Kurds’, in: Sylvia Kedourie (ed.), Seventy-Five Years of the
Turkish Republic (London: Routledge, 2000), 1-~25; Robert Olson, Kurds and Turks: Two
Documents Concerning Kurdish Autonomy in 1923 and 1923, in: Journal of South Asian and
Middle Eastern Studies 15, no. 2 (1991), 20-31. .

105 BCA, 30.18.1.1/2.29.7, decree dated 17 January 1921.

106 Fuike Bulut, Kiirt Sorununa Coziim Arayglart (Istanbul: Ozan, 1998), 185-9,

197 Gavin D. Brockett, “Collective Action and the Turkish Revolution: Towards a Framework for
the Social History of the Atatiirk Era, 19231938, in: Sylvia Kedourie (ed.), Turkey Before and Afier
Atatiirk: Internal and External Affuirs (London: Frank Cass, 1999), 44-66.

Islam was perceived as an eschatological intrusion into the collective identity of the
Kurds, the state, and the fraternity between Muslim groups.'®® A group of Kurdish
clites united in a 1924 conference of a clandestine organization called Freedony’
(Azad)) to discuss the Kurdish issue. During the congress, consensus was reached
on organizing a widespread, coordinated campaign of resistance in the eastern
provinces starting from May 1925.1% Now, preparations were undertaken for a
large-scale resistance movement that would transcend the local and engulf the
entire eastern provinces. The ambitious plan was in its planning phase when,
remembering Mustafa Kemal’s promises to the Kurds, on 1 August 1924 a Kurdish
delegation petitioned government officials in Diyarbekir for moderate claims of
Kurdish local autonomy.''® The government ignored their demands, and distrust
simmered on for several months until the Kurds ran out of patience. A local grab for
power in the small town of Beytiigsebab, east of Diyarbekir, was organized under
auspices of Colonel Xalid Beg Cibrani (1882-1925).*** The initiative failed and its
leaders were arrested. Although at that time the movement was being planned by
the Freedom group, the arrest of Colonel Xalid Beg was the last straw for many.
This Kurdish resistance to Young Turk policies was based on a broad spectrum of
Kurdish elites: tribesmen, pious clergy, atheist intellectuals, village elders, Hami-
diye military, but also ordinary peasants and tribesmen.’"? The leaders of the
resistance capitalized on aggravating grievances as Kurdish discontent with twelve
years of Young Turk rule now translated into openly violent resistance.

The general revolt erupted prematurely in the Piran district, north of Diyarbekir,
on 13 February 1925. During a routine search gendarmes were engaged in a
gunbartle with a group loyal to Sheikh Mehmed Said (1865-1925), member of a
Zaza family originally from Piran and revered sheikh of the Nagshbandi Sufi
order.''® The gendarmes were fired on and a local outburst quickly spread in the
region as Sheikh Said skillfully organized the resistance with the assistance of
experienced Kurdish military officers who had served in the Ottoman army during
the Pirst World War, as well as powerful chieftains of large tribes. His declaration of
war against the regime reveals a complex mix of motives for the resistance:

108 11, mit Bozarslan, ‘Kurdish Nationalism in Turkey: From Tacit Contract to Rebellion (1919~
1925, in: Abbas Vali (ed.), Essays on the Origins of Kurdish Nationalism (Costa Mesa, CA: Mazda
Publishers, 2003), 163-90.

109 Martin van Bruinessen, Agha, Shaikh and Stave: The Social and Political Structures of Kurdistan
(London: Zed, 1992}, 280.

110" Oysman Aydin, Kirt Ulus Hareketi 1925 (n.p: Weganén Wegfa $éx Seid, 1994), 50. NAUK, FO
424/261, 44, no. 63, Henderson to MacDonald, 16 September 1924.

U1 ol Beg was a chieftain of the large Cibran tribe and a graduate of the Military Academy in
Istanbul. He had served in the Hamidiye regiments under Sultan Abdulhamid IL, served on two fronts
in the First World War earning decorations and promotions, and after the First World War
spearheaded a Kurdish-nationalist group of officers called Azad? (Freedom). Most significantly, he
was Sheikh Said’s brother-in-law. Cemil Giindogan, 1924 Beytiissebap Lsyani ve Seyh Sair
Ayaklanmasina Etkileri (Istanbul: Komal, 1994).

12" Robert Olson, The Emergence of Kurdish Nationalism and the Sheikh Said Rebellion, 1880~1925
(Austin, TX: University of Texas Press, 1989).

113 See his biographies: Adem Karatas, Ve Alim ve Milcabid ve Sehid ve Seyh Said (Konya: Sena,
1993); 1Thami Aras, Adim Seyb Said (Istanbul: Ilke, 1992).



~ Cemil GUNDOGAN

Tivkive Qt‘yanet VJ‘.\fl N e
Tfslan AR ma!an e zkem |

ENTIYe b Lat Oql : ! L
- 'p lk' Ne ?%5 Q&,’?




! ST ke

| - METIN TOKER

YAZARIN DIGER ESERLERI :

Vadim o kadar yesildi ki. (Terciime - Tiikenmistir) ' ‘ »

Bir diktatoriin iktidar yolu (Hitler) E Y H S A I T
Ismet Pagayla 10 yid  (Cilt I ::mm-wmu(fﬂ%M\\\g, ) _ ’
Ismet Pagayle 10 il (Cilt IT : 1957-1960) Voo | S Y A N l
Ismet Pasayla 10 yil (Cilt IIT :  1960-1961) | | V 3

Rus geldi aska - Rusun askr baska (Gezi izlenimleri)

Turkiye Diyanet Vakh ,
n | ’ Islam Arasturmalary 'Merkez
L N | | | | VLitphanest

Demirbas Mo 442346
— 1 056.0%12
‘ SEV.S.

Tasnif No

T

AKiS YAYINLARI

Kapak Kompozisyonu: Cemil Unliitiirk

it lecees 1765




" {LKE YAYINLARI
1

Kitabin Adi
ADIM SEYH SAID
" Yazar
ILHAMI ARAS
" Kapak
RAMAZAN ERKUT
Dizgi
{LKE DIZGi
Baslu
KEREM MATBAACILIK
Birinci Baskt
OCAK 1992/ISTANBUL

Tkinci Basht

OCAK 1994/iISTANBUL

'ADIM SEYH SAf

ILHAMI ARAS

Tirkiye Diyanet Vakft
Isiam Arastirmalarn Merkezt
Kitiphanesi

Demirbag No: 1 34 ’%{;)c}
L wnif No- . g’;}ﬁ’»*&%‘gﬁ
) gridi [+ {/\ ;?{L} a ;:}

[LKE YAYIN LARI
Selman-1 Pak Cd. 162/4 (81130) Uskidar-1st. Tel: 341 15 88
“ 7_@};%1};3‘{7\41@51: P.K. 117 (81130) Uskiidar-Ist.




Dr. Hayit bu eseri ile kolonial halklar hayatinda benzeri olmayan, fakat
Tiirkistan’da devam eden biiyiik miicadele tarihi igin bir temel kurmustur.
Miiellifin ve bizim de arzumuz, gelecekte 16 yillik miicadelenin ¢ok mik-
tarda ciltleri dolduran tarihini yazmaktir.

Eserin Tirkge, ingﬂizce, Fransizca, Arapga, Rusga ve Tirk sivelerinde
yaymlanmas: igin ihtiyag bityliktiir. Bu gekilde Tiirkistan istiklali igin can
veren 3.7 milyondan fazla Tark-Misliiman gehihidinin ruhunu yagatabile-
cegiz ve aymi zamanda Sovyet Rusya ve komiinizm rejiminin vahsgiliklerini
daha fazlasiyla ogrenebilecegiz. Sunu da kaydetmek gerekiyor ki, Tiirkis-
tan’daki 17 yilbik (1917-1934 yillarindaki) milli hiirriyet savaslari, komii-
nizmin Afganistan, fran, Hindistan ve Dogu Turkistan’a silaldar ve pro-
pagandalar yoluyla girmesine imkan vermemigtir.

Dr.  Hayit eserinin sonunda, "Eylil-Ekim aylart 1991'de Tiirkistan’'daki
Sovyet Cunthuriyetleri-Kazakistan, Kirgizistan, Ozbekistan, Tacikistan ve Tiirk-
menistanmn bagumsiz devletler olarak ildn ediligi, Tiirkistanhlar'm gegmisteki milli
miicadelesinin neticesidir” diye yazmgtir (S. 422). Bagimsiz devletlerin siyasi
ve ilmi hadimleri, “Basmagilik” gibi, biiyiikk milli miicadele tarihini, eski
devirde oldugu gibi boyamadan, tarihi hiiccetler esasmda yazmalarn ve
yaywnlamalar: i¢in kendi halklari kargisinda gorevleridir. Bagimsizhik, “Gok-
ter tesadiifer indi” denilen hayal olamaz. Milli istiklal igin can verenlerin
ve onlardan kalan ruhi mirasi bu ginkii bagimsizli1 ortaya ¢ikarmugtir.
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KIiTAP TANITMA

Tiirk Diinyast Arastirmalar: Vakfi

SEYH SAIT KONUSUNDA YENI BIR YAYIN YAPILDI

Tiirk Kiiltiirii Arastirma Enstitiisii yazarlarindan Dr. Yasar
KALAFAT 1n “Sark Meselesi Seyh Sait Olayi, Karakteri Déne-
mindeld I¢ ve s Olaylar” ismi ile yeni bir eseri yaymland.

Eser; Onséz, Giris (Olay Bolgesinin Etnik Tarihi, olay Bolgesinin etnik
kimligi, Muhalefetin ortaya ¢ikigi, Terdkki Perver Cumhuriyet Firkasi'run
kurulmasi, Halit Paga Olay1) Seyh Sait Ayaklanmas: (Seyh Sait ve Kisiligi,
Seyh Sait Ayaklanmasinda rol oynayan bdliicii organizasyonlar, Seyh Sait
Ayaklanmasinda rol oynayan Gizli Orgﬁt Azadi, Azadi-Hoybun iligkileri,
fhsan Nuri olayi, Seyh Sait Ayaklanmasimin Baglamasi:, Hitkiimetin aldigs
tedbirler, Indénit Hitkiimeti’ nin Kurulmasi, Takrir-i Siitkéin Kanunu, Tenkil
Harekati ve asilerin sonu) Seyh Sait Ayaklanmasin Karakteri (Isyanda
ingﬂtere Faktéria ve Musul Meselesi, isyanda rol oynayan Sosyal, Ideolojik,
Kiiltiirel ve Dini faktdrler, olaya konulan teghisler, olaya Dini gevrelerin
bakis acis1 olaya Marksist gevrelerin bakig agisi, Said-i Nursi, Kiirtgiilitk
ve Seyh Sait olay:, Atatiirk, Kiirt¢ii Hareket ve Seyh Sait Olayr) ve sonug
béliimlerinden meydana gelmistir. Ayrica eserde, 220 kadar yararlanilan
kaynagin kiinyesi verilmektedir. Eserde ismi gecen 400 kadar gahis kak-
kinda tanitict bilgi veren bir béliim eklenmis ve indeksten sonra tamtim
yapilan saluslardan 35 sahsin resmi verilmigtir.
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Pannée 1769, barré) qu’il venait de remplir. Le travail de cet ambassa-
deur semblerait dispenser son successeur de la méme tiche mais
(comme, barré) les instructions remises au Chevalier de Saint Priest lui
prescrivent d’envoyer 4 Sa Majesté des relations exactes qui fassent
connaitre I'etat actuel de PEmpire ottoman tant intérieur qu’extérieur, il
(juge nécessaire, barré) croit devoir former un mémoire préliminaire de
ses observations a cet égard, réservant a un second mémoire le récit des
faits et le compte de sa conduite depuis son arrivée» (f° 28 ro).

En conclusion, le Chevalier de Saint Priest écrit:

«Le Chevalier de Saint Priest sent combien ce court exposé laisse de
choses a désirer mais il n’a pas prétendu former un corps complet
d’observations sur le gouvernement turc. il prend la liberté de représen-
ter de nouveau au Roi qu’il s'est réduit d saisir dans ce mémoire
préliminaire la situation actuelle (du gouvernement et des peuples sur les
points ou, barré) de 'empire ottoman, les objets qui lui ont paru changé
de nature ou n’avoir pas été remarqués jusqu’a présent. Dans ce travail
fait a la hate, il a moins consulté ses forces que son obéissance aux
ordres de Sa Majesté» (f° 48 r°).

Le texte est par ailleurs quasi identique a la version publiée par M.
Landau. Il convient simplement de relever les divergences suivantes:
Landau, p. 136, I. 2, «ces princes chefs des hordes softes»

Mss. «hordes scythes».

Landau, p. 138, 1. 5, «a 'age de 5 ans»
Mss. «55 ansy.

Landau, p. 139, 1. 12, «conformément»
Mss. «conséquemment»,

Landau, p. 139, 1. 30, «alternations»
Mss. «altérations».

Landau, p. 139, 1. 38, «premier juge de 'empire signifie»

MSS. «premier juge de I'empire ayant séance au divan du Grand
Seigneur signifie». ‘
Landau, p. 140, L. 5, «dans la capitale»

Mss. «dans Constantinople».

Landau, p. 141, 1. 32, «dans la Capitulation de la ville de Jérusalem»
Mss. un copiste a écrit en marge le texte de la capitulation, * 37 ro.
Landau, p. 144, 1. 28, «il n’en est guére qui puissent soutenir un long
siégen»

Mss. «il n’en est pas une qui piit soutenir trois jours de tranchée
ouverte»

Landau, p. 146, 1. 29, «les nations chrétiennes»

Mss. «les traités des nations chrétiennes».

1iphanete Wavente

Robert OLSON

THE SHEIKH SAID REBELLION IN TURKEY
IN 1925: ESTIMATES OF TROOPS EMPLOYED

In spite of the fact that the Sheikh Said rebellion was one of the most
important developments for twentieth-century Kurdish and Turkish
history?, there are no estimates of troop strength employed in the
rebellion based on archival statistics or documents. In this article 1
proffer estimates made by British Air Intelligence officers in Bagdad and
Mosul?. These estimates were then sent to the War, Colonial and

1 The fullest account of the rebellion are: Behget Cemal, Seyh Sait Isyan: (Istanbul, Sel
Yaynlar, 1955); M. Nuri Dersimi, Kiirdistan Tarihinde Dersim (Aleppo, Ani Matbaasi,
1952); M. Serif Firat, Dogu Illeri ve Varto Tarihi (Istanbul, Saka Matbaasi, 1948); Metin
Toker, Seyh Said ve Isyani (Ankara, Riizgarh Matbaasi, 1968). There is also an account
of the rebellion (chapter five) in Maarten M. van Bruinessen, Agha, Shaikh and State: On
the Social and Political Organization of Kurdistan (Published Ph.D. Dissertation, Utrecht,
Rijksuniversiteit, 1978), pp. 253-406. A more up-dated account of the rebellion is in the
same author’s «Popular Islam, Kurdish Nationalism and Rural Revolt: The Rebellion of
Shaikh Said in Turkey (1925)», in Religion and Rural Revolt, Janos M. Bok and Gerhard
Benecke, eds. (Manchester University Press, 1984), pp. 281-95. There is a more detailed
version of the above article entitled « Vom Osmanismus Zum Separatismus: Religiése und
Ethnische Hintergriinde der Rebellion des Scheich Said», in Jahrbuch Zur Geschichte und
Gesellschaft des Vorderen und Mittleren Orients, Martin van Bruinessen and Jochen
Blaschke, eds. (Berlin, Express Edition, 1985), pp. 109-65; also see Robert W. Olson and
William F. Tucker, «The Sheik Said Rebellion in Turkey (1925): A Study in the
Consolidation of a Developed Uninstitutionalized Nationalism and the Rise of Incipient
(Kurdish) Nationalism», Die Welt des Isiams, XVIII, 1978, pp. 195-211, for an account
of the rebellion prior to the publication of Maarten van Bruinessen’s Agha, Shaikh and
State.

* The Air Ministry files add immensely to our knowledge of the rebellion. They are the
only contemporary records of the rebellion. They were kept systematically and chronolo-
gically by Air Intelligence which 100k greal interest in the rebellion because of its potential
influence in and on Iraq. For example, there are four fat dossiers in the Air Ministry files
that are entitled «Kurdish Rising in Anatolia». These four files are divided as follows.
Part I Air 23/236 has 66 enclosures dealing with the period 26 February 1925 10 6 June
1924. Part 11 Air 23/237 contains 54 enclosures and deals with the period 18 June 1925 10
9 September 1925. Part 11l 23/238 has 101 enclosures and deals with the period |5
September 1925 to 15 April 1926. Part IV Air 23/239 has 83 enclosures and covers the
period 15 April 1926 to 3 January 1927. All of the documents in these files are virtual
goldmines in terms of the Turkish military operations against Sheikh Said. Air 23/333;



925 yilinda baglayan ve ayni yil igerisinde
bastirtlan Seyh Sait Ayaklanmasi, Tiirk si-
yasal yasaminda sik¢a tartigilan, degisik ke-
simler i¢in farkli anlama ve &neme sahip tarihi bir
olay olmustur. Ayaklanmanin tanimlanmasinda ve
yorumlanmasinda farkli gériislerin oldugu bilinmekte-
dir. Bu gériislerin tek ortak noktast, her kesimin olayi
kendi bakis agis1 ile gormek istemesi ve sunmasindan
kaynaklanan taraflilik ve eksiklik olmustur. Ayaklan-
ma, laikler ve Kemalistler tarafindan Naksibendilik,
gericilik, ve Ingiliz kiskirtmasi, Kiirt milliyetcileri ta-
rafindan ulusal kurtulug hareketi, islami kesim tara-
findan ise geriat savast ve Hilafeti gerl getirme
seklinde tanimlanmakta ve bu itibarla da 'gecmiy’, gii-
niimiiziin siyasal mﬁcadfele perspektifinden yeniden
kurgulanmig olmaktadir.

Sevh Sait ayaklanmasinin boyutunu ve muhtevasin; .

anlamak igin, dénemin iginde b lundugu siyasi orta-
ma, Kiirt lider ve aydin profiline ve daha da énemlisi
Kiirtlerin eski merkez Osmanh Imparatorlugu ile olan

eklemlenme iligkisinin yeni merkez Tiirkiye Cumhuri- -

yeti ile nasil yeniden kurulduguna bakmak gerekir.
Imparatorlugun son yillarinda yasanan doniigiim sira-
sinda geligen milliyetgilik hareketlerinden etkilenen
Kiirt milli-yetciligi, Kiirt toplumunda yanki bulama-
mus, fakat medreseler ve Naksibendi tarikat: gibi ge-
leneksel ve dini orgiitlenmeler ile ittifak yapinca Or-
giitlenme ve taban bulmakta giicliik cekmemistir. Dinj
orgiitlenme icin yapilmasi gereken en onemli tesbit,
1850'lerden sonra baglayan ve imparatorlugun dagil-
ma siirecinde olgunluk dénemini yasayan Kiirt medre-
se geleneginde gergeklesen reform sonucunda, Naksi-
bendi - tarikatinin Kiirdistan'daki toplumsal
orgiitlenmede oldukga etkin olan Kadiri tarikatini za-
yiflatmasi ve Kiirtler arasinda asiretler-iistii bir birlik-
telifi saglayarak siyasal yagamda etkinligini artirma-
sidur.

Naksibendi Tarikatimn Kiirdistan'da Gelisimi:

Nakgibendilik, Seyh Sait Ayaklanmasina kadar olan
dénem iginde, Kiirdistan'in toplumsal yasaminda mer-
kezi idarenin yanibasinda ikinci bir giic haline geldi
ve hatta bazi durumlarda merkezin etkinliginin {istiin-
de bir giice ulasti. Naksibendiligin toplumsal 6rgiit-

e —

lenmedeki éneminin bunca artmasint miimkiin kilan,
Osmanl Imparatorlugu'nun Kiirt beyliklerinin 6zerkli-
gini ortadan kaldirmak amacim da igeren merkeziles-
me siyaseti olmustur. Imparatorlugun idari ve siyasi
yapisimn merkezilestirilmesi cercevesinde tastiye edi-
len Kiirt beyliklerinin bosaltti1 yerel iktidar alan;

Naksibendi yayilmas: igin uygun bir ortami olugtur-

du. Bilindigi iizere, bolgedeki 6zerk Kiirt beylikleri-
nin tasfiyesini hedefleyen ilk kapsamli adim 1I. Mah-
mut déneminde atilmisti. Yiikselin de isaret ettigi
gibi (Yiksel, 1993), uygulamaya konan merkeziles-
me siyaseti vasitastyla Osmanli merkezi hiikiimet;
emir ve beylerin otoritelefine son vererek Kiirt illerini
valilikler aracilifiyla merkeze baglamay1 basardi. An-
cak bu bagarinin neticesi, yukanda deginildigi iizere,
bir otorite boglugunun domas: oldu. Ortaya ¢ikan bu
otorite boslugu, Naksibendiligin yayimasina hiz katti
ve bogalan iktidar alant bu tarikat tarafindan doldurul-
du. Bu siireg icerisinde, - Naksibendi seyhleri ve mol-
lalarl halkin siyast, sosyal, ticari, miinasebetler vs. bii-

‘tin islami sorunlart ile ilgilenen kimseler haline

geldiler... Biitiin medrese ve tekkelerin (Diwan) Nak-
sibendilerin elinde bulunmasi, Naksibendilige daha
da gii¢ katiyordu. Medrese ve tekke ayn: yerde bulu-
nuyordu, Seyhlerin tiimii ayn: zamanda mol-laydi. Bu
da onlar1 diger yerel otoriteler karsisinda giiclii kil-
maktayd: (a.g.e.,s.55.).

Naksibendiligin giiglenmesiyle birlikte Osmanli mer-
kezilesmesine karst gelisen Kiirt direnisinin nderligi
de bu tarikatin eline gecti. Naksibendiligin énderligin-
de gelisen Kiirt direnisi zaman zaman biiyiik 6lgekli
ayaklanmalara doniigtii. Bu ayaklanmalarin en 6nemli-
lerinden birisi de, bir naksibendi seyhi olan Seyh
Ubeydullah' in 6nderlik ettigi ayaklanma oldu. Bu tiir
ayaklanmalarin Osmanli yonetimine karsi etkili ve
uzun siireli olmaya baglamasi, Naksibendi tarikatinin
artik biitiinliiklii bir toplumsal ve siyasal Orgiitlenmeye
ulagtifint ve ¢ok genis halk kesiminden destek buldu-
gunu gdstermekterir. Biitiin bu siirec igerisinde, Kiir-
distan'da dncesinde goriilemeyecek sekilde en genis
caplt sivil orgiitlenmeyi gerceklestiren Naksibendi
egemenligi, medrese ve tekkeyi siyasi toplumsal yasa-
min merkezleri haline  getirdi (a.g.e., 5.106).

Azadi Orgiitii: Naksibendiligin onderliginde gelisen
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SAIT MOLLA’NIN NICE'TE Y_'AYIMLADIGI RISALE VE
TAHLILL

Dog. Dr. Mehmet DEMIRYUREK*

OZET

Bu ¢aligmanm amaci Sait Molla’mn 1923 yili sonunda yayimlamig oldu-
gu risaleyi ortaya ¢ikarmak ve tahlil etmektir. Tiirk Kurtulug Savas: sirasm-
da bu harekete etkin muhilefetiyle taninan Sait Molla, Mudanya Miitare-
kesi oncesinde Tiirkiye’den kagmis ve Romanya’ya gitmistir. Roman-
ya’dan smirdis1 edilince Fransa’ya gitmis ve orada "Muhliflere Hitabim"
adli bir risale yazmustir. Risalede Sait Molla Ittihat ve Terakki Firkast ile it-
tihatgth@a ve ittihatcilara karg: olusunun nedenlerini; Ankara Hiikfimetini,
bu hiikGimetin yaptiklarim, Lozan Antlagmast ve Ingiltere ile Fransa hakkin-
daki diigtincelerini agiklamakta ve Tevhid-i Efkar gazetesinde aleyhinde
yazilanlara cevap vermektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sait Molla, Ankara Hiik(imeti, Ittihat ve Terakki,
Tevhid-i Efkdr gazetesi, Muhalifler

THE PAMPHLET WHICH WAS WRITTEN SAIT
MOLLA IN 1923 AND ITS ANALYSE

ABSTRACT

The aim of this study is to reveal and analyse a pamphlet which was
written and distributed by Sait Molla in 1923, in Nice. Sait Molla was an
opponent of the Turkish War of Independence Therefore when the Turkish
War of Independence ended with Turkish victory, he went to Romania.
There were another opponents of the war like him, in Romania. One of
them was Mehmet Ali Bey, the former Interior Minister of the Ottoman
State They argued and Said Molla was deported by Romanian
Government. Later, he went to Nice, in France and wrote a pamphlet about
the other opponents of the war, Tevhid-i Efkir newspaper and Ankara
Government.

Key Words: Said Molla, The opponents of Turkish War of
Independence, Tevhid-i Efkar newspaper, Ankara Government, Ittihat ve
Terakki (Union and Progressive Party)

* Lefke Avrupa Universitesi Tarih B&ltimii, Gemikonag1-Lefke/KKTC



produced a worthy translation as his part in a worthwhile project. The translation
is generously annotated. Himself an outstanding scholar of this period, the bibliog-
raphy he supplies will satisfy the most demanding reader. Will scholarship reflect
this new-found access to Tabari? Will the blanket reference to slave soldiers be
revised to convey the true complexity of the social structure? Finally, will peasant
rebellions, such as that of Babak, Mazyar and al-Mubarga' be integrated in the
social history of the ‘Abbasids? That remains to be seen and that indeed is the true
measure of the value of this translation of Tabari.
DEPARTMENT OF HISTORY, MAHMOOD IBRAHIM
CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY

THE AWAKENING OF PERSIA: THE REIGN OF NASR AL-DIN SHAH 1848-
1896. By A.J. ABRAHAM. USA, Vande Vere Publishing, 1992. 64pp. $18.95.

This book grew out of a series of lectures on the problems of race, ethnicity and
religion confronting Westernizing rulers in non-Western countries, and has been
written with a view to providing some historical background to the Iranian Revo-
lution of 1979. It is based mainly on source material derived from the accounts of
European travellers in the nineteenth century, with some secondary bibliography.
The lack of primary material and of Persian-language sources works to its detriment
from the point of view of the scholar, but it provides some reasonable background
for the general reader. Attention to American missionary works brings out some in-
teresting points, particularly Nasr al-Din Shah’s encouragement of the missionaries’
medical enterprises. In addition, Abraham suggests that the ‘ulama’ may have been
activated partly out of religious rivalry with newly awakened Christian communi-
ties stirred by the Shah’s liberal policies, although he fails to mention the added
encouragement of the Great Powers.

Perhaps because of the type of sources used, a principal weakness of the book
is the failure to see the ‘ulamad’ as occupying a variety of positions, or to link their
opposition to state policies with the discontent of other groups. In fact ‘church’ and
‘state’ were not locked in bitter conflict, but were to some extent mutually support-
ive. The strength of the book lies in its focus on Nasr al-Din Shah, and the attempt
made to perceive the problems of modernization from his viewpoint. The accounts
of Europeans who took advantage of the good order maintained by the Qajar Shahs
to penetrate the further corners of their realm, but who nevertheless censured an
impecunious government for its inefficiency and corruption, have colluded with the
historiographers of the Pahlavi era in underestimating the Qajar struggle for reform.
To some extent the imbalance is being rectified by current research in Persian. This
work is thus welcome for stressing the perspective of an exceptionally able and intel-
ligent ruler, though one who inevitably was less dedicated to modernizing his own
position than those of his subjects and subordinates.

Abraham stresses the duration and tenacity of Nasr al-Din Shah’s reform
programme, pointing out the internal opposition he faced, though perhaps over-
emphasizing the success of some of his endeavours. He covers the Shah'’s efforts at
town planning, as well as the movement to translate text-books to secure the knowl-
edge needed to regenerate Iran and to establish the beginnings of secular education.
He brings out in particular the problems of attracting financial capital to Iran, and
of securing surplus cash to invest in the economy. He reminds us on the subject of
the Tobacco Concession that Nasr al-Din Shah lived at a time when monopolies were
a part of economic life in the West and suggests that he regarded them as providing
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opportunities for the employment of Iranians. He notes the significance of the tele-
graph in increasing the authority of the central government, but over-stresses the
degree of control it gave. The book is indeed to some degree marred by misconcep-
tions and inaccuracies: al-Afghani, for example, is said to come from Afghanistan;
the lives of religious minorities under Qajar rule are somewhat idealized; Fath ‘Ali
Shah, not Nasr al-Din, was the first ruler to undertake a major reorganization of
the army; the Cossack Brigade served one master, the Shah, not two; the Shahs of
Iran were never unlimited despots, they were always bound by the shari‘a and by
many other conventions as well. This brief book is nevertheless to be commended
for its fresh perspective, and it is to be hoped that other works emphasizing Qajar
achievements rather than their failures may follow.

ROYAL HOLLOWAY COLLEGE, LONDON VANESSA MARTIN

THE EMERGENCE OF KURDISH NATIONALISM AND THE SHAIKH SAID
RQI;Z)BELLION, 1880-1925. By ROBERT OLSON. Austin, University of Texas Press,
1992.

Olson’s book centres around one of the most obscure and fascinating events of con-
temporary Turkish and Kurdish history, the uprising of the Kurdish Nagshabandi
religious leader, Shaikh Said of Palu (1865-1925). In 1925 he guided the largest
and most spectacular Kurdish armed revolt of the twentieth century against the
Kemalist Government in the Eastern provinces of the Turkish Republic. As is vividly
portrayed and documented by the author, the revolt represented a very significant
moment in the development of Kurdish and Turkish nationalism. Despite the re-
ligious and tribal character of the revolt, the insurgents claimed to be fighting for
the creation of an independent Kurdish national homeland, thus contributing to the
circulation of nationalist ideas in the rural areas of Kurdistan. In a very convincing
way Olson also stresses the impact the revolt had on the Turkish government’s na-
tional policy of attempting to hasten the process of secularization and ‘Turkisation’
of the country which the Kemalist government had started to implement in Turkey
after the Second World War.

The most outstanding feature of this book undoubtedly lies in the originality
and freshness of thought with which Olson approaches his primary sources, mainly
British archive records from Foreign Office and Royal Air Force files. Besides filling
the gap caused by the unavailability of official Turkish records, this quite exceptional
contemporary source material offers the author an opportunity to open new and
interesting avenues of enquiry. The Kurdish question in Turkey, as widely affected
by the repercussions of Said’s rebellion, is analysed and discussed in the context of
contemporary Anglo-Turkish relations, which from 1924-25 were mainly influenced
by the standing dispute over the Mosul vilayet. Stimulating political views about
the wider international implications are also suggested, although they are not fully
developed. Furthermore, Olson’s careful perusal of British documents enables him
to draw a fascinating and detailed picture of the different policies advocated toward
the Kurds, both by a number of British officials based in Iraq, and in the central
government in London in the crucial years between the armistice of Mudros and the
Lausanne Treaty (1918-1923). This is especially relevant in estimating the impact
that Britain’s Kurdish policy in northern Iraq had on the development of the Kurdish
question in the neighbouring Eastern provinces of Turkey.

Although Shaikh Said’s battle for an independent Kurdistan and its political
implications represent the central core of Olson’s illuminating enquiry, significant
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Ugur Mumcu’ya cevap

Ugur Mumcu, Cumhuriyet gazete-
sinde (2-22 Haziran 1991 tarihleri
arasinda, 21 say1) “Oncesi ve Son-
rasiyla Seyh Sait Ayaklanmasi”
aragtirmasin tefrika etti; sonra da
kitap halinde bastirdi. 18. tefrika-
nin (19 Haziran) 266. dipnotunda
beni elestiriyor:

Arasturmact Prof.Dr. Mete Tungay
Tarkiye Cumhuriyeti'nde Tek Parti
Yonetiminin Kurulmast adli kita-
binda (5.127-142) Seyh Sait ayak-
lanmasi inceliyor, ancak ne Bilal
Simsirin 1975 basum Ingiliz Belge-
leriyle Kirt Sorunu kitabint incele-

~ mig, ne Erol Ulubelen’in Ingiliz Bel-

84

gelerinde  Tarkiye  kitabindaki
Kitrt-Ingiliz iligkilerinin belgelerini!

Prof. Tun¢ay, TBMM arsivindeki
Seyh Sait dosyasint incelemedigi gibi
davanim savcist Ahmet Sireyya Or-
geevren ve 1957 yilinda Dunya ga-
zetesinde yayimlanan amlar ile bu
amlarda yer alan tutanaklarn gormus
ve okumugs degildir Tuncay'n kay-
nakg¢alan arasinda [stanbul Emniyet
Mudiiri Ekrem Baydarmn 1971 yi-
linda Cumhuriyet gazetesinde 10

Agustos -9 Eylal 1971 tanhlen ara-
sinda yayimlanan “Mustaja Kemal'in
Istanbul Eniniyet Muduriydam” adlt
antan da yoktur.

~ Tungay . gercken aragtirmalan '
yapmuyor, her kitaplikta rahatca bu-
lunacak tarden kaynaklart okumu- .

yor. Ancak incelemedigi olaylarla il-
gili yetersiz kaynaklarla kesin yar-
gilarda bulunmaktan da geri kalmu-
yor. :

Prof. Tungay'm Bastirma harekatt
boyutlar: hakkinda yukanda degin-
digim Ayaklanmalar 1923-1938 adls
yaputs iyice inceleyemedigim icin ke-
sin bir bilgim yok yolundaki itiraft
(Tungay, s.136) da bu baglamda
herhalde ilgingtir.

Arastumact  bilim adamlanmiz
bunu yaparlarsa, olaylar hakkinda
yuzeysel bilgilerle yetinip bu yetersiz
bilgiler izerine kuramlar olugturan

" delikanlilari da anlaylsla karsilamak

gerekir.

Once Ugur Mumeu’ ya beni pro-

fesorlige terfi ettirdigi igin ¢ok te-

- sekkar ederim. Ama ben bundan

tam geyrek yuzyil once (1966'da)
dogent oldugum halde, profesorlak
payesini alamadan (1983'te) Siki-
yonetim ve YOK tarafindan 1402

sayih yasaya dayanilarak aniversi-
teden atildim. 1990'da mahkeme

karariyla oniversiteye donig hak-

kit kazaminca da, emekliligimi is-
tedim. Mumcunun latfettigi dnva-
nin dstane yatip, kendime profesbr
stst verdigim sanilmasin diye bu
aciklamay: yaptyorum.

Ben Seyh Sait hakkinda bir kltap
yazmadim. Kitabimda, Takrir-i
Sukan Kanununun vesilesi olarak

_ birkag sayfa iginde (Ugur Mum-

cuwnun dediginden daha kisa:
5.127-136), bu ayaklanmaya de-
gindim. Olaya iligkin batan kay-
naklan incelemis olmak iddiasinda
degildim; boyle yapmaya ihtiyacim
da yoktu. Itirafima gelince, bunun
ayibi bana ait degildir. Genelkur-
may Harb Tarihi Bagkanhgynea ya-
yimlanan (Mumcu'nun rahat rahat
kullandigy) T.C.'nde Ayaklanmalar
kitab1, aym: makamca yasaklanmig

‘ve toplaulm1$ oldugu icin, bir asker

dostumdan bir saatligine odung
alabilmistim. '

Asil mesele nedir? Ben, Seyh Sait
Ayaklanmasimin  Ingilizlerce du-

zenlendigi yolundaki resmi goruse

karsi gtktim. 12. tefrika, 193. dip-
notunda belirtildigi gibi, “... Tun-
cay... kitabinda ‘Hemen belirteyim

e o

e
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SHAYKH AL-ISLAM — at-SHAYKH SAID

to have become at the least the spokesman for the
‘ulam@’, though he continued to consult widely before
delivering his opinion: cf. 1. Mouradgea d’Ohsson,
Tableau général de I'Empire othoman, 7 vols., Paris 1788-
1824, iv, 511-13, 528. On the difficult question of
the status of the Muflis’ fatwis, see Repp, op. cit., 113-
15, 212-21, 279-90). If not actually instituted before
his death, the Muflis’ close involvement in appoint-
ments to the higher offices in the learned profession,
a function which they took over from the kadr ‘askers,
was certainly mooted in Abu *l-Su‘td’s tme, with the
intent that he should take on this fundamentally impor-
tant duty (Repp, of. cit., 293-5). Abu ’I-Su‘ad’s achieve-
ments were recognised by substantial rewards, notably
a greatly enhanced salary which, at least from
973/1566, came to surpass that of the kadi ‘askers.

Further systematic work needs to be done on the
nature of the office in the 17th and 18th centuries,
during which tme (and indeed untl the end of the
empire) the Mufli was recognisably a state official,
having gradually been absorbed into the hierarchy, at
its head, from the previous position of having stood
entirely outside it. He was now frequently, if not
invariably, drawn into the decision-making process, in
which he played an important part, on matters of
state policy such as the making of war and peace or
the deposition of a sultan, not in the forum of the
diwan~ humdyiin, of which, as mentioned earlier, he
was not a member, but through the medium of “con-
- sultations” (mishawere, meshwere). The very much greater
involvement in affairs of state and the consequent
demands on his time meant that the function of the
preparation of fatwas, and particularly “private” fatwds,
a function of such importance in the early years of
the office, passed largely into the hands of a deputy,
the fatwd emini, who became with the passage of time
a highly influendal figure in his own right (on this
post, and the organisation of the Mufli’s deputies gen-
erally, see Uzuncarsily, op. cit.,, 195 ff;; U. Heyd, Some
aspects of the Ottoman fetvd, in BSOAS, xxxii [1969], 35-
56). It might be speculated that this absorption into
the learned hierarchy, at its head, of an office which
had originally stood outside it, and much of whose
ratson -d’étre lay in its independence from the secular
government, had its cost. Certainly in purely mate-
rial terms, though the Mufiis gained greatly in terms
of salary, perquisites and. defined powers, they lost
the tenure of the office for life which the early Muffis
had almost without exception enjoyed; removal from
the office was by now a common occurrence.

In 1241/1826, following the destruction of the
Janissaries, Mahmud II [g2] gave the residence of
the Agha of the Janissaries near the Stileymaniye mos-
que to provide an office for the Shaykh al-Isiam and
his department. The Shaykhs now for the first time
had a permanent location for their work, having pre-
viously carried out their functions in their own resi-
dences or in rented accommodation [see BAB-1
MESHTKHAT|. The diminution of the powers and influ-
ence of the wlama’ generally in the 19th century
affected the position of the Shaykh al-Islams as well:
they gradually lost their influence, more particularly
after the revolution of 1908. The last holder of the
office, the 13Ist, resigned on 4 November 1922 in
the wake of the abolition of the sultanate a few days
carlier. The office came formally to an end follow-
ing the abolition of the caliphate on 3 March 1924.

Bibliography: Given in the article.
. _ (R.C. Repp)

SHAYKH MUSA NATHRI, modern Persian
writer dealing in historical novels. The details con-

cerning his life are at the best sketchy. By profession,
he was involved in educational activities, serving as
principal of the government college Nusrat in Hama-
dan and as Director of Education in Kirmanshiahan
(for his latter designation, see Armaghan [March-April
1930], 73). He edited the periodical I#tifad which was
published from Hamadan in 1293/1914 (Sadr Hashi-
mi, Tarkh-i diarayid u madjallat-i Iran, 1, Isfahan 1343/
1964-5, 46). An article from him, entitled Sha‘r kist
“Who is a poet?”, appeared after his death in the
Julv-Augusi 1968 issue of Armaghan, suggesting that he
died not later than that year.

Shaykh Miosa Nathri was among the pioneers of
the modern historical novel in Persian. His first work
in that genre, entitled sk u saltanat “Love and king-
ship”, was published at Hamadan in 1337/1919 (repr.
Bombay 1342/1924), and deals with the exploits of
Cyrus the Great, founder of the Achaemenid dynasty.
The material for the narrative was borrowed by the
author from the French translation of Herodotus’s
account and historical works in French, as well as
from the Avesta. The author claimed that his work
was the first historical novel in Persian composed after
Western literary models, but Buzurg Alavi has pointed
out that Muhammad Bakir Mirza Khusrawl’s Shams
u tugh@ is earlier (1328/1910). However, as a piece
of fiction, it hardly stands up to artistic scrutiny.
According to the criticism of E.G. Browne (LHP, iv,
463), the book “is overloaded with dates, archaeo-
logical and mythological notes and prolix historical
dissertations.” It was the first of a trilogy; the others,
which appeared later, are Sitara-yi Lidi “The Lydian
star” (Bombay 1344/1925-6) and Sargudhasht-i shahzdda
khanum-i Babili “The story of a Babylonian princess”
(Kirmanshahan 1311/1932). These show only a slight
advance upon their predecessor, and not surprisingly
have received little attention from Persian critics. The
only aspect of Shaykh Musa Nathr’s literary exer-
cises finding approval concerns his language, which
tends towards a simplified form. His works, therefore,
must be judged not so much for their artistic merit
as for their place in the overall historical evolution
of modern Persian fiction.

Bibliography: Mentioned in the text, but see
also ¥. Machalski, Historyczna powiesé Perska, Krakow
1952; R. Gelpke, Die Iranische prosaliteratur im 20.
Fahrhundert, Wiesbaden 1962; Buzurg Alavi, Geschichte
und Entwicklung der modernen persischen Literatur, Berlin
1964, 119; H. Kamshad, Modemn Persian prose literature,
.Cambridge 1966; J. Rypka et aliz, History of Iranian
literature, Dordrecht 1968; Muhammad Isti‘lami,
Shinakht-1 adabiyyat-i imriiz, Tehran 1349/1970;
Yahyi Aryanpiir, Az Saba ta Mmd, i, Tehran
1350/1971-2; ‘Abd al-Husayn Zarrinktb, Naksh bar
@b, Tehran 1368/1989-90; Radiyya Akbar, [ran meni
diadid Farsi adab ke paéas sal (1900-1950), Hayda-
rabad (Deccan) n.d.; B. Nikitine, Le roman historique
dans la litérature persane actuelle, in A (October-
December 1933), 297-336. (MuniBuR Ramman)
SHAYKH SAFI [sce $AFI AL-DIN ARDABILI].
Al-SHAYKH SAID, a monsoon harbour on

the straits of Bab al-Mandab [4.2], lying just north
of the so-called Small Strait on a cape whose high
clifs dominate the island of Mayyin [¢.z.]. This Strait
is also called Bab Iskandar because Alexander the
Great is said to have built a town here. The har-
bour, named after Shaykh Sa‘id whose tomb is found
on the northern side of the cape, has been identified
by Sprenger and Glaser with ancient Ocelis or Acila,
which is mentioned by Pliny, Ptolemy and in the
Periplus Maris  Erythraer, and conceals perhaps some



154 LITERATUR

6nnen wie solche in europiischen, liegt dagegen in der Natur der
xl:/t;;t:rei;dir;(;mdner Archive und kann (ﬁ)em Autor nicht"zum Vorwurf gemacht
werden. Der Umstand fihrt dennoch dazu, dafl die Bemithungen des Autors, c{cn
arabischen Akteuren in seiner Darstellung ihren Stellenwert zu geben, unvglls]tian-
dig bleiben. Was, drittens, die Darstellung der Wlllt'tnsblldt‘mgs- unl nt-
scheidungsprozesse in Grofibritannien und den .USA.betrlfft, S0 ist hier ge egeglb
lich nicht erkennbar, aufgrund welcher Kriterien cxlnzelnfa Ab!a.ufc. ~ etwa die
britisch-amerikanischen Erdélverhandlungen und die glcnghzcmg in den USA
gefihrie Debatte — sehr ausfiihrlich dargestelit werd(in, wahfend es an anderer
Stelle bei einem fliichtigen Hinweis auf wichtige Vorginge bleibt: Der R(;)zgqseﬁt
hitte beispielsweise gern mehr Gber die nur.nebens“atzl'lch eljwah{lt.en th;sgé
iranischen Verhandlungen Gber eine Entschadigung fiir die nationalisierte
er%};rrex;nor ist, viertens und zuletzt, seinen Lc.sem kein leichter Partner. Obgleich
er gelegentich Namen und Daten einstreut, die er Darstell.ung und Argumenta-
tion allenfalls von nebensichlicher Bedeutung sind, ’ve.rzxchtet er an anderen
Stellen auf notwendige Erliuterungen. So wird zum Belfplcl L'cs-crn des vorllcgen-
den Bandes daraus nicht klar, um was es sich bei dem .hauﬁg zitierten ,,Red-Lfne-
Abkommen’’ oder dem ,,Achnacarry-Kartell’’” eigentlich ha.ndclt.. Zum Redz-Lme-
Abkommen zumindest findet der Leser im ersten Band Hmwe.lse (S. 38)." Zum
Inhalt des Achnacarry-Markikartells europaischer und amerikanischer Olkon-
zerne fehlen aber auch dort nihere Erlauterungen.

Volker Perthes, Moers

Robert Olson: The Emergence of Kurdish Natio'nalisrfl an'd
the Sheikh Said Rebellion, 1880~ 1925, Austin: Universi-
ty of Texas Press, 1989, XIX, 229 p. § 35, -.

There can be no doubt that the most important prol?lfzm facing both ‘popul'auo.n
and policy makers in the Republic of Turkey is the position of the .Khu_rdlsh.n.unonfi
ty. One fifth to one quarter of the population of T.u.rkey 1s Kurdish in orxg‘;? axll]
of this population of between twelve and fifteen million, a large part, possibly ]t. e
majority, no longer lives in the mountains and yalleys of.South-Easter_n An:flto ia,
but in the fast-growing cities of the West. Ever since t.he nineteen twenties .thlS part
of the population has been denied cultural anq pol}tncal expression of its ld(':{‘ltltl)('.

These last few years there have been increasing signs that more and more Tur f
are prepared to face the issue of nationality arjd recolgmzc'lhat Turkey lsjla:'zt‘ate;o'n
sisting of (mainly) Turks and Kurds. Dogu Peringek s pC.I‘lOdlC‘a! 7 'mle} ‘ qﬁn{
(which has been closed down several times) and the pubhcatlons'ol.lsmall’ Besik «:il
have drawn attention to the way the Kurds have been'trcat.ed wnthl‘n the Iurkgs h
nation state and to the suppression of Kurdish national identity, and in the Turk.lsh
National Assembly a party has been formed (the HEP), whose programme gon’;lsts
almost exclusively of putting the Kurdish question on the pglltlcal ag(?nda in Tur-
key. While the great majority of public opinion in Turkey rejects the violent means

2 Vgl. etwas ausfihrlicher auch: Helmut Mejcher: Imperial Quest for Oil. Iraq
1910-1928, London 1976, S. 162 ff.
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employed by the Kurdish PKK in their guerilla warfare, more and more people
have come to realize that some kind of accomodation will have to be reached, in-
volving free expression of Kurdish culture or even some form of autonomy for the
South Eastern provinces.

Clearly, the growing public discussion of the Kurdish question in Turkey in-
creases the need for scholarly publications on the histary of the Kurds and, especial-
ly, on the history of Kurdish-Turkish relations. Censorship and inaccessibility of
source materials have seen to it that the number of publications on this subject
which are more than partizan pamphlets is minimal (Martin van Bruinessen’s
Agha, Shaikh and State [Utrecht, 1978] still being the most important landmark in
this field). These considerations lead one to take Olson’s new book to hand with
interest and even a certain excitement. The expectations of the reader who has laid
down his thirty five dollars are certainly not diminished by the notes on the dust
cover, which state: ,, This is the first work in any Western language dealing with
the development of Kurdish nationalism during this period and is supported with
documentation not previously utilized . . . In addition, the author provides much
new material on Turkish, Armenian, Iranian and Arab history’’. The author of the
introduction to the book, William Tucker of the University of Arkansas, proclaims:
‘‘Having done considerable research into the background, nature and results of the
Sheik Said rebellion myself, I can assure you that Professor Olson’s conclusions are
new, grounded in the evidence, and very important!”’ No wonder the author him-
sell, who greets us on the back cover, is looking pleased as punch.

Olson’s study consists of six chapters, a conclusion and a number of appendices.
Chapters one and two, largely based on secondary sources, give the historical back-
ground. They describe the development of Kurdish nationalism and the various na-
tionalist organizations up to the Sheikh Said rebellion of February, 1925. Chapter
three looks into the background of the revolt from another angle, describing British
policy towards the Kurds after the First World War. Chapters three and four deal
with the rebellion itself, while the last chapter goes into the international implica-
tions of the rebellion, especially with regard 1o Turkish-British relations, which at
the time were strained almost to breaking point over the issue of the inclusion of
the Ottoman province of Mosul in British occupied Iraq.

While Olson gives us a usefu! blow by blow account of the Sheikh Said rebellion
itself and a thorough analysis of British policy towards the Kurds (both in Turkey
and Iraq), it has to be said that his grasp of Turkish history is rather weak. Iy is
not clear why this should be so, since his bibliography contains most of the relevant
publications on the Turkish history of this period.

The one source one feels he might have, but has not, used with profit is the Zabut
Ceridesi, the minutes of the meetings of the Turkish National Assembly, which have
been published by the assembly itself. Nevertheless, the author’s lack of familiarity
with the period is shown in a number of places. I shall limit myself to quoting only
those major mistakes which can really mislead the reader as to the place of the rebel-
lion in the history of modern Turkey.

In some cases, the chronology is at fault: The final victory of the Turks over the
Armenians was in 1920, not 1918- 19 (p. 27); the armistice of Mudanya (between
the British and the Turkish nationalists) was concluded in 1922, not 1921 (p. 82);
the resignation of Ismet Pasha as Prime Minister took place in 1924, not 1922 (p-
86) and his later recall to Ankara by Mustafa Kemal Pasha in February 1925, not
1921 (p. 88). On 17 February 1925 the Hormek tribes learn of a decision taken by
the Cibran chiefs on the 19th (p. 113); Ali Saip became president of the Diyarbakir
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74 Marco Buttino

23.1In 1897 (excluding Mangishlavskii uezd), there were 5,015,008 indigens and
197,420 Russians and other Slavs in Turkestan; in 1910 there were respectively
6,008,636 and 406,607 (cf. Aziatskaia Rossiia, 194, p. 87, 92).

24.'The natural growth rate that we have applied is that obtained from 1909 and
1910 (cf. Aziatskaia Rossiia, 1914, Vol. 1, p. 77).

25. C1L. S. Becker, Russia’s Protectorates in Central Asia: Bukhara and Khiva, 1895-
1924, Cambridge (MA): 1968, pp. 6,7, 10, 346, 347; E. Allworth (ed.), Central
Asia, a Century of Russian Rule, New York: 1967, pp. 93-94; N. A. Kisliakov,
Patriarkhal’no-feoda’nye otnosheniia sredi osedlogo naseleniia Bukharskogo
khanstva v kontse X1X ~ nachale XX v., Moscow-Leningrad: 1962, pp. 18-19;
B. I Iskandorov Bukhara (1918-1920) gg), Dushanbe: 1970, p. 16; Aziaiskaia
Rossiia (1914), Vol. 1, p. 178; Sredne-Aziatskii ekonomicheskii raion, Ocherki
po ekonomike Srednei Azii, Tashkent: 1922, p. 17, Kommissiia po
raionirovaniiu Srednei Azii, Tashkent: 1926, kn. 1, Bukhara, pp. 149-150, 252,
274, 284 and kn. 2, Khorezma, pp. 63, 74; 1. Vereikis and I. Zelenskii,
Natsional’no-gosudarstvennoe razmezhevanie Srednei Azii, Tashkent: 1924,
p. 72 and others.

26. CSU, Statisticheskii ezhegodnik 1918-1920 gg., Moscow: 1921, pp. 2-3.

27. Volkov (1930), p. 233.
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Foreign Policy of the Soviet Union
toward the Turkoman Rebellion in
Eastern Iran in 1924-1925 and the

Kurdish Rebellion of Shaykh Said in
Eastern Turkey in 1925: A Comparison

ROBERT OLSON

The Turkoman rebellion began in the autumnn of 1924 and continued
until 1926, although it had been largely quelled by the autumn of
1925. The most intense fighting between Turkoman rebels and
Iranian government forces occurred in 1925. In spite of the intensity
of the fighting and despite the fact that the quashing of the Turkoman
rebellion was important to the consolidation of Reza Khan’s power,
there is little mention of the rebellion in general histories or in
monographic literature dealing with Iran.! There is, however, quite
extensive coverage of the revolt in the Public Record Office both in
the Foreign Office records and in the Air Ministry records.? British
Air Intelligence, headquartered in Baghdad, was responsible for
most intelligence operations in Iraq by the autumn of 1922. Most of
the information and analysis which later appeared in the Foreign
Office records originated in the Air Ministry, specially in Air
Intelligence. The major reporters of the Turkoman rebellion were
Major W. A. K. Fraser, British military attaché in Tehran and Major
D. Thompson, British military attaché, Mashhad.

The government of Iran under the leadership of Reza Khan was
attempting to consolidate its control over various tribal groups in the
country in 1924. Military operations had commenced against the
Kurds, Lurs, Bakhtiyars, and most importantly against Shaykh
Khaz‘al of Muhammerah (now Khorramshahr), the Arab leader of
Khuzistan, frequently referred to as Arabistan.

I have no intention here of relating the battles fought between the
Turkomans and the government forces.® The nearly one and a half
years duration of the rebellion should, however, indicate the tenacity
with which the Turkomans fought and/or the inability of the Iranian
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THE SHEIKH SAIT REBELLION IN TURKEY (1925)

A Study in the Consolidation of a Developed Uninstitutionalized
Nationalism and the Rise of Incipient (Kurdish) Nationalism*

BY

ROBERT W. OLSON and WILLIAM F. TUCKER

On February 13, 1925 a rebellion broke out in the Kurdish districts
of southeastern Turkey. Thousands of Kurds, under the leadership of
a Nagshbandi dervish and tribal leader known as Sheikh Sait, took
arms against the recently established Ankara government of Mustafa
Kemal (Atatiirk). The outbreak soon enveloped almost the entire
area occupied by Kurds in Turkey.! This article attempts to elucidate
the causes of the rebellion and its consequences with special emphasis
on its role in further consolidating Turkish nationalism, Mustafa
Kemal’s bases of power, and the development of the new Republic

* Modern Turkish orthography will be used in the text with the exception of the
familar English sheikh.

! The Times of London, March 3, 1925 records the date of the outbreak of the
rebellion as February 13. Kemal Karpat, Turkey's Politics: The Transition to & Mulri-
Party System (Princeton, 1959), 46 states February 11 as the date of the rebeliion.
Because of the contemporaneity of The Times' account it will be accepted. The best
concise survey of the Nagshbandi Brotherhood (Tarikar) is Hamid Algar. “The Nagsh-
bandi Order: A Preliminary Survey of its History and Significance™, Studia Islamica.
XLIV (1977), 124-152. The Nagshbandi order began to expand in Kurdistan under
the guidance of Maulana Khalid Baghdadi (d. 1827) who was born in the Shahizur
district of Kurdistan in 1776 and taught in a medrese or religious school in Sulaymaniya
until 1805 returning to that city in 1811 after travel, study and teaching in Mecca.
Iran and India. Algar states Kurdish adherents of the order have displaved great
militancy and cites the revolt of Sheikh Sait as being an example. but with the caveat
that Kurdish nationalist motivations should not be attributed to the Sheikh Sait
rebellion or similar rebellions: Algar. 151. The authors, in disagreement with Algar.
will attempt to demonstrate that Kurdish nationalist motivations were a factor in the
rebellions of 1929, 1930 and especially in the 1938-1939 uprisings. For example see.
‘Ismail Besikci, Dogu Anadolu'nun Diizeni: Sosvo-Ekonomik ve Emik Temeller The
Social Structure of Eastern Anatolia: Socio-economic and Ethnic Foundations (Ankara:
E. Yaymnlari, 1969), 313 states that Nagshbandi sheikhs were leaders of the Kurdish
Rebellion in $emdinli during 1928-1930. Besikci is of the opinion that. unlike Sheikh
Sait’s rebellion, the Semdinhi rebellions had nationalist motivations.
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While the British had maintained extensive intelligence operations
in Eastern Anatolia ever since the Treaty of Berlin in 1878 and had
several agents active in the area during and immediately after World
War I, there is no evidence that the British instigated the Sheikh Sait
rebellion. This argument seems to have originated with Mustafa
Kemal. Kemal maintained that the British, seeking the oil deposits
of Mosul, had roused anti-Turkish feeling among the Kurds, hoping
to use this as a means of pressuring Turkey into relinquishing Mosul.*
Sait cooperated with the British, according to a similar argument,
because he hoped they would gain control of all the Kurdish districts.
If the British were to become the masters of the area, Sait apparently
felt they would be less oppressive than Ankara. Sait believed the
privileges of the Kurdish chiefs and religious sheikhs, not least his
own, would be retained.®

These arguments leave something to be desired. In view of the
dispute over Mosul, it is natural that Kemal blamed Britain for any
trouble in an area so near the contested province. Denouncing Britain
also was good public relations which could help solidify support for
some of Kemal’s reforms, especially in view of the great reservoir
of hostility for the British because of their activities in the so-called
partition of Turkey and their support of the Greek invasion of Ana-
tolia. Kemal was reluctant to admit that the main causes of the
rebellion stemmed, in fact, from Ankara’s Turkification and western-
ization measures. The abolition of the religious schools with the sti-
pulation that henceforward the language of instruction would be Turkish
was especially resented. There is little evidence to support the claims
that Sait encouraged British rule in the region. The British never
advanced a claim to the land above Diyarbekir, the area where Sait
resided and held sway. Taking advantage of their dispute over Mosul,
Sait may have sought to play the British off against Turkey, and
may have had contact with the British, but there i1s no proof of such

5 Harold Armstrong. Grey Wolf (New York: Minton & Balch, Co.. 1933). 225.
There is a vast bibliography on the Mosul question. Two good recent surveys are
Paul Helmreich, From Paris to Sévres: The Partition of the Otroman Empire at the
Peace Conference of 1919-1920 (Columbus, Ohio: Ohio State University Press, 1974),
Briton Cooper Busch, Mudros to Lausanne, 376-392.

o Kurt Ziemke, Die Newe Tiirkei (Stuttgart: Deutsche Verlagsanstalt, 1930). 291.

7 At least nothing has appeared in published accounts and the authors have not
had an opportunity to investigate relevant files in the British Public Record Office.
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Robert W. OLSON

THE INTERNATIONAL CONSEQUENCES OF
THE SHEIK SAIT REBELLION

The Sheik Sait rebellion playcd an important role in the cvolution of
Middle Eastern politics and history after 1925, especially in Turkey and Iraq. The
rebellion had profound rcpercussions on the domestic affairs of these two
countries! and the foreign policies of several European countries, In order to
evaluate the international consequences of the Sheik S$ait rebellion it is first
necessary to discuss relations between Turkey and Great Britain, the two main
protagonists in the Sheik Sait rebellion, as they evolved after the signing of the
Treaty of Stvres on 10 August 1920 which in articles 62, 63 and 64 had allowed
for the creation of an independent Kurdish state and the international recognition
of Kurdish nationalism. These articles were challenged by the stated objectives of
the National Pact proclaimed by the nationalist forces in Turkey, especially those
clauses of the National Pact which demanded national sovercignty and territorial
integrity over Anatolia, Western Thrace and Istanbul?. This mcant Greece and
British cvacuation of these arcas and Turkish sovercignty over areas assigned (0 a
Kurdish statc by the Trcaty of Stvres. The year 1921 marked victorics of the
Turkish forces over the Grecks and important and crucial nationalist agrecments
with France, Italy, the Soviet Union, the Ukraine and Afghanistan. The most
important of (hese agreements was {he Franklin-Bouillon Treaty of 20 October

1The impact of the Sheik Sait rebellion in Turkey was the subject of William F. Tucker and
my "The Sheikh Sait Rebellion in Turkey (1925) : A Swdy in the Consolidation of a
Developed Uninstitutionalized Nationalism and the Risc of Incipient (Kurdish) National, "Die
Welt des Islams, XVII, 3-4 (1978), pp. 195-211 in which we stress the rebellion was
primarily an expression of Kurdish nationalism as well as religious feeling. Since the
publication of our article, several publications, articles and books, have appeared which
address the Sheik Sait rebellion. The best among these are : Omer Kiirkgloglu, Tirk Ingiliz
Hligkileri (1919-1926), (Ankara : Ankara Universitesi Bilgiler Fakiiltesi Yaymlant n*411,
1978), pp. 253-334 ; Mahmut Gologly, Devrimler ve Tepkileri (1924-1930), (Ankara : Turhan
Kitabevi, 1972), pp. 101-135 and MM van Bruincssen, Agha, Shaikh and Stale : On the
Social Organization of Kurdistan (Ph. D. Disscriation, University of Utrecht, Holland 1978),
pp. 353-406. Because of the varicty of differcent renderibgs of the word Sheik in Turkish,
Arabic and Tarsi, I have used the English version.

2 Kiirkgiioglu, Tirk-Ingiliz, pp. 137-250.
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