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ABSTRACT

EARLY AWAKENING OF THE KURDISH NATIONAL SENTIMENTS IN
THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE (1880- 1914)

Ozten, Sekine
Program of Middle East Studies
Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Recep Boztemur

December 2009, 171 pages

This thesis aims at presenting the historical panorama of the early Kurdish cultural
activities in Anatolia which began to rise as a political subject after the First
World War but could begin to express its nationalist demands after the foundation
of the Republican government. It is claimed in the thesis that Kurdish nationalist
identity as a collective body could begun to be formed in the last period of the
Ottoman Empire when the Empire was in an inevitable dissolution. This progress
in question took its start during the reign of Abdulhamid II, and accelerated during
the Committee of Union and Progress period. Especially after the 1908
Constitution, Kurdish intellectuals have begun to create “Kurdish” publications
and cultural institutions seeking to improve the conditions in the regions that the
Kurds inhabited. These facts lead us to some questions to begin with and this
thesis seeks answers for the following important questions: “By considering the
awakening of Kurdish nationalist identity, how did the policies centered on the
provinces after 1908, influence the Kurdish regions?”, “What is the response of
the Kurdish regions to the new state policies of the period?”, “Considering the
social associations formed by Kurds during the CUP period what were the effects

of them on the formation of a new Kurdish identity?”
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o0z

OSMANLI IMPARATORLUGUNDA ERKEN DONEM KURT MILLIYETCI
HISLERININ UYANISI (1880- 1914)

Ozten, Sekine
Master, Ortadogu Arastirmalari
Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Recep Boztemur

Aralik 2009, 171 sayfa

Bu tez, siyasi bir 6zne olarak tarih sahnesine 1. Diinya Savasi sonrast ¢ikip,
milliyet¢i arayis ve taleplerini ancak Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti kurulduktan sonra ifade
etmeye baslayabilen Anadolu topraklarindaki Kiirt Hareketinin tarihsel bir
panoramasini sunmay1l hedeflemektedir. Tezde modern bir Kiirt kimliginin
Osmanl1 Imparatorlugunun -¢dziilmelerin de basladigi- son déneminde olusmaya
basladig1 iddia edilmektedir. Miisliiman tebaadan ayri, bagimsiz bir Kiirt ulusal
kimliginin 6zellikle Sultan 2. Abdiilhamid y&netimi déneminde baslay1p ittihad ve
Terakki Cemiyeti (ITC) idaresi boyunca hiz kazanarak olusumunu siirdiirdiigii
ongoriilmektedir. Ozellikle 1908 Mesrutiyeti sonras1 Kiirt aydinlar1 yasadiklari
vilayetlerdeki kosullarin diizelmesi cabasiyla ilk kez kendi “Kiirt” yayinlarimni
cikarmaya baslamislar ve kiiltiirel dernekler kurmuslardir.

Tez, Kiirt milliyet¢i uyanisi ana ekseninde “Osmanli ITC yonetiminin, ozellikle
diisiince ve amaglarmi direkt olarak uygulamaya koyma imkanini buldugu 1908
yil1 sonrasi, Anadolu’ya yonelik politikalar1 Kiirt bolgelerinde ne sekilde yanki
bulmustur?”, “Siire¢ i¢inde yeniden iiretilen devlet politikalarina Kiirtlerin
yasadiklar1 bolgelerin tepkisi nedir?”, “ITC doneminde Kiirtler tarafindan kurulan

orgiitler ve derneklerin modern bir Kiirt kimligi olusumuna ne gibi katkisi
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olmustur?” gibi sorulara cevaplar iiretmeyi ve edinilen bilgiler 1s18inda Kiirt

Milliyetgiligi tarihine yeniden bakmay1 amaclamaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kiirt kimligi, Kiirt milliyet¢i uyanisi, II. Abdulhamid, Ittihad

ve Terakki Cemiyeti.

Vil



To My Grandmother Zeliha Ozen
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INTRODUCTION

As it is widely known and discussed, since it has a multinational character, the
Ottoman Empire was peopled by numerous millets and the Muslim teb’a. After
the French Revolution of 1789, although nationalist trends affected most of the
countries, it is a historical reality that Ottoman State had been affected by this
movement the latest. When the nationalist ideas have reached to the Ottoman
lands, all of the Ottoman millets and some Muslim feb’a members have been
affected from that trend and swiftly formed their own nationality. In parallel with
this, they searched for their national self-determination and got back their

sovereignty from the Empire.

In the Ottoman State system, the Muslim Kurds comes after Turks, Arabs and
Persians in the distribution of the Muslim teb’a." They differ from the founders of
the Ottoman Empire, Turks, with their ethnic origin but they are tied to the society
and the system because they are Muslims. The Kurds became the last component
of the Empire to formulate their own identity as a separate community; they have
been loyal to the Ottoman Empire until it broke down. They were not covered in
any separatist plan when the Empire was weakening by all means, even in a time
period when ethno-nationalist statements were beginning to be made and
succeeded within the Empire. As expected, they have offered an opposition
against the unbalanced policies of the government and some rebellions occurred
through the time period but any real or mature separatist nationalist movement is
out of the question until the entire collapse of the Ottoman Empire. Long after,
when the Turkish Republic has been established, Kurdish elites realized that they
had to create their own way as a distinct Kurdish community and they started to
seek its expression in the political realm of the new Turkish Republic by means of
uprisings and armed struggles. It is stated by intellectuals of the Ottoman Empire

that there have been so-called separatist statements being told in intellectual basis

" Henri J. Barkey and Graham E. Fuller, Turkey’s Kurdish Question, (Lanham, Md.: Rowman &
Littlefield Publishers, 1998), p. 5.



in a way but it is clear that there has been no activity related to self- determination
around the societal basis.” As a sum, Kurds could not produce a real nationalist

paradigm except some intellectual actions in the period that is being questioned.

Kurdish society is the first to be remembered when thinking of having no state on
its own in the Middle East considering its population and demographic structure.
The reasons to this fact can be described by various arguments in the “nation-
states” era. Between the 16™ and the 19" centuries, in the period when they were
under the Ottoman governance, they have lived semi-autonomously by also
following a pragmatic relationship with the government. “Statelessness” or “state
problem” has begun to be heard as a concept short after the founding of the
Republican government®, but before that era they were not cognizant of having a

sovereign Kurdish state.

By considering those facts, this thesis analyzes the context and discourse of the
genesis of early Kurdish nationalist sentiments which have emerged in the
Ottoman Empire during the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) era. My
specific area of interest is the early stages of the Kurdish national awakening after
1908 Constitution, which later serve for the separatist nationalist objectives of the
Kurds, particularly after the dissolution of the Ottoman Empire. The exact time
interval I study in examining this issue will be the Hamidian and the CUP era of
the Empire till 1914. I will further argue specifically that the CUP’s Turkification
policies inflicted serious unrests on the Eastern side of the Ottoman territories,
particularly on the Kurds. In the thesis, it is analyzed how the initial waves, the
early awakenings of forming a separate Kurdish identity from the ummah, which
later manufactured divergent separatist Kurdish national claims, have created by
the Kurdish intelligentsia exactly during the CUP period, by using the advantages
in spreading their understanding around mass education, using printing facilities,

forming student charity houses, social organizations, publishing newspapers. In

? Kemal Kiris¢i and Gareth M. Winrow, Kiirt Sorunu: Kokeni ve Geligimi, (Istanbul: Tarih Vakfi
Yurt Yaynlari, 2002), p.89.

3 C. G. Macdonald, The Kurds, p.124, c.f., “Kemal Kiris¢i and Gareth M. Winrow, Kiirt Sorunu:
Kokeni ve Geligimi, p.3.”



the final analysis, I wish to reach to the conclusion if and how those cultural
activities and institutions have paved a way to formation a mature Kurdish
identity after the dissolution of the Ottoman Empire. My thesis question, under
which internal conditions and international atmosphere did early Kurdish
nationalist discourse show tendency to appear in the imperial system and grow up
in the Ottoman State, will also help us in reading and analyzing today’s nationalist
Kurdish statements by giving us some better parameters to rely on. So, I
personally believe that, in order to fluently understand and analyze that prolonged
continuum of the Turkey’s Kurdish discontent, one has to touch upon to the roots
of this dissent and search for the footprints of the issue in the recent times of the

Ottoman Empire.

Moreover, in order to clear up pressing problems of a specific time period, all we
need to begin with is to explain the main dynamics of that time by using a valid
social theory. Accordingly, I guess it would be fruitful to think over the issue of
the early awakening of the Kurdish nationalist sentiments via “nationalism”
theories. Thus, I will deal with the historical survey of nationalism in order to
shed light on my specific issue “early awakening of the Kurdish nationalist
sentiments which have particularly evolved in CUP period in the Ottoman
Empire”. 1 will benefit from the nationalism theories in general. By analyzing
classical nationalism theories, I will decide which of the nationalism perspectives
would help me clarify my topic and while doing analysis on the subject matter, it
will help me to explain the problematic more suitable and theoretical. Thus, with
the theoretical data in hand, I will try to analyze my thesis topic “the awakening
of Kurdish national identity”, and 1 will draw the borders of my thesis with this
theory. It is sure that the problem will become clearer on an analytic basis when
the origins of the problem are rooted to reasonable facts with a theoretical

understanding.

As I read further it became apparent that there is no historical approach
sufficiently regarded on the Kurdish problem in Turkey. Currently, the Kurdish

problem is analyzed without being linked to previous historical events. Besides,



the data that pro-Kurdish and pro-state sources offer is almost distant from
themselves as east and west. It is still asserted by both sides as if Kurdish
nationalist statements were always presented and they were survived with
difficulties from ages and it has the available infrastructure in a Western format to
build a unique nationalist movement, or, it is an imperialist game supported by
foreigners and the actual problem is an uprising of undeveloped “Kurdish Turks”
which is a result of international trends being followed in a Western format.
Furthermore, in the light of documents, by following an academic perspective it is
seen that the formation of the Kurdish nationalist identity has progressed in a
different route than international trends. In other words, the Kurdish people
followed a different experimental path than the other nationalist movements in the
Ottoman Empire while forming a nationalist paradigm. More profound researches
on the birth of Kurdish nationalist sentiments show that Kurdish nationalist
discourse developed by pioneering of the Kurdish elites as a “reaction” against the
government policies rather than being formed gradually after the social processes
like in the Western world. So there is not any internal social dynamic to seek the
national aspirations for creating a nation- state among the Kurdish population.
Any Kurdish social form which aimed at founding its “nation state” is out of the
question in the late Ottoman times. Kurdish nationalist ideology, like Turkish
nationalist ideology, is more like a project being forced to be put in practice by the

ruling elites.

Thus, with the inferences I had about the insufficient sources on Kurdish
nationalist discourse I had to focus more on history and state politics of the
period. T will examine my exploration of the emergence of the early Kurdish
nationalist feelings mainly in a historical perspective because of the lack of
historical perspective on this area in Turkey. That examination will point out how
driving factors and motivations leading the Kurdish nationalist sentiments have
began to flourish in the Ottoman Empire. Particularly the CUP era has attracted
my attention since that time interval was somehow brought an identity making
process to the Kurds for the first time regarding both domestic and international

considerations. Therefore the method adopted my study is a historical one.



In this thesis I aim to present the panorama of the period with the historical
documents other than criticizing or praising Abdulhamid II or the CUP, as it has
largely been used. Native and foreign, the second hand sources will be mainly
used as historical documents. Sources I quote and make use of go back to the
1880s because after this period the Ottoman Empire has gone through critical
cross roads to never turn back politically and socially; there have been huge social

and political changes in the Ottoman Empire.

What I wish to conclude with this thesis is my work will be based on material
facts other than pro-Turkish or pro-Kurdish approaches. Because most of the
sources on this topic are of Russian and European researchers and it is true that
most of those work are generally the claims of “foreigners” since they observe
and explain the facts from the outside. I believe that the problem is solved better if
the questions are treated in a different way than previous works. This different
way includes analyzing the facts in a more historical perspective, considering the
period’s historical events with the understanding of that particular period, while
making use of native, original and concrete sources. My thesis will be different in
this perspective. Besides, in writing my ideas and making claims on the subject,
there is a point which I particularly pay attention to. I try carefully to refrain from
over-generalizing when deciphering the historical events which need to be

examined within their own historical context.

Here, my thesis work is composed of a total of four interconnected chapters.

In chapter 1, in order to arrange the theoretical infrastructure before building the
thesis on it, and since the time period for the nationalist assumptions which paved
way to my study, sticks around the 19™ and early 20™ centuries, I will try to
mention the historical and theoretical developments of classical nationalism
theories. With some understanding of the literature on nations and nationalism,
my intended topic would easily be grasped and elaborated systematically.
Accordingly, I will analyze the historical survey of nationalism in order to shed
light on my specific issue “early awakening of the Kurdish nationalist sentiments

which have particularly evolved in CUP period in the Ottoman Empire”. Broadly,



I will discuss the classical nationalism theory endeavors in three axes as

primordialists, modernists, and ethno- symbolists.

After the introductory “nationalism theories” chapter, in the second part I will
work on the Abdulhamid II period between the 1880s and the second
constitutional period of 1908. The main questions of my work are: “What were
the motivations of the period’s state politics in the Hamidian era and how they
were perceived by society in the provinces?” “What are the politics produced
around the provinces, mostly around the Eastern Anatolia, Vilayat-1 Sarkiye*?”
“How was the Kurdish identity interpreted in that period?” How did the inner
realities of Vilayat-1 Sarkiye had shape the politics of the government, as an
example how did the primordial structure of the area shape the politics on the
Kurdish society?” “How were the inner and international problems of the period
expressed around Vilayat-1 Sarkiye and how did those problems again shape the
politics around the region?” In other words, in this chapter I will explore the
domestic and the international conditions in which the Ottoman Empire has had
and if/how those conditions have led to an early Kurdish nationalist awakening. I
aim to discuss in a broad survey of the regional and international political
developments which shaped the nature and behaviors of the Empire during the
19" century. Historical roots of the Ottoman state and socio-political system will
be elaborated in which the Kurdish population has lived for ages under that

domain.

Accordingly, in Chapter 3, I am going to analyze the period after 1908, around the
topics “the provincial politics of the CUP” and “the Ottoman Empire and the

Kurds after 1908”. In this chapter I am going to analyze the provincial politics

* The appellation of the region that the Kurds inhabit involves controversy. Actually in some
studies researchers (Nikitine, Minorsky, McDowall, Jwaideh, Bruinessen) discusses the Kurdish
provinces as “Kurdistan” but it did not correspond to a historical reality at all. The Ottoman
official documents did not use the concept Kurdistan since it was not regarded as an administrative
unit; “Kurdistan province” was just in use between 1847 and 1867 so as to explain Mardin, Siirt
and Diyarbakir districts. (Simsir, 2007: 50) The term Kurdistan had a geographical connotation
rather than a political one. In such a condition, in this study, by staying loyal to the Ottoman
records, I prefer to use the term “Vilayat-1 Sarkiye” when referring the areas inhabiting the
Kurdish people. Particularly, for the areas that the Kurds mostly populated in Vilayat-1 Sarkiye, of
Arapkir ,Musul, and Van (Kieser, 2005: 63).



that CUP advanced after 1909, the year they totally obtained governmental power.
The politics of the CUP on Kurdish regions region will be the focal point in this
analysis. There have been various changes in the Eastern Anatolia in this period
such as reforms in education, administration, press, and reforms in social
organizations, and in political organizations. These changes would result in a
gradually awakening of Kurdish nationalist identity with the political conditions
of the period. Moreover, as it is widely known, the CUP government, within a
short time- pass, had changed the nature of their attitudes towards the masses; the
policies transformed into a harsh form. Strict and somehow oppressive policies
have implemented by the authoritarian CUP government particularly after 1913 in
the Empire. This harsh approach and attitudes against the Muslim feba resulted in
a crush between the feba and the government. Furthermore, I aim to study how the
early Kurdish sentiments have begun to appear and sharpen with the help of
CUP’s “administrative centralization” policies. Particularly after 1913, CUP’s
harsh Turkification policies surround the conflictual relationship of the Kurdish
regions with the regime of the CUP. The settling of the tribes and the reactions
against this implementation will be worth to investigate in this analysis. So, the
social and the political conditions during the CUP era, their policies to preserve
the Empire from cultural dissolution and to rule the country according to their self
ideals and interests, will be the specific area of interest in that chapter. The
historical roots of the emergence of the first Kurdish nationalist sentiments in the

Ottoman Empire during the CUP era will be analyzed in that chapter.

Furthermore, in Chapter 4, the changes described in the third chapter will be
elaborated broadly. I will work on the Kurdish social and political activities which
have emerged after the liberal phase of 1908 Revolution. I aim to focus on how
those social developments like student organizations, publications, and cultural
organizations were covered by the Kurdish notables brought new to the Kurdish
identity will be analyzed. It will be clearer to see how “Kurdish nationalism” took
its roots from this culture and identity-formation period. Those local activities
show the driving factors and motivations leading the Kurdish nationalist

sentiments have begun to flourish after 1908. These changes would create an



awareness later which would lead to a unique type of Kurdish identity. Actually,
this work seeks to contribute to the discussion of history of the early Kurdish

nationalism on some levels.

Besides, my final hypothesis will be the nationalist sentiments of the given time
period has hold the core of the later separatist Kurdish nationalism, but did not
show us an entire separatist national movement at that period of time. I also hope
to point out the idea that imperial disintegration and the international wave of
nationalism were inherently intertwined and affected to the formation of the
individual Kurdish identity. At that time, which I focused on during the study, the
CUP era, the ultimate aim of the Kurdish intelligentsia was not a separate nation-
state for them but just to inspire their people’s minds, awaken the nationalist
sentiments in the Kurdish society. It just depicts the researchers how the early
nationalist activities have led to a mature form in the future but not at that time.
Lastly, I very much hope that I will be able to look at the history from an
alternative perspective on Kurdish nationalism if I can properly analyze the
panorama of how and at what time the Kurdish population, which constitutes one
of the most populated of the Ottoman Muslims, has begun to aware of their

unique identity as “Kurds”.



CHAPTER 1

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The undeniable fact about all collective systems and regimes is that the main
element of all is human. All these systems, political regimes, and governmental
units stand for the service of human being, so for the society in general. These
units, which are formed for the sake of human so their legitimacy derived from
that reality, appear according to lead the society to create their own system by
their own inner dynamics and different identity forms. Moreover, humans have
formed various kinds of different collective identities in order to distinguish “us”
from “them.” So, they are our identities which determine forming the conditions

of the societies- so the actual formation of the world- we are living in.

In this sense, in modern times, - we may roughly accept that the beginning is in
the 19" century- individuals began defining themselves through the new- comer
identity units such as “nationality” and “citizenship”. In the past they attached
themselves to a more local identity set such as tribe, kin, or religious sects. But in
the modern era, society’s basic infrastructure has changed according to new social
and economic conditions. There witnessed a set of essential changes in the
fundamental principles of social organization passing from the 18" century to the
19™ century; before anything else human mind has transformed profoundly.® With
the changing circumstances, the society had to resign from its old religious and
domestic ties which led it to find a new identity, and it was the idea of a “nation”.
Particularly in the first half of the 19" century the educated classes contributed
powerfully to the nationalism scholarship. The educated classes promoted the

publication of medieval sources of their histories, and they have collected and

> Steven Grosby, Nationalism: A Very Short Introduction, (New York: Oxford University Press,
2005), p.1.
% Ernest Gellner, Milliyet¢ilige Bakmak, (Istanbul: iletisim Yaymlari, 1998), p.19.



edited the documents of the past; the people began to take a new interest in their
own history and drew from it a new pride.” To become a nation, being a part of
this process was an advantage for the societies in many aspects; therefore,
forming a nation and nationalism would be the guiding ideas of the new era which

were being shaped by the new conditions.

With a short time travel to the past, one can clearly see that no concept is more
pervasive than nation in modern social sciences. The concept of nation still over
200 years has a huge academic and intellectual concentration in understanding the
modern social life and its basic parameters. In other words, the last two centuries
of the human history of planet are incomprehensible without some understanding
of the term “nation” and the vocabulary derived from it* So, in the very
beginning, one should prioritize the definitions first. Thus we ought to search and

discuss the question of what nation and nationalism is before all else.

Although nationalist movements have been effective since the 19™ century; the
existence of nations which is the only political unit for nearly two centuries can be
rooted down to earlier times. Nations has existed over time as a result of various
historical processes, so the definition of the term nation has differentiated again
and again in the course of time. Hobsbawm summarizes this issue as follows; in
19th century the word nation simply meant “the aggregate of the inhabitants of a

. . 9
province, a country or a kingdom.”

By the 1920s in the dictionaries it is
basically described as “the collectivity of persons who have the same ethnic origin
and speak the same language and possess a common tradition”. But today it was

given as a “political body” which recognizes a common government authority.'’

7 Hans Kohn, Nationalism: It’'s Meaning and History, (Princeton; New Jersey: D. Van Nostrand
Company, Inc., 1965), p.39.

¥ Eric. J. Hobsbawm, Nations and Nationalism since 1780, (Cambridge; Newyork: Cambridge
University Press, 1992), p.1.

? Ibid. p.14.

1 Ibid. p.15.
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Then, in the nationalism literature, there has been a remarkable analytical
problem, a general uncertainty on what one comprehends from nation and
nationalism. Grasping nationalism in a grand theory and understanding it in the
world of definitions is a complicated task. There is not an actual standpoint about
how to define the concepts of nation and nationalism. Why there is not a generally
admitted “nation” and “nationalism” definition is because there is not any fixed
texture among nations; there is a variety of historical experiences by different
nations in seeking their own path to make their nation-state. In analyzing
nationalism, one should keep in mind that there are different phases of ‘world
time’ for various kinds of nationalist movements.'' It means a specific type of
nationalist movement can not be smoothly used in modeling any other particular
one. Social codes, parameters and perceptions also change from society to society;
so there is not an ideal nation form. Societies diversely use the term “nation” in

order to define and legitimate their actions for an effective political movement.

According to Anderson’s analysis, the concept of nationalism is not easy to define
or explain and there is not a common agreed framework on it since it is mainly
perceived as an ideology.'? All definitions might be partially valid because, each
definition describes only one dimension of history and reality in terms of
providing a definition of nationalism on which all can agree. While it is connected
with industrial developments, it neglects cultural changes caused by
industrialization. If cultural explanation is supposed to be valid, and then ethnic
common sense remains unexplained. Therefore, it is seen that it is hard to reach a
comprehensive definition of nationalism and a so-called “definitions inflation”

has appeared.'’

Although, there is not any consensus obtained among the scholars in the constant

definition of the terms “nation” and ‘“nationalism”, there is adequate data

""" Anthony Giddens, A4 Contemporary Critique of Historical Materialism, (London : Macmillan,
1981), p.195.

12 Umut Ozkirimli, Milliyet¢ilik Teorileri; Elestirel Bir Bakis, (Ankara: Dogu Bati Yayinlari,
2008), p.181.

B Ibid, p.23.
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accumulation on what these notions mean for different scholars. Concluding over
some of those joint values is a common technique while resolving nation rhetoric.
Craig Calhoun rightly puts the basic parameters to define a nation in order as
follows:

1-A determined territory

2-Sovereignty, a formal equality among different nations

3-A superior legitimacy

4-National consciousness and national integrity

S-Participation of the people in collective events

6- The fact that every individual is a part of the nation

7-A cultural synthesis including the same language, beliefs, daily life
practices

8-A timeless understanding that the nation includes all former generations
and next generation which exists with its joint history

9-Common religious and racial characteristics

10-A sacred historical tie with a determined territory."*

All these components for nationhood, based on one of those like language,
common territory, common history and cultural traits, are themselves shifting and
unclear, there is no clear objective definition for the term nation. All of the
alternative perceptions, which also show the standards of the Western type of the
nation, define the nation by its members’ consciousness of their unique

belongings."

A. Historical Legacy of Nationalism Literature

In historical analysis the concept of nationalism has a great role. The historical

product, nation, is one of the most influential identities which became important

in the modern world, in the realms of history and social science. Moreover,

' Craig Calhoun, Milliyetcilik, (Istanbul: Istanbul Bilgi Universitesi Yaynlar1, 2007), p.6.

"> Hobsbawm, Ibid, p.6-7.
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nationalist movement is one of the rare socio-political movements which have the
power to affect all aspects of social life, especially becoming more intense for
about two centuries. According to common widespread thinking, nationalism,
from the French Revolution to the Second World War on, comes first among the
main driving motives which determine the progress of history. Particularly, it was
in and during American and French Revolutionary movements that various social,
political, and intellectual developments found powerful expression in politics.'® In
this particular point it will be more useful to make use of Marxist perspective
while analyzing the historical conditions resulting in nationalism since classical
nationalist assumptions mainly make use of that Marxist understanding of the
world system. According to Marxist perspective, the birth of nationalism should
be sought under the fact that the needs of the bourgeoisie increased after the
French revolution. In historical terms modern state is an inevitable result of
international capitalist production relations and accumulation of the capital.'” As
production means became widespread, it produced its own urban production class;
and this resulted in needs to new sources for production and marketing, it can be

said that this need to continuity of bourgeoisie gave birth to nationalism.

Furthermore, nationalism is certainly one of the most dominant and stabilizing
theories of modern times that directly affects and definitely shapes human life and
the right of self determination is definitely based on it in the 19" and 20" century
political expressions. It was taken as a unit of measure in the new socio-political
platform. Apparently, the 19™ and 20™ centuries have witnessed the spread of
nationalism and formation of independent states in the world system and the “age
of nationalism” have also influenced the collective memoir of humanity form that
time on. As Ernest Gellner mentions, in the past, social status was dependent upon

the family one born to, whereas in the modern period it is more flexible to pass

' John Hutchinson and Anthony D. Smith, (ed.), Nationalism, (Oxford; New York: Oxford
University Press, 1994), p.7.

'" Recep Boztemur, “Tarihsel Agidan Millet ve Milliyetgilik: Ulus-devletin Kapitalist Uretim
Tarziyla Birlikte Gelisimi”, Dogu Bati, Vol. 38, (2006), p.161.
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through different social statuses. For this reason in industrialized societies the idea

: 18
of a “nation” happened to become a need.

It is also necessary to summarize the historical legacy of nationalism in order to
understand the facts in a deeper sense. Nationalism as a leading principle of the
creation of the modern world system has come to scene first in the European
continent. Shortly after the French Revolution, the term nationalism has appeared
and entered the international agenda; thus, nation-states became the leading
figures in the political arena. Besides this, especially in the second half of the 19"
century nationalist movements have affected each other on international basis.
Obviously the 19" century is a period of the fastest and clearest changes in every
area. The most crucial fact of the period is that the French Revolution could
influence the whole Western world because men’s minds were prepared for the
reception of the new ideas.'” Plus, with the direct force of its fundamental
assumptions, the borders of the modern world have actually been shaped. The
map of Europe was redrawn according to the principle of nationality after some

vital revolutionary changes began to flow into social life.

At the same time, the modernization process which begins in the 17" century in
Europe, the Industrial Revolution, bureaucratization, economic developments,
capitalism, class conflicts, creation of bourgeoisie class, and developments in
communication, are the main factors leading the idea of nationalism to grow in
minds and to become widespread through the societies.”’ Especially in the nation-
state period, industrialization has become very important in leveling the social life
up to a new phase. Individuals started to live in industrialized cities without being
a member of a local community; they do not need to feel culturally bonded to
anywhere. From now on the individuals are isolated workers in city life where

there is no local tie. As Miimtaz’er Tiirkone mentions, in this period of intense

8 Ozkiriml, Ibid, p.165.

' Hans Kohn, The Age of Nationalism, the First Era of Global History, New York:
Harper&Brothers Publishers, 1962), p.5.

* Hobsbawm, /bid, p.76.
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changes with the clashing social structures and developing mass media, the
isolated individuals have found a new base to lean on; ideologies.”' In this period
of changes, the new sense of belonging has become the nationalist ideology and to
the modern nation-states, rather than former sacred affairs and ties. Furthermore,
as Hans Kohn has pointed out, the French Revolution had a twofold impact on the
Western world. In countries with old-established concepts of liberty, with local
self- government and limitation of power for the sake of general will, it
strengthened democracy.”” But in other countries, the French Revolution aroused
a kind of militant nationalism. Those alternative forms of nationalism has come
up in various forms, which Smith also called the “dark side” of nationalism, as
ultranationalism, neo-Nazism, anti-Semitism and the like.” There are millions of
examples on how the repercussions of nationalism have reflected in the political
sphere of the independent nation- states system. In this manner, studies of
nationalism, particularly by the 20" century, without doubt has attracted numerous

attentions and those excitedly received by the historians and social scientists.

Moreover, about the origins of nationalism, every author prefers to explain the
birth of nationalism by referring to different historical incidents. Different
thinkers seek for evidence to the birth of modern nationalism in different
historical events. While Elie Kedourie analyzes ideological movements to lean the
origin of nationalism on them?*, Kohn mentions the English Industrial Revolution
in the 18th century™, some authors like Nairn and Smith think that nationalism

results from the French Revolution and American Revolution®’.

If we take a close look on historical development of nationalism by using current

nationalism studies we see that there are three main periods;

2 Miimtaz’er Tiirkdne, Siyaset, (Ankara: Lotus Yaymevi, 2005), p.108- 109.
2 Kohn, Ibid, p.4.

2 Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p-11.
** Elie Kedourie, Nationalism, (Cambridge: Blackwell Publishers, 1996), p.1-3.
 Kohn, Nationalism, p.16

*® Ozkirimly, Ibid, p.31. Hutchinson and Smith, Ibid, p.7, 70.
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1- 18™ and 19" centuries till the World War I, in which nationalism was
actually born. That stage started with the first uprisings happened around 1830s
and extended to the final victory of the nationalist assumption in 1918. It is named

as “nationalist irredentism” phase in Gellner’s statement.”’

2- The period between 1918 and 1945. Nationalism began to be studied in

academic field; the primordialist aspect has appeared in academy.

3- Times between the World War II to 1990s. This was the second period of
nationalism discussions in which the modernist aspect has formed against
primordialist approach especially after 1960s. “Ethno-symbolist” perspective has

also formed.

Beside these three periods, there added another period to that periodization which
is post 1990s period. This period can be regarded further as a step to pass over the
classical nationalism argument of the time period after 1945 after the post-

colonial interpretations has started to affect to the political agenda.*®

B. Different Approaches on the Emergence of Nationalism

As discussed above, there have been many different approaches on describing
what nation or nationalism means, the origin of the idea of nation, and the stages
in developing the idea. It is for sure not possible to have all studies on nationalism
in hand but it is necessary to choose the vital ones and analyze them. In general,
nation is divided into two categories in the contemporary literature: as a collective

consciousness meaning a “cultural community”, and as a “political community”.

7 Gellner, Ibid, p.48.

2 Ozkiriml, Ibid, p.32.
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1. Nationalism as a “political process”

As an example, For Hobsbawm, nation’s primary meaning is political one. The
nation was the body of citizens whose collective sovereignty constituted them a
state which was their political expression.”’ The society is connected to each other
with a citizenship tie, and it defines a nation by its members/citizens
consciousness. >’ Furthermore, he uses the term nationalism in his works as “a
principle which holds that the political and national unit should be harmonious”.”'
The nation was a unique tradition “invented” by political elites in order to
legitimize their power. Policy makers have constructed the nation within the old-
established political units for the sake of political, administrative, economic and
other requirements. In other words, with Ernest Gellner, he prefers to
conceptualize the element of nation as a “cultural artifact”, a “social engineering”
product.’” Similarly, Benedict Anderson regards the modern nation as an artifact,
“an imagined political community”. It is imagined, since —even in a small-
populated- community’s citizens do not know all other members in the
community, do not meet with them, and do not heard anything about most of them
but the total sum image of the community will continue to exist in their minds
and consciousness.”> The very sufficient conditions of imaging the nation have
arisen with the convergence of capitalist system. Especially print knowledge-
capitalism, serves for people to think about themselves and to relate themselves to
others in new grounds and in the long run gave a new fixity to language in order

to build the image of antiquity so central theme of the nation formulation.*

* Hobsbawm, Ibid, p.19.

3% Hobsbawm, /bid, p.18, 30.
3 Ibid, p.9.

32 Ibid, p.10.

33 Benedict Anderson, Hayali Cemaatler, Milliyet¢iligin Kokenleri ve Yayilmasi, (Istanbul: Metis
Yayinlari, 1995) p.20.

3* Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p.90-94.
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Moreover, another scholar, Anthony Giddens, claims that when we speak of
nationalism, we are often speaking of a particular political movement that only
exists when a state has a unified administrative reach over its sovereign territory.
He also presents a statist definition of the nation, described a nation- state as a
“pordered power-container” of the modern era.” A.D. Smith also accepts
nationalism as an ideology and a movement. He argues, nationalism arose in order

to create a world of collective identities or cultural nations.>¢

In one of his studies, as one of the “twin founding fathers” of the academic study
of nationalism®’, Hans Kohn makes a philosophical typology between a more
rational ‘Western’ type and a more organic ‘Eastern’ version of nationalist
ideology that remains valid in the social system. Nationalism is, on the whole,
emerged in a form of civic-territorial, a rational way in Britain, France and
America. This model was produced by the bourgeoisie and citizens live under the
same government and legal codes. However, in Eastern Europe, since there was
not an actual middle class, a small group of intellectuals has formed an authorian
kind of nationalist movement. Nation was seen as an organic entity with a
mystical ethnic core that created the reality of gathering themselves into one

nationalist movement.*®

Furthermore, I need to touch upon shortly to the description of nation in classical
Marxist theory. Marxist understanding considers nationalism as a political process
too. In one of the most famous works of the founding father of Marxist
understanding, Marx has divided the history of human society in terms of class
struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. Since that social
classification has held the crucial position in his perspective, he pays relatively

little attention to nationalism. Through the replacement of feudalism and capitalist

3 Ibid, p.34.
36 Anthony Smith, National Identity, (London: Penguin Books, 1991), p.99.
3" Hobsbawm, Ibid, p.3.

3% Smith, Ibid, p. 80- 81.
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production system, nation appeared as a bourgeois ideology. ** In Marx’s opinion,
nationalism is a statement of bourgeoisie class’s interests. Guibernau quoted from
him as “the bourgeoisie conveniently assumed the nation consisted only of

2

capitalists. The country was therefore ‘theirs””.*” For another instance, according
to a contemporary Marxian, Nairn, nationalism arises in underdeveloped
“peripheral” societies whose intelligentsias “invite the people into history” and
then use their vernacular cultures.*' Thus, nationalism is an internally- determined
necessity for the creation of a national market economy and of a viable national

bourgeois class.*

2. Nationalism as a “cultural process”

The aspect is different for the studies which take nationalism as a cultural process.
As Ozkirimli states, nationalism is not an aggressive ideology which emerges time
to time with intense conflicts. Nationalism is an expression which shapes the
senses of the society and makes the society to give meaning to the ongoing events.
In a society nationalism is a way of interpreting the daily life for it determines the
cultural identity.*® According to Kedourie, who is well known with his studies on
this topic, it is necessary to look for the signs of nationalism in ideological
movements -especially he heavily based his theory upon German Romantic
Movement-.** According to him, one interprets nationalism as a cultural fact; the
nation should be considered as a psychological and political entity. Nationalism is

a statement which develops with the national awareness of individuals.

3% Montserrat Guibernau, Nationalisms, The Nation-State and Nationalism in the Twentieth
Century, (Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 1996) p.13.

“ Ibid, p.13.

*! Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p.47.
2 Ibid, p.70.

® Ozkiriml, Ibid, p.15.

* Ozkiriml, Ibid, p 31.
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Gellner further argues that it is the need of modern societies for cultural
homogeneity that creates nationalism.” He declares ‘nationalism is not the
awakening of nations to self- consciousness; it invents nations where they do not
exist.”*® Namely, a new form of social organization, “dependent high cultures”,
which were based on education, imposes of a high culture on society. So

nationalism is in reality the consequence of that process.”’

C. Modernity and Variety of Nationalisms

“Nationalism is sociologically rooted in modernity’, says Gellner.* Nationalism is
a way of constructing collective identities in the era of modernity in terms of
breaking changes in state’s power structure, increase in economic ties between
states and rising new kinds of communications and transportation facilities.* If
we question to what degree nations and nationalism are modern formations we see
that most of the approved studies in this particular area have asserted that the
discourse of nationalism is apparently modern. Basic political entities of the
period have developed around nationalist ideas shaped by industrialization which
is a nation-state production style. Nationalism, being categorically a modern
phenomenon, has changed through time, in form and content, according to where

and when its subject had been located.

It would be proper and helpful to analyze different nationalist ideologies in order
to understand why nationalism still exists with its importance, and which factors
make nationalist movements to be reproduced over and over. Although nation and
nationalism are among the terms used to refer not to any clearly definable set,

there are various types of nationalisms in reality. As mentioned earlier, with its

* Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p.47.
4 Smith, Ibid, p.71.

*" Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p.63.
*® Ibid, p.47.

* Calhoun, Ibid, p.41.
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modern identity, nationalism has a weighty literature which makes it impossible to
define nationalism with just one general theory. Lots of criteria such as
international and domestic changes, politics which make the nationalist movement
to be approved and spread in the society, traditions, language, religion, and
common history state this variety. These criteria are at the same time fuzzy,
shifting and ambiguous.”® At the same time, again quoting from Hobsbawm,
national identification can change and shift in time even in the course of quite
short periods.”’ By recognizing the variety in nationalism, it is clear to see that
nationalism is multidimensional, changeable, eclectic and able to accommodate
with the circumstances of the environment it grows in. Through different
historical and sociological periods nationalism has emerged in different societies
in different times. In consequence, it is not possible to interpret all kinds of
nationalism by only one common theory. None of the current allegations is able to
explain nationalism on its own, there are different kinds of nationalism on the

basis of concrete actions.

This practical plan mentioned above took place as “nationalisms set” in Smith’s
studies and other studies. Nationalist expression appears in different formats such
as religious, conservative, liberal, fascist, communist, irredentist, pan, separatist,
cultural, and political.’> So, nationalisms are extremely varied phenomena. In
short, as many different authors claim, nations are created by nationalism with the
direct help of myths, national anthems, flags and other nationalist means.
Moreover, it is possible to generally conclude on the fact that nations and
nationalism are modern phenomenon since it is ‘modernity’ that creates the

modern political units in the social system.

3 Hobsbawm, Ibid, p.6.
! Ibid, p.11.

>? Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p.3.
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D. Different explanations of nationalism in literature

As mentioned earlier, the basic questions arising around nationalism argument
and the answers to those questions are various. As an example, what is a nation
and what is nationalism? How does a national consciousness emerge? Where did
it emerge? Is nationalism a cultural organization or a political construction? What
is the motivation behind the fact that it influences people to dauntlessly die for? Is
nationalism a tool for policy makers in order to use the masses for their own

benefits? The claims like those are to be answered by;

1-Essentialist/ primordialist
2-Modernist/ constructivist

3-Ethno-symbolist approaches.

Actually, it is possible to divide the debates on the nature and definition of
nationalism broadly into two parts. The main debates on the impetus of
nationalism and most interpretations on the subject can be divided mainly into two
camps; those are the primordialists and modernists. By the way, there stands
another alternative option in the literature by some authors. Those are the ethno-
symbolists who are standing between the two, asserting a synthesis composing of

both of the perspectives.

1. The Primordialist conceptions

Clifford Geertz, Anthony Smith, Walker Connor are the most important
representatives of the primordialist approach. Particularly, Anthony Smith is the
most popular author in this looking. The primordialist approach claims that
nations have seen since the ancient times and national ties are permanent
identities. The primordialists take the nation as a ‘“given” societal category,
nations are natural formations according to them, nations have existed before and

they will exist forever. According to the primordialists, nations in the modern
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sense are not new-born notions, rather they have perennial character. They accept
that nations have always existed even before the nationalisms and “the age of
nationalism”. They hold their members together in a common ground through
history. Besides all, societal ties like blood tie, religion, language, territory,

traditions provide the continuity and originality of the nation.>®

According to the historians and the politics that played an active role in creating a
national historical past in the 19th century, the only thing needed was to relight
the nationalism fire.”* According to Geertz, an individual feels an attachment by
force to the community she belongs to. This loyalty is restrictive.”> Furthermore,
Geertz asserts that the “given” character of culture is considered inexplicable and
coercive.”® As W. Connor mentions, in the definition of a “nation” the belief in a
common past is necessary. Nation is defined as a community who believe in a
common race, hence a common past.’’ On the other hand primordialists only deal
with the existing reflections of nationalism rather than questioning its existence

and origins.”®

Accordingly, it would not be a great shock for the students of nationalism that all
arguments asserted by primordialists are refused by the alternative understanding,
by the modernists, in terms of the nature of the nation, the time period that nations
and nationhood have actually began to appear and the like. It seems that the
criticisms of the primordialists gather in a fundamental point. According to
criticisms that are directed form constructivists (modernists), nations are not
given, fixed and unchanged entities. Nations are redefined for each different

generation, the borders and content of identities change consistently and the

>3 Hutchinson and Smith, /bid, p.83.
3 Ozkiriml, Ibid, p.88.
> Ibid, p.91.

% Clifford Geertz, The Interpretation of Cultures: Selected Essays, (New York: Basic Books,
1973), p. 259.

ST Ozkinmly, Ibid, p.93.

¥ Ibid, p.75.
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processes in constructing the national identities are “consciously” carried out by

the elites.”’

At the same time, Ozkirrmli mentions, even religion, being the
strictest element of all common values, is accepted to change over time.”’ Attacks
to primordialist look mainly come from the modernist interpretation of

nationalism literature.

2. The Modernist interpretation

The modernist approach explains the discourse of nationalism from a different
point of view. They interpret nationalism and its emergence according to socio-
political changes that is modernism, peculiar especially to Western Europe. In this
approach, the emergence of the nations and feeling of nationhood must be novel
and belong to the modern ages -especially to the last two centuries-. According to
Hobsbawm, who developed a modernist approach to nationalism, there was no
space for nations and nationalisms in the pre-modern ages.®’ Hobsbawm states
that nations belong to a recent time period. For him, nation is not an unchanging
social entity; rather it is a social unit since it relates to a certain kind of modern
territorial state, the nation-state.®* Further, in his own words Hobsbawm claims,
“God- given nature of the nations is a myth. Rather nationalism sometimes
invents them, and often obliterates preexisting cultures: that is the reality. Nations
do not make states but the other way round.”® In other words, it is similar in all
authors in modernist outlook to nationalism; nationalism comes before nations. It

is nationalism that creates nations and governments.

According to this view, nations and nationalism spread with the individuals

getting more conscious by the modern developments. In the past, the factors

%9 Calhoun, Ibid, p.43.

0 Ozkirimly, Ibid, p.96.
! Hobsbawm, Ibid, p.10.
52 Ibid, p.9.

5 Ibid, p.10.
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effective in nation formation do not exist; they appear in the modern world. The
idea of nationalism begins to be accepted as a result of crucial developments such
as capitalism, industrialization, central-state formation rather than monarchical
empires, urbanization, increase in literacy, spread of mass media communication

facilities and printing offices.

With respect to the modernist perspective, nationalism has constructed from
“above” by the political leaders and social entrepreneurs. In modern times
societies use nationalism to progress, as to industrialize and provide a national
fraternity. They achieve their goals by going to their “past”, and vitalizing the
bravery tales.®* Moreover, Hobsbawm states that a huge political movement
occurs after 1780, and the people begin playing an active role in politics. The
involvement of people in politics discomforts the policy makers. They try
different ways in order to keep the society under their control, and harmonious
with the rules. They try to canalize the energy of masses to festivals, sports,
syndication in order to keep the society under control. In Ozkirimli’s words,

“intelligentsia has the power to affect the masses with their rewritten history”.%

As expected, it is hard to determine a single method to analyze nationalism. The
approaches are various. Considering the modernist perspective of nationalism
literature, as an example, Breuilly and Brass take nationalism as a way of
diplomacy, a tool which policy makers use in order to attain their goals.®®
Similarly, Hobsbawm and Gellner think of nationalism as based on a political
formation. They conceptualize nationalism as follows: “Nationalism is the
principle which argues that the politics and nation should be harmonious with

each other”.?’

4 Ozkirimly, Ibid, p.114.
5 Ibid, p.211.
5 Ibid, p.139.

57 Hobsbawm, Ibid, p.1.
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For Hobsbawm nations are “invented traditions” and ‘“social engineering”
products that are produced by national consciousness and nationalism of some
groups. Those traditions are symbolic habits, and when they are repeated it creates
an inherent atmosphere on particular values. In this manner, nationalism turns to
become a collective idea which aims at creating an association and solidarity
between the individuals.®® Gellner thinks that nations can only occur when certain
structural needs are fulfilled —in the nationalism era-. So, it is meaningless to talk
about nations in the middle ages. Nations begin to be shaped in the last period of
the 18th century with the changing dynamics in culture and social structures by

the effect of industrialization.®’

Benedict Anderson touches upon the reasons of change in individual’s conception
of the world. He binds this change to political and economic circumstances like
capitalism controls the publication sectors.”’ Nations and nationalism are special
cultural “artifacts”. For Anderson, nationalism emerges by the end of the 18th
century, after it is created once; it becomes a flexible, modular, and “copiable”
model for all different social structures.”’ Anderson contributed to the problematic
of nationalism with his well known conceptualization the nation as an “imagined
political community”. In this view, each and every nation is a distinct unity, and
not every member of a nation knows each other — even they do not see and do not
aware of most of the other member’s presence at all- but they will live in
something like an idealized ground as if where they were all connected as a

nation. It must be this fraternity which makes people to die for their nations.”

In the final analysis, what modernist critique mainly claims is the central image of

modernization in constructing national images and the idea of nationalism.

8 Ozkiriml, Ibid, p.148.

% Ibid, p.206.

0 Anderson, Ibid, p.51-52.
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3. The Ethno-symbolist approach

The ethno-symbolist account can be classified as the synthesis of modernist and
essentialist accounts in nationalism literature. The ethno-symbolist contribution is
a perspective developed in the 1980s by especially Smith, Armstrong and
Hutchinson. It is a perspective which criticizes the modernist and primordialist
approaches and its main assertions are based against modernism. Ethno-
symbolists solve the nationality problem by combining the two main approaches;
or rejecting the two approaches stating that both have deficiencies. Ethno-
symbolism, which is produced in response to essentialist and modernist
interpretations of nationalism, develops its stance both using primordialist and
modernist arguments. In one hand they prefer to build nations on cultural
heritages that they possess and regard the origins of the nations as always-already

existing ones. On the other, they identify and locate nationalism in modern times.

Ethno-symbolists concentrate on the past and cultural values in understanding
nationalism. They mainly refer cultural statements while explaining nationalism
and consider that nationalism is created under modern conditions. They also assert
that ethnic solidarities, ties and sentiments were transmitted from pre-modern
conditions.” According to ethno-symbolists, nationalism and ethnicity were
prepared by elites and other participants in political and social struggles and this
reality shows nationalisms’ socially “constructed” nature.”* Moreover, ethno-
symbolists claim that the evolution period of nations should be handled in a wide
time zone. The birth and history of the modern nations should be analyzed
because today’s nations are continuities of the former ethnic communities and
cultural heritages in the pre-modern period.” The ethno-symbolist contributions

also mention that myths and symbols coming from the past determine the content

3 Haim Gerber, “The Limits of Constructedness: Memory and Nationalism in the Arab Middle
East”, Nations and Nationalism, Vol: 10, No:3, (2004), p.252.

™ Craig Calhoun, “Nations and Nationalism”, Annual Review of Sociology, Vol: 19, (1993), p.211.

" Ozkiriml, Ibid, p.210.
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of today’s nations and nationalist expressions. Hence, a true way of understanding
nationalist discourse should include a larger time interval. The ethno-symbolists
analyze a large time interval which goes to the ancient history, like Armstrong
does in nations before nationalism in 1982.”° They underline the role of memories,
traditions, myths and symbols in shaping the concept of nationalism in a modern

S€nse.

Anthony Smith is the most popular scholar of that aspect. In his works, Smith has
tried to show that nationalism has stronger roots in pre-modern ethnicity than
others have accepted. He acknowledges that nations can not be seen as primordial
or natural, but nonetheless argues that they are rooted in relatively ancient
histories, traditions and ethnic consciousness. Similarly, ethno-symbolists mainly
agree that nationalism, as ideology and movement, dates only from the later
eighteenth and 19™ centuries, but the “ethnic origins of nations” are much older.”’
Beside the consideration of the ancientness of ethnic origins of nations, ethno-
symbolists do not much focus on the “primordial” antiquity of the contents of
tradition and ethnic affiliations, rather the focus lies in the efficacy of the process
by which tradition “reproduces” and ‘“‘creates” certain beliefs and

understandings.”™

The recent-comer ethno-symbolist assumption on nationalism was criticized by
the scholars from different points of view around some crucial points. Ethno-
symbolist aspect which dominates contemporary discussions on nationalist
discourse is blamed as ignoring political factors in its interpretations on
nationality and nationalism. Traditions, cultural and historical heritages may
constitute the major elements of a determined community but it is also tempting to
say that these ethnic ties do not always result in a nationalist aspiration. As one of
the very sets of social identities and perceptions, ethnic solidarities, political

communities and nationalist formations show variety in determining communal

7 Ibid, p.212.
" Calhoun, Milliyetcilik, p.76. Calhoun, Nations and Nationalism, p.227.

8 Calhoun, Nations and Nationalism, p.222.

28



objectives in the process of social mobilization. These categorical identities which
predominates national identity or a shared culture also do not succeed and result
in creating a nation- state in all cases. As Gellner describes as “failed” or “absent”
nationalisms, there are broadly more ethnic or cultural groups than there are
nationalist movements or states and this suggests that even if ethnicity plays a role
in nationalist movements it is not the ultimate determinant.”’ So, opponents of
ethno-symbolist account mainly assert that referring cultural accounts of
"nationhood" can not always constitute the ground for nationalist claims and an

ethnically unified nation- state.

At that point it is needless to say that cultural identity significantly contributes to
political identity as a founding factor but that cultural identification can also not
serve a sufficient consideration for forming a political nationalist community in
all cases every time. Moreover, ethnicity and ethnic community which are
common unifying factors in modern times can not be required to advocate
nationalist desires. Cultural identity is a political one but desiring a political
sovereignty depicts a different social formation. As the other methods of being
“political”, a unique culture, a determined cultural and political identity, and
organization in social level means being political but it does not correspond to a
nationalist structuring properly. So, all ethno-symbolisms do not put forward

nationalism at all times.

After a brief review of the theoretical background of the nationalism literature,
pointing out what I understand from nations and nationalism, which is the central
figure of the political arena™, and where I prefer to stand, and serve as my
normative standpoint in thinking about nationalism might be useful for the
consistent continuance of my thesis work. After analyzing the characteristics of
the period I am working on, I guess, particularly ethno-symbolist perspective of

nationalism suited more to my study. I do not hesitate to propose a bit which of

7 Calhoun, Ibid, p.227.

% Gellner, Ibid, p.57.
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the nationalist discourses analyzes the birth of early national sentiments of Kurds

and appears as more suitable perspective for my case study.

First of all, I feel myself more comfortable if I can look at the nationalist
assumptions in a critical sense. I personally think that the three axes of
nationalism literature which I elaborate above are actually insufficient in
explaining an “Eastern” social case. They are relatively prone to examine more
Westerner accounts inherently since the processes exposed to the Western
societies differ profoundly in the Eastern side of the world. History flows into a
different direction in the different “hemispheres” and they live in an almost entire
different time intervals. So a western type nationalist interpretation does not suit
to other regions’ case studies precisely. Then, I definitely claim that ethno-
symbolist assumption proves nationalist debates in some angles but it is also
limited in explaining some particular points and cases. Ethno-symbolist aspect
focuses on cultural awareness and national identity in contemporary debates on
nationalism and it has a troublesome course in a way on how it explains the
political identities. Regarding to the opponent scholars to ethno-symbolism, a
crucial point bears in mind if all political communities always transform into a
nation-state form and whether they always seek self determination and
sovereignty. It is well-known argument that some political groups have no
significant attempts to become nations in a modern sense like the Kurdish case
between 1880- 1918. Consequently, national identity and shared culture do not
directly result in a struggle for national identity or autonomy and most of them

failed to compose their unique nationalisms.

E. Best- fit nationalism approach in analyzing the Kurdish identity

In order to make a connection between my thesis and the approved ideas I would

say that in the Kurdish case, the study of the genesis of the early Kurdish

nationalist sentiments in the Ottoman Empire would be best explained by

applying the ethno-symbolist approach. As far as I read regarding my research
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topic, it convinced me to the point that Kurdish nationalist activities can be read
through the ethno-symbolist lenses. Neither have I neglected the assumption that
the sentiment of nation and nationhood is ancient nor the other assumption that
the modern nation forms are created under modern conditions. When we look at
the origins of the early Kurdish nationalist awakening, we see that its’
groundwork is both shaped by primordial and modernist ties. We observe that the
Kurdish intellectuals, who “constructed” the national consciousness among the
Kurdish population, composed their nationalist literature around the primordialist
and ethno-symbolist assertions that the Kurdish cultural heritage was “ancient”
and also a contemporary Kurdish identity was in need of formation in these
modern times. They attributed the Kurdish nationalist sentiments to the 17th
century (those of the Ehmedé Xani’s Mem @ Zin and Serefhan Bitlisi’s
Seretname) in order to prove that the Kurdish identity is ancient. Moreover, the
Kurdish nationalist statements progressed by going parallel to the modern and
symbolist trends’ statements like focusing on developing the Kurdish culture
which later led to a mature nationalist discourse. Undoubtedly, Kurdish
nationalism is a real product of the modern age which has built from “above”
from the ruling elites and intellectuals in Kurdish society. Therefore, for the
Kurdish case, ethno-symbolist account of nationalism literature can be applied on
in some ways; in one hand Kurds look back to the past and Kurdish heritage, on
the other they construct their own national identity with using modern tools such
as the flowing of nationalist ideas in the Ottoman Empire that arrived from the
Balkans, creating national heroic myths, going back to the Kurdish roots,

discovering early Kurdish literature and re-writing Kurdish history.

In the context of different nationalism approaches, one should also search for the
answers of the questions such as how and why the ethno-symbolist aspect remains
limited in interpreting the Kurdish early nationalist sample, why Kurdish identity
did not transform into a Kurdish nationalism or formation of a Kurdish nation-
state in that time period. The internal dynamics of the Kurdish society, as the
alliances with the imperial authority (such as Hamidiye regiments, grants and

some privileges given by the Sultan and the CUP government), religious and
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sectarian diversities, tribal identities, feudal structure, and Kurdish intellectuals’
split from the Kurdish masses in regional terms, were the causes of the late
creation of a separate Kurdish identity and a Kurdish early nationalist awakening.
Furthermore, Kurdish notables’ mentioning of their identity components
respectively as being Ottoman, Islamist, and finally Kurdish proves that a Kurdish
identity exists but it does not have a political content or assert a nationalist
aspiration during that era. For instance, one of the most powerful Kurdish notable
families, Bedirhans, is a tribe, so a political community, but the members of the
Bedirhani tribe did not consider themselves as ethically unified. It was just a
regional Kurdish principality and they did not have a mature nationalist ideal and
they did not pretend to establish their own independent Kurdish state since
regional existing relationships with the Empire and with the regional actors have
satisfied them in maximizing their benefits. So we should keep diligently in mind
the distinction that there appeared alliances, cultural and political activities in the
Kurdish regions but there was not any ethnic reference or a nationalist demand
asserted within them. Thus, without doubt, modernity brings the Kurdish identity
to fore but constructing a modern nationalist paradigm remains a different
dimension and needs some other determinants to be realized in the Kurdish

society.

In addition, in the light of these remarks, we see that ethno-symbolism remains
limited in elaborating the Kurdish case. In Kurdish sample cultural identity
contributed to formation of the Kurdish political identity, but it is also apparent
that cultural identity is not enough in being or forming a political nationalist
community in the Kurdish domains. So, why Kurdish cultural and political
activities did not reach to a nationalist level is fall within the ethno-symbolist area
of interpretation. Why I have to be more critical is because of the reason that, in
the relevant time period there was a Kurdish identity, a Kurdish culture and so-
called social organizations like Kurdish cultural associations and publications but
these did not bring a nationalist demand. These other methods of being political
and cultural of the communities might have been appeared but they did not

correspond to a nationalist presence at that time yet. So we may safely suggest
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that ethnic identification, cultural heritages and even being a political community
do not sufficient to establish a modern nation-state. In academic terms, it is stated

that all ethno-symbolisms do not bring nationalism.

Moreover, Kurdish nationalist awakening began to form in a different basis other
than classical Western-oriented nationalist movements. Like all nations have
historical antecedents81, the ultimate reality in the Kurdish collective memories
and the social system comes from tribal structure. Undoubtedly, tribal
organization has affected the social system entirely; it does not allow the
development of different social classes which later pursues nationalist aspirations.
So, tribal formation is one of the most constitutive sources of legitimating in the
Kurdish territories. As discussed above, before anything else, Kurdish nationalism
arises from the lack of a mature bourgeoisie in the Kurdish society.82 Particularly,
lack of bourgeoisie, and industrialization which are two of the fundamental
realities which result in a nationalist understanding in the society, made the
Kurdish intellectuals to implement the criteria from “above”. Besides, when we
analyze the origins of Kurdish nationalism from the classical nationalist frame, we
see that the Kurdish intellectuals to construct the movement follow —even imitate-
the Western models in construction their own national identity. As an example,
when the Kurdish intellectuals think of the parameters required to create a
collective state of belonging to a unique Kurdish nation, the first blank that
attracted the attention of them is the “common history, shared myths”. Therefore,
the first Kurdish cultural associations formed after 1908 Constitution first aimed
at “re-writing” Kurdish history. They also aimed at opening Kurdish schools and
Kurdish student associations in order to enlighten the Kurdish society in all levels.
As well, they worked for increasing the means of publishing occasions in order to

provide communications between the Kurdish peoples.

°" Grosby, Ibid, p.8.

%2 We should not miss the point that lacking of bourgeoisie and a middle class is a historical reality
of the Muslim subjects in the Ottoman Empire; indeed there was not an Ottoman Muslim
bourgeoisie class at that time period in the Empire. So, Kurdish issue was not a marginal one
regarding the bourgeois-type relationships since conditions in the Empire required the same
conditions to all Muslim societies.
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Finally, I very much hope to get help form the nationalism theories in answering
the questions such as why an “early awakening” but not a “nationalist” paradigm
has occurred within the Kurdish society, when this verity has turned to be a
nationalist one and if Turkification/centralization attempts have affected the
Kurds. Actually an early nationalist awakening has brought about during the
Hamidian and CUP processes by means of alliances in the fields of military
(Hamidiye regiments), education (Mekteb-i Asiret) and of grants and privileges
given by the imperial authorities. I hesitate from identifying these developments
as nationalist particularly until 1914 since Kurdish identity and nationalist
awakening just pretended to be realized in cultural levels till that time. Thanks to
the liberal atmosphere after the 1908 Revolution, Kurdish notables first came to
scene and started to form their own “Kurdish” social clubs and publications and
those materials have paved way to an early Kurdish national identity awakening.
These efforts can not be mostly regarded as nationalist since they remained
limited to Kurdish urban notables and the activities of the notables did not contain
any mature nationalist content. The cultural activities of the Kurds between 1880
and 1914 did not claim an experienced and separatist nationalist demand. In their
awakening process, before 1914, they surely were aware of their Kurdishness and
their tribal and religious belongings. Unlike other Ottoman subject communities
they did not exposed to an external intervention. They mostly attempted to use
inner realities and tried to fight against several obstructive factors in forming their

own Kurdish nationality.
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CHAPTER 2

Transformation in the Classical Ottoman State Structure in the 19" Century:
the Reign of Abdulhamid 11

The Ottoman state which was unique as it was the only Muslim great power and
also the only European Muslim power™ mainly composed of different peoples
and communities of different religious and ethnic affiliations in the Balkans, Near
and the Middle East. This diversity enabled the Sultans to develop an eclectic
administrative system; Sultans, within the same period and in the different
locations of the Empire, developed a complicated administrative system which
was depended on theocracy, hierarchy, centralization and tradition at the same

% In other words, the Ottoman rule had never preferred a constant,

time.
standardized and one-dimensional administrative system in the places they ruled;
instead, they adopted a multi-component administrative system until the last
century of the Empire. They hold many different communities which had different
sects, cultures, demands and expectations together for centuries in that way and

they achieved to maintain a more or less successful empire system.

The most basic constant of the Ottoman state, which was committed itself to
establish the sovereignty of Islam and to advance the Islamic belief*’, was
apparently the phenomenon of religion. It was the religion which categorized the
many communities living in the Ottoman Empire and their citizenship rights and
responsibilities were determined due to their religious belonging. In comparison
to different belongings, the religious affiliation was heading: within the Empire
the main factor was religion in the social stratification, politics and construction of

social identities. Still at the dawn of the 19™ century, religion, rather than race or

5 Selim Deringil, The Well-Protected Domains,Ideology and the Legitimation of Power in the
Ottoman Empire, 1876- 1909, (London; New York: I. B. Tauris, 1999), p.1.

¥ A. L. Macfie, Osmanli 'nin Son Yillar1, (istanbul: Kitap Yaymevi, 2003), p.14.
% Bernard Lewis, Modern Tiirkiye 'nin Dogusu, (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yayinlar1, 2007),
p-12.
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any other local determinant, was the dividing line between the subjects of the
Sultan and the Muslim people, whether they had a Turkish origin or any other,

formed the dominant social group within the Empire®.

The Ottoman rule achieved prominent success in assembling different people,
communities, tribes and groups in a more or less coherent imperial system;
however it was successful to maintain this system until a particular time*’. In the
beginning of the 19" century, it started to be difficult to hold that ethnic and
religious diversity together for Ottoman state which was composed of different
ethnic and religious groups and which had strictly speaking a cosmopolite
structure. The effects of the French Revolution extended to, in the first half of the
19" century to the Balkan communities of the Empire, and started nationalist
uprisings against the Ottoman authority in their regions. With the separatist
movements, started with the Serbian uprising and continued with the formation of
the Greek, Romanian and Bulgarian independence, the Ottoman Empire started to
become a dominantly Muslim state. In the 19" century, the regional situation and
conditions of the Kurdish people who were a part of the Muslim subject were
seemed to change with this new century. This chapter is based on the following
subjects of curiosity: to what extent classical Ottoman state traditions and
practices were adhered, in which areas what kind of innovations were needed to
keep Ottoman administrative system alive. Taking these issues as a base, this
chapter will particularly focus on the policies oriented towards the Kurds and the
Eastern provinces (Vilayat-1 Sarkiye) which were implemented by Sultan
Abdulhamid II in the framework of social and political conditions of the reign of

Abdulhamid II.

8 William Miller, The Ottoman Empire and Its Successors, 1801- 1927, (London: Frank Cass&
Co. Ltd., 1966), p.30.

¥ Macfie, Ibid, p.15.
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A. General Conditions of the Ottoman State in the 19" Century

The 19" century was the century of endless problems, many turmoil and
uncertainties for the Ottoman rule as it was the same for the whole world. In the
19" century, the classical power structure, state organization, social and political
institutions, and broadly, the whole elements of the Ottoman state, have visibly
altered. The Ottoman state system, which could not accommodate to changing
global conditions and balances, keep up with modern world system and renew

itself, became inoperative in every respect.

Before all, when 19" century started, the weight of the Ottoman Empire in the
international political arena was run out and it lost its power to determine the
parameters and trend of the system. Nevertheless the Ottoman Empire was
exposed to the modern and rapidly developing, social, political and economic
infrastructure of the West. The Ottoman state, like the rest of the Muslim world
was exposed to capitalism and the threat of violent European occupation in the
19" century.®™ The wild capitalist system destroyed all the economic activities in

the Ottoman lands.

The most important practical reason why the Ottoman Empire fell behind of the
era was military underdevelopment, but above all, the intellectual reason was
conservative world view of the ruling class and Ottoman intellectuals. They were
looking to the world with the assumption of “supremacy of the Ottomans”. Their
view of the West which was conceived as “other” against the Ottoman Empire,
therefore, was built on underestimation. The Ottoman Empire’s perception of
trade and manufacture as a business of Christians and Jews and its
underestimation of them which was based on a grassroots belief and also its
apathy in everything which is technological® enabled the West which had been

developing since the end of the 16™ century to overwhelm the Ottoman Empire

88 Kemal Karpat, The Politicization of Islam: reconstructing identity, state, faith and community in
the late Ottoman State, (New York : Oxford University Press, 2001), p.3.

% Macfie, Ibid, p.20.
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easily. In fact, they were just an onlooker to the French Revolution which changed
all balances in Europe and formerly they thought that it was a domestic of Europe
and they were barely interested in those events. Even when the Revolution spread
to whole Europe, they perceived it as a domestic problem of the Christians.”® In
short, Frankish Europe was a sort of darkness of brutality and faithless; from
which Islamic world that is “sunny by itself” had nothing to learn, and of which
Islamic world would never afraid.”’ Because the Ottoman Empire was the single
power assigned to establish the world order (nizam-i alem) and the rest of the
states was conceptualized as the zone of war (dar-ul harb) and they were just
places which would be “tolerated” with a feeling of supremacy when they would
be invaded. Of course this disdaining view would bitterly go out of fashion after
the world balances had changed in favor of the West. When the Ottoman Empire,
which was a martial one, started to lose its supremacy in military area, rulers
faced the first wave of shock and started to be curious about what was going on in

the other side of the water.

B. Ottoman Intellectual Conditioning in the 19™ Century

The Ottoman elites’ recognition of the erosion of the nizam-1 alem, the order of
the world, which was established and tried to be preserved by the Empire for
centuries, corresponded to an actually very late period. In that sense it is important
to analyze how late the Ottoman elite reacted to the world around them in the
intellectual context. The elites were just an onlooker to what was happening in the
West for a long time however they had been intensively exposed to the
Enlightenment thinking meanwhile. They had ignored the innovations until they
recognized that it was impossible to be uninterested in these developments since
they were profoundly affecting their Empire. The required reaction and attitude
vis-a-vis these developments were late because of various reasons; the elites, in

this long process, were pushed into a syndrome of a backwardness and

? Lewis, Ibid, p.66.

! Ibid, p.35.
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desperation that they felt even in their each cells. The symptoms of crisis appeared
with a lack of self-confidence and feeling of comedown rather than with the loss

of lands of “always victorious” Empire.”

In first place, the limited military reforms were put in action “for the good of the
country”. The inadequacy of new openings such as nizam-i cedid (the new order)
administrative reforms of 1839 and 1856, and the land ownership of 1858 which
seemed to be adequate to avert decline and the similar limited reforms was
understood when the loss of lands had increased in time and the Empire had
started to dissolve in every area. A more deep-rooted reform program required to
get closer to Europe and to recognize the mentality that underlies the innovations.
It was understood that it is necessary to be familiar with know-how, the technical
knowledge and the European modern thought. Young students and experts were
rapidly sent to the West to see these innovations in their homelands and to inform
rulers about them. Actually it is how the business of learning the West and
reforming the country due to modern Western principles started so lately. The
young people who were sent abroad in that process to bring information from the
West directly, above all, met with new progressive ideas. When they were
traveling in Europe for the technical missions they were assigned to, these young
students, since they faced a new and unfamiliar civilization, started to be
interested in different issues out of the areas they were assigned in and they
especially had the opportunity to read the books which constructed the intellectual
bases of Western modernization. Young Ottoman visitors to Europe observed that
the West takes its power and development from its parliamentary government
system.”” Such new ideas that they brought from the West assisted them to create
new models of commitment and they started to put in practice them to accomplish
their goal of saving the country from collapse. These new ideas in brief were
perceived as liberty, equality and nationalism (may be as an opposite concept of

fraternity) in Ottoman domains.”* In the first place, one of these concepts,

%2 Hamit Bozarslan, Tiirkiye 'nin Modern Tarihi, (istanbul: Avesta, 2004), p.15.

% Lewis, Ibid, p.131.
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“liberty”, with its sense coming from Europe, became a war cry for the struggle
against domestic despotism and imperialism. The organized freedom necessitated

constitutions, representative government and rule of law.”

In short, when 1876 came, the reform movement and liberal ideas had a history of
one century, an identified tradition, a driving force and a product that totally

belongs to it. *°

C. THE REIGN OF ABDULHAMID II

1. General Conditions of the Empire in the Hamidian Era

As W. Miller correctly mentions, it is seldom that once had a sultan begun his
reign under greater difficulties than the Sultan who acceded the throne.”” Sultan
Abdulhamid II, actually in very hard conditions, acceded to the throne of an
Empire declining for two centuries. Particularly, in the era of Abdulhamid II, the
sick man of Europe” was in a total chaos, there was no public order and security
within the Empire. Domestic and international conditions had changed drastically
and instability was dominant in every aspect of the country. It is possible to
understand that there was no stability and continuity even by considering the fact
that; since the Grand Vezir and ministers could be changed at will; during the
Abdulhamid reign, there were 28 changes at the Grand Vizierate.”” All state
apparatuses of the Empire were broken. The state was about to collapse in terms
of loss of military supremacy against Europe, the outworn conditions of the

military system, financial crisis, rising nationalisms, strengthening of Russia,

% Ibid, p.66.
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losing territory, and changes in the power balance in interstate platform. When
Europe was rapidly improving in science and technology, the Ottoman Empire
contented them with remaining in the level of their ancestors in the Middle Ages
concerning the fields of agriculture, industry and transportation.'” There were
serious problems in agriculture which was a sign of collapse for an agricultural

%1 Nevertheless, the declining economy of the Empire, more and more

empire.
increasing expenditures, declining value of the money, selling of civil servant
posts, and land tenure system in tax collecting, increasing cost of state and war
obliged the Empire to feed an increasingly becoming clumsy and expensive

102 : -
Moreover, the finances of the Empire were in a hopeless

superstructure.
situation due to the debts owed to the European capitalists when Abdulhamid II
accessed to the throne; the Ottoman government was forced to declare itself
bankrupt in 1881 under the international body known as the Administration of the

Ottoman Public Debt.'®

Before the reign of Abdulhamid II, at the western ends of the Empire an un-
returnable adventure had already started: the separatist winds started to blow.'** In
the Hamidian period the interest was concentrated in the Balkans since the Balkan
territories had been lost rapidly. The main visible motives lying behind the
accumulation of enmity towards the Ottoman administration and nationalist
aspirations in the Balkans were compounded by the so-called unprogressive

' In the 1880s, the Empire was

Ottoman administration and crop failures.
confronted by serious troubles. Russia declared war against the Ottoman state in

1877. The Balkan peoples started to declare independence and detach from the

1901 ewis, Ibid, p.32.
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Ottoman Empire with the Treaty of San Stefano signed after the 1877-78
Ottoman-Russian War; in 1876, the Christian communities in the Turkish
provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina revolted against the Ottoman dominance.
Moreover, in the 1878 Congress of Berlin, Romania, Serbia and Montenegro were
declared themselves as independent nations and the Bulgarians became
autonomous.'® So, the national consciousness was increasing swiftly in the
Balkans. Like the Greeks, Bulgarians and Macedonians looked back to their
Hellenic and Slavic origins, the Empire’s Muslim subjects -such as the Arabs and
Albanians- also started to differentiate themselves as ethnic groups within a

distinct territory.'"’

By considering these data, it can be easily predicted that the Ottoman Empire,
which maintained the middle Ages mentality and economy, had barely the chance
to survive in the world of rapidly modernizing states'® and it had to conform to

changing conditions and transform itself.

2. Reform Attempts inside the Empire

The Sultan, similar to his successors, had only one choice reforming the
institutions if it was continue to survive in the modern world conditions.
Regarding of the Western model and drawing on “the knowledge of the skills of

Europe79109

, the main aim in carrying out the reforms was saving the state and
reasserting the central control over the provinces. Particularly after 1877- 78

defeat, Sultan Abdulhamid II promoted administrative and material aspects of

" Denise Natali, “Manufacturing Identity and Managing Kurds in Iraq, Turkey and Iran: A Study
in the Evolution of Nationalism”, (Ph.D. Diss., University of Pennsylvania, 2000), p.33.
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modernization for the purpose of strengthening the Empire politically''’. Many of
the state reforms planned to prevent the disintegration of the Empire also served

to strengthen the capitalist relations.'"'

The reforms put in practice by Abdulhamid II were a product of his politics’ basic
trivet.
a-To counterbalance with big states of Europe, especially with Britain and

Russia

b-To enable peace and development in the country by uniting the Ottoman

community around the basis of religion

c-To use caliphate as a tool of threat against colonialist states, especially

Britain and Russia, that had Muslim colonies.''?

The Sultan was essentially an Islamist, however he was also “a reasonable”
Turk.! In fact, he was against the liberal and reformist ideas, since he was
considering them as a threat to the existence of state and his authority. Although
the Sultan considered liberalistic ideas with hostility, he realized the necessity of
institutional modernization as a means of consolidating his own position and

strengthening the Empire.'"*

Therefore he would not avoid putting reformist ideas
and actions in action, since there was not any other chance for the survival of the
Empire. He was not totally against westernization and reforms, provided that they

would be wisely identified and implemented. '
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Thereby the first ten years of Abdulhamid II period turned into an era of active
alteration and reform period likewise any other period in the 19" century; many
unfinished reform sets of 1839 (Tanzimat) were completed in that period."'® The
apparatuses of the modern state were started to be built in that period. The
institutionalization practices started after the Tanzimat (such as mass schooling,
postal service, railways, clock towers, museums, censuses, birth certificates,
passports, parliaments, bureaucracies, and armies)''” were reached its peak during
the Hamidian era in the Ottoman Empire. As Deringil correctly points out, the
Hamidian period represents a critical turning point in time when the only Muslim
world empire did in fact succeeded in joining the modern community of

nations.''®

The Sultan successfully maintained the territorial integrity of the
Ottoman State during a 30-year period in the modernization process and he

prepared the ground for the rise of modern Turkey.'"”

a- Constitutional Monarchy

With Abdulhamid’s accession to the throne in 1876, studies to draft a constitution
and to establish a regime which have a parliament started for the first time in the
Ottoman Empire. Sultan Abdulhamid IT hoped to prevent European intervention' >
and the system was replaced by a representative government. All the Ottoman
communities were to elect representatives to the parliament which would enact
the necessary reforms.'”' Obviously the constitution was part of a great effort to
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hold the Empire together in a period of mortal crisis. “~ The Muslims mainly
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regarded the constitution as an opportunity to unite all races and creeds again like

in the glorious past.'*

The Parliament was opened in March 1877, then, it was prorogued and the
constitution was shelved in February 1878. After suspending the parliament, the
Ottomans were condemned to a downward slide into an increasingly repressive

absolute monarchy in the 1880s.'**

The constitution seemed to be in practice in
that period however the country was ruled by an autocratic regime. This autocratic
nature of the regime was embodied with hard censorship practices; the widespread
informing, a spy organization which spread to every corner of the country; even
limitations on domestic freedom of travel; and hindering of incorporation
activities (hence economic development) as a principle since it makes people to
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come together.”> He excessively used his rights to suppress alternative political

actions and actors between 1876 and 1908.'%¢

An organized and effective reaction against the police regime of Abdulhamid
appeared so lately, the Committee of Ottoman Union, as a secret society of the
students from the modern state schools, could be founded in 1889 and it

transformed into a political organization in 1906.

b- Islamism

Sultan Abdulhamid II played his card of Islamism for the salvation of the Empire
against the actual developments and requirements on the slippery slope that we
mentioned above. He constructed state policy on Islamism in the last quarter of

the 19" century and in the first ten years of the 20" century.
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When Abdulhamid came to the throne, he wanted to make Ottomanism dominant
in the Empire. With the aim of maintaining 7anzimat reforms within a pragmatist
framework and in the borders of the Empire, he got ready to solve problems of the

”127, or in other

state by following the policy of “not displeasing any of the nations
words, a policy of uniting all communities in the Empire under his rule (ittihad-1
andsir). However, not long after, he saw that, the ideal of Ottomanism did not
work and the idea of equalizing all components inside in terms of rights within the
framework of the idea that “everyone living in the lands of the Ottoman state is
Ottoman” was not useful anymore. When it was understood that Ottomanism
would not prevent the increasing nationalist waves of the Christian subjects in the
Ottoman lands, he rapidly went into action to keep Muslim subjects in the
remaining lands. After the 1877-78 Ottoman-Russian War, since most of the
Ottoman lands in Rumelia was lost, for the first time Arab and Muslim subjects
became much more dominant when compared to previous times. It is when the
idea that the belonging of a nation could be substituted by Islam.'”® Thereby
Abdulhamid should have given priority to Muslim elements in government as a
requirement of the conjuncture to preserve the state as large as possible; because
the state was “ebed miiddet” which means that state is eternal. To preserve it
whatever is required should be done.'” Consequently, with a sudden maneuver,
the people of Anatolia —the single land remained under the Ottoman domain-
should have been satisfied and firmly held. Islam would be the uniting factor in

the conservative Hamidian period.130

In the period when the political, military and economic power of the state was
roundly declining, Abdulhamid II used the ideal of Islamism that had started to
shape before his period both in domestic and foreign politics. He was aiming to

provide his people with a new social and religious motivation by sensibly
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promoting Islamic thinking in domestic politics. The reputation of Islam was tried
to be improved by the hands of state by the means of several practices such as
following the rules of Islam, celebrating religious day and nights grandiosely,

control of clothing and morale of community by state.'’

Together with these
decorations, the presentation of copies of the Qur’an or ceremonial banners was
also part of the symbolic dialogue between the ruler and the ruled.'** Furthermore,
the Sultan, in foreign policy, was aiming to use pan-Islamism as a shield against
pan-ideologies used by Europe by highlighting the Islamic character of the
state.'>® The post of caliphate was popularized and caliphate was used to assemble
the Muslims of foreign countries around the Ottoman Empire.

However the policy of Islamism was also not enough to keep the distorted
imperial system up. The new policy of Islamism, led to dissolution instead of
centralization. Also Muslim nations took their share from the actual trend and
chose the way of establishing their own nation-state. A new generation took over
the government in the Empire. This new generation of rulers was aiming to
govern the state with liberal and constitutionalist principles. The ideology of
Islamism succeeded in Muslim subjects to a certain extent: the Anatolian people
who lacked the sense of unity, started to gain a consciousness build on the
distinctive qualifications of Islam in the last years of the reign of Abdulhamid.
The Muslims who were ignored for a long time and were tolerating all kinds of
unjust treatment of their state, were likely to make peace with it after the
maneuver of Islamism; the Muslims also felt that they were obliged to protect
their substance, spiritual and material values when they saw that Western states
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were fronting against Islam and the Ottoman state by supporting each other.
short, Islam was used during that time period both as a tool of change and an

opposition to colonial domination of the West.
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Consequently, we may safely assure that, in the Hamidian era in the late 19"
century, as a result of an obligation to mobilize the Ottomans within the frame of
Islamic culture and religion, Islam lost its previous robe and gained an

“ideological” axis in the Ottoman Empire.'*’

3. Failure of new policies

The disintegration of the Ottoman Empire had continued to go on steadily in the
Hamidian Era. The Ottoman Empire had become that much smaller for the first

time in its history."*

Meantime the hatred against Abdulhamid II among soldiers increased to its peak
in the period of dissolution of the Empire. The six-century old Ottoman Empire
was no longer one of the greatest European powers after the defeats, the European
intervention started to intensify and there was a total instability inside the Empire;
the primary responsibility of that situation was considered to belong to the Sultan.
The military structure which functioned as the backbone of the Empire started to
have notice of the world by means of reform practices and opened itself to modern
thinking under the influence of European ideas. The military cadre, who were
educated in the modern-style schools, was considering Sultan Abdulhamid II
incapable and shortsighted enough not to see the requirements of the era. One of
the highest ranked soldiers of the military class, Kazim Karabekir, was
mentioning about the politics of Abdulhamid era with a critical tone in his
memoirs as: “Europe is making the Christians revolutionize by supporting them,
we do nothing. Martini rifles are old, missiles are old and broken and also since

shooting practices were not made properly, very bad results were taken”."*” Soon

135 Mardin, Ibid, p.88.
136 pears, Ibid, p.18.

BT Kazim Karabekir, lttihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti, 1896- 1909, (Istanbul: Emre Yayinlari, 1995),
p-100.

48



the military section started to search for the remedies of salvation of the

motherland by their own means and the 1908 Revolution happened.

4. International circumstances in the Hamidian era

It is necessary to take the main characteristics of the world conjuncture into
consideration to understand the basis of the era of Abdulhamid II and the policies
implemented in that period. The Ottoman Empire was the sole single Muslim state
in the states’ platform of the classical ages. In the classical discourse of European
history, from ages, the Ottoman state had emerged as the single most serious
threat to European Christendom during the period when Europe was expanding as
a result of the voyages of discovery and colonization in the late 15™ and 16™

centuries."®

Then, the conditions have started to change gradually in favor of the European
world from the dawn of the 16" century. Europe has started to develop a new
modern state of mind in all manners. So those paved the way for determining a
new political order in the international scale. The Ottoman Empire thus became
the periphery to the system; lose her hands towards the world political arena.
Situating the Ottoman State and the state of affairs in the context of world
changes, we may smoothly predict that the Ottoman Empire was under constant
pressure from the outside world during the Hamidian era. The main motive behind
the Hamidian foreign policy was the struggle to secure the acceptance of the

Ottoman state as a legitimate polity in the international system.'*’

Throughout the 19™ century, along with the economic peripheralization of the
Empire to the capitalist world economy, the Ottoman state also gradually

integrated itself into the European political system.'* The Ottoman State with its
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ethnic structure vulnerable to foreign intervention did not provide Abdulhamid
with the chance to act confidence. In this situation plurality in foreign policy
seemed to be unavoidable. Anyhow, according to Ernest Ramsaur, Abdulhamid
was a man of consummate skill in the game of playing off opposing forces,
internal and external, against one another.'*' The Ottoman State, in the second
quarter of the 19™ century, integrated itself to the system through establishing
relations with foreign states -especially with Britain and Russia- by means of a

policy called “policy of balance”.'**

Actually, the European powers were very interfering in the Ottoman domestic
matters. The Ottoman state was under growing pressure from England, France,
Russia, and Italy. Their impact over the Ottoman palace has increased; they
interfered to the internal affairs, supported one Ottoman statesman against
another, pressed reforms of all sorts, particularly for the rights of Christian
minorities, , insisted on capitulatory privileges.'* The Iinitiative of the
implementation of reforms passed to Europe; while the Ottoman State was losing
valuable lands of motherland with several civil rebellions and wars, on the other
hand the state was enfeebled by reforms implemented to the demands of the

. .. . . . 144
foreigners, civil rebellions were promoted and loss of lands were increasing.

The Hamidian period also witnessed the rise of a new nation-state, Germany in
the world political arena. Having completed its unification in 1871 and achieving
its economic, mostly industrial developments, Germany appeared in the 1880s as
a great power within the world politics, especially as a rival to British supremacy
in the struggle for global hegemony. The Ottoman Empire became a sphere for
Germany not only to find an ally in this struggle, but also an arena to expand its

influence in economic, political and military issues. The Hamidian regime, on the
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other hand, focused mainly on keeping a balance between the powers in order to

protect its autonomy in the international system.

5. The Orientation of Europe to East and Its Policies

Starting from the late 18" century, in Europe, a competition of influence on the
Ottoman lands under the name of “the Eastern Question” concerning the future of
the eEmpire and its possibility to dissolve had started. The European powers, led
by Britain and Russia, started to intervene in the domestic issues of the Ottoman
Empire by benefiting from the weakening of the state in different fronts such as
domestic problems in the Balkans and its defeats against Russia. In addition to
that, after accomplishing its goal of leading to disintegration in Rumelia, Europe,
started to focus on Ottoman lands in Anatolia. Russia, which achieved victory in
1877- 1878 Ottoman-Russian War, dictated the Treaty of San Stefano to the
Ottoman state. As a result of this war and agreement, Rumelia was detached from
the Ottoman state and the process of disintegration of Anatolia has started.'*
According to Bilal Simsir, Treaty of San Stefano (Ayastefanos) meant the Sevrés

of Rumelia and it was also the beginning of the Sevrés of Anatolia.'*®

In the context of my issue of focus, Eastern Anatolia, the Eastern policies of
Russia have significance. In the beginning of the 19" century, some Kurdish tribes
which pursued the goal of benefiting from conjuncture occasionally wanted to
contact and collaborate with the Russians. For example, after the collapse of the
Kurdish emirates, although the Kurds asked for the assistance of Russia in their
struggle of regional interests, each time they were responded negatively. Because
assisting Kurds was not conforming to the interests of Russia; especially the
weakness of national consciousness among the Kurdish people and tribal

fragmentation were important factors for Russia’s refusal of collaboration.'*’
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The first agreement mentioning about the Kurds, the San Stefano, was formed
under the patronage of the Russians and the British. Just after the Ottoman-
Russian war started, the British and the Russians started a campaign against the
Kurds. They tried to influence international public opinion with rumors such as
“the armed Kurds attacked to the Armenians, they pillaged and destroyed
villages”. Moreover, with the Treaty of San Stefano, the Ottoman Empire was
obliged to leave the cities Kars, Ardahan, Batum and Dogu Beyazit to Russia.
Moreover, a reform would be made for the Armenians in Anatolia; according to
the article 61:
The Bdab-1 Ali undertakes the obligation of making reforms, without any
delay, required by the local needs in the six provinces in which Armenians
live and providing security and peace of the Armenians against the
Circassians and Kurds. It will notify the measures taken to big states and

states will supervise their implementation.'**

In this way, the first step towards an Armenian state in Anatolia was taken, and
both the Russians and the British have prepared the Armenian question by the

means of the Kurds.'*

Indeed, Europe started to turn its face to the Muslim Kurds even in the Kiiciik
Kaynarca Treaty period. It was not enough to detach the Christian components
from the Empire, it was also necessary to categorize the Muslims and divide them
in themselves.””® As we have mentioned before, even in the Kiiciik Kaynarca
period, Vatican sent missioners to the Ottoman Empire through the thesis that the
Kurds could detach from the Empire since they had a different language and it
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enabled a priest to write a dictionary. ~ In Europe and Russia institutes and
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research centers were established to enlighten Kurdish history and experts of the

issue were raised.'>

In addition, European states allocated more space to that region in their imperialist
agenda in the Hamidian era. In that period the Christian missioners frequently
visited Eastern Anatolia and they sought to promote Christian beliefs. Even in the
1860’s, boarding schools for Christian girls in Eastern Anatolia, particularly in
Armenia, Antep, Maras, Bitlis, Erzincan, Harput and Mardin were already
established. These missioners also published holy books in Kurdish.'”® The
American missioners established a press in Antep on April 1880. They published
books in Kurdish, Armenian and English. Hymn books in Kurdish were published
in the press of Antep Missionary School for Girls.">* 660 hymn books in Kurdish
were published in the first year. Furthermore, the Firat College was established in
1878 in Harput; this college attempted to make regulations to educate the Kurdish
people, however since the Armenians in America opposed, these regulations were
not put in prac‘tice.]55 Besides, the Kurdish region, as an untouched market, was
attractive for the Europeans. In that period mostly European commodities entered
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in the market of the Kurdish districts. > And finally a Kurdistan Embassy was

established in Anatolia. However it was not established to communicate with the

Kurds but to protect the Armenians from the Kurds."’

When the political developments of the period are analyzed from the view of
Kurdish population in Eastern Anatolia, it is seen that the competition of
European powers on the region enabled the Kurds to derive several opportunities
from the situation. Opportunities available for the Kurdish communities increased.

European councils have arrived in Van for observing and controlling the local
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conditions of the Armenian people. Christian ascendancy and competing
territorial claims made by the Armenians have vocalized intensely against the
Kurdish violence at that period of time. So, the Kurdish leaders started to mobilize
against the Porte not on behalf of the Ottoman Administration or any other
Kurdish nationalist demand but for their own local gains against this new state of
affairs. Popular Ubeydullah revolt apparently shows how a local ruler has revolted

against the Porte for the sake of his own benefits.

6. Hamidian Policies towards the East

Since the reforms put in practice in the country had created their own dynamics in
time, the Muslim people in the Empire were also influenced from the national
awakening movements. Thus, the Ottoman rulers faced the challenge of
nationalism, not only from their Christian subjects and ex-subjects in the Balkans
but also from their own Muslim people.”™® In a short time, new reactions,
demands, political actors and actions such as those searching the salvation of the
Empire in Turkish nationalism, attempts of Arab provinces to detach from
Empire, the emergence of Kurdish identity and awakening of Kurdish nationalist

feelings appeared in the scene of the Empire.

In the Ottoman Empire the Kurds along with other Muslims were part of a broader
Sunni Muslim core within a multiethnic Empire.”” Although non-Muslim
communities were granted a certain degree of autonomy and Muslim subjects
could not gain privileged status since they constituted the single “Muslim

ummahnléo

, the Kurds had concessions. The Kurds, as part of the Sunni
community of the Ottoman Empire, were already treated as a distinct group by the

sultan in the 16™ century when a number of independent principalities of fiefdoms
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(emirates) were established.'®’ They remained relatively autonomous for ages.
Besides, the Ottoman administration bodies were varying in itself to rule different
Kurdish tribes. The degree of autonomy devoted to the fiefdoms was mainly
depending on accessibility and geopolitics of the region and work force of the

Kurdish tribes.'®?

a. Kurdish Existence in Ottoman Domains before the 19" Century

The region including Bitlis, Dersim, Diyarbekir, Hakkari, Musul, Mamuretulaziz

and Van provinces, to a great extent, was the homeland of Kurds living in the

Ottoman Empire.'®

book “Zamanimiz ve Avrupa Siyasi Tarihi 1870-1887”, 1.240.000 Kurds were
164

According to Naci Kutlay’s quotation from Yusuf Akgura’s
living in the region until the last quarter of 19" century.'®® The Kurds were
organized as tribes and they were maintaining their life by engaging in agriculture

and stockbreeding in the agrarian living conditions.

Basically the tribal identity and feudal ideology were dominant in the Eastern
Anatolia. Especially geographical conditions affected living standards of the
Kurds in the region. The main reason why the Kurdish region had a limited
relation with the central administration was geographical conditions. Since the
region was far away from the imperial center, the infrastructure, such as
industrialization and transportation was weak and it led Kurds to live as isolated

from the central administration.'®

That geographical reality contributed to the
development of a strong clan and tribal structure. Moreover, since they inhabited

in an enormously mountainous region, pastoral way of life in many areas for long
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periods strengthened the divergence of several Kurdish dialects.'®® Geography did
not only result in Eastern Anatolia to be far away from imperial center but it also

led to fragmented social structure within it.

All these realities were affecting the political positioning of the region in the
Ottoman state. The fragmentation of feudal structure'”’ and strong tribal
connection among the people were factors which prevented the development of a
national identity. This isolation from imperial centers slowed their development as
a united and strongly self-conscious people.'®® Furthermore, Kurdish regional
lords fighting against the Ottoman rule could not agree with each other and act
together, even though they had kinship relations among themselves.'® Anyhow
the actions of the Kurdish chiefs rebelling against the Ottoman centralization
policy were not in conformity with the characters of the national movements in
the Europe of that period.'”® Besides the tribal structure of Kurdish society, it was
difficult to mobilize the Kurds as a whole, because of several different factors
such as the absence of a modern leading cadre, commitment to religion and
personal interests.'”! Actually, these internal realities were superior to a real sense
of nation were preventing the construction of a grand Kurdish movement among
the Kurds. In short, in political terms, these divisions and diversities seriously
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constrained the opportunities to develop a more comprehensive national vision.'’
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b. Administrative Policies of the Ottoman State in Eastern Anatolia in the
19" Century

Starting from the second half of the 19™ century, many significant political
changes, social and economic developments have happened in the Ottoman
Empire. The Ottoman State has always paid close attention to Eastern Anatolia,
which was a borderland, because of its strategic importance. In the beginning of
the 19™ century, the semi-autonomy of the Kurdish principalities was cancelled
and centralization polices were implemented to integrate them to the Ottoman
system. As a result of that about 20 Kurdish principalities which had fragmented
and scattered structure were removed.'” The abolishment of semi-autonomous
Kurdish principalities started the period of unlawfulness and disorder in the
Eastern Anatolia. The first step towards the policy of administrative centralization
in the Eastern borders was taken and Kurdish principalities were removed,
however law and order could not be provided. In the period of “tribal re-building
process™”*, the cancelled Kurdish principalities were replaced by lesser beyliks
and landlords. According to the belief of the Ottoman governors, these newly
emerging lesser beyliks could easily be controlled and this social situation would
prevent the emergence of a bigger and serious Kurdish movement.'” And after

the abolishment of the Kurdish fiefdoms, the Vilayat-1 Sarkiye would be governed

by the Ottoman governors as a requirement of centralization policy.'”®

As a result of the centralization policy, the relations between the Kurds and the
state gained a new direction. The Kurdish principalities were remove