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THE PRIZREN LEAGUE AND THE BIRTH OF
THE ALBANIAN NATIONALISM: FROM
PARTICULARISM TO THE UNION!

Murat Biirkan SERBEST?

1. INTRODUCTION

After the French Revolution, the Balkans witnessed the
birth of new nation states. In the Balkans, the struggle for the
building of new nation states began in full off the Serbian revolt
in 1804 within the Ottoman Empire. Greece was established in
the Peloponnese Peninsula, gaining its independence from the
Ottoman Empire for the first time in 1832. Following Greece,
Serbia and Romania, which emerged as autonomous states under
the Ottoman Empire in the Balkans in the 19th century, gained
their independence. Bulgaria also achieved autonomy in 1878 and
became independent in 1908.

In the emergence of new nation states in the Balkans, it is
understood that there was actually a dual struggle for
independence. On the one hand, there was a political struggle for
independence against the Ottoman Empire, and on the other hand,
there was a struggle for independence against the Greek Orthodox
Patriarchate located in Istanbul-Fener (Phanar). The struggle for
independence from the Greek Patriarchate in Istanbul, first and

1 The subject of this article was previously presented online orally in Turkish at the
International Balkan Symposium titled “Towards a Future in Peace”, organized
jointly by Istanbul Ticaret University, International Development and Cooperation
Association (UKID) and Umraniye Municipality on 17-19 December 2021.

2 Assoc. Prof. Dr., Kyrgyzstan Turkiye Manas University, Faculty of Economics and
Administrative Sciences, Department of International Relations,
Bishkek/Kyrgyzstan, ORCID: 0000-0003-2961-6549.
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foremost, was another important stage in the nation-building
processes of the Orthodox peoples in the Balkans. Those who
achieved this were thus accepted as a separate nation within the
millet sistemi (""nation system™) in the Ottoman Empire.

In the Ottoman Empire, the several communities which
called “Albanian” (as in Turkish Arnavut-lar) in the Balkans
region. The root of the words “Arnavut” and “Arnavutluk” (it
means “the place where Albanians live” in Turkish) in Western
languages is the word “Albania”, a name used by the Romans.
The word “Albanon” is also found in Byzantine sources. Today,
Albanians use the name “Shqipéri” for their country in their own
language. The Albanian equivalent of the word “Albanian” is
“Shqiptar”. “Shqipéri” means “Land of the Eagles”. The “Alb-”
part in the word “Albania” means “Mountain” (Shehu, 2011, p.
393). The word “Arnavut” in modern Turkish takes its source
from Ottoman Turkish. The forms “Arvanid” or “Arnavud” are
encountered in Ottoman sources. Among the first Ottoman
documents, there is a notebook called ““Suret-i Defter-i Sancak-i
Arvanid” dated 1431-32. Over time, in accordance with Turkish
phonetics, first the vowels changed places and then the /i/ sound
turned into /u/. In modern Turkish, the final /d/ became /t/. The
source of the word “Arvanid” used by the Ottomans is the Greek
language. This name is encountered in Byzantine sources
(Durmus & Simitgiu, 2016, pp. 92-94).

Albanians were divided, in addition to their other
divisions, especially in terms of religion. Muslim Albanians were
the majority in this society, and they were also divided among
themselves as Sunni and Bektashi groups. Christians were
divided among Orthodox and Catholic (Clayer, 2013, pp. 31-41).
Despite this division, the Albanians faced the danger of losing
their lands in 1878 with the decisions of the San Stefano
Agreement, and despite their divisions in terms of religion,
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language, clan, etc., they developed a will to come together for
the first time in a serious way.

The “League of Prizren”, established in 1878 after the
San Stefano Agreement and during the Berlin Congress, is
generally considered to be the leading role in the birth of Albanian
nationalism. However, although this formation was an important
milestone, it is also too early to consider the year 1878 as the time
when a fully comprehensive Albanian political unity emerged. It
was an important step towards unification, but the divisions
would continue for many years in their various aspects. However,
the process resulting from this division revealed a unique
originality in the Balkans. Despite their divisions, Albanians
managed to establish an independent state in the first quarter of
the 20th century. External dynamics played a major role in the
establishment of this state, as well as internal dynamics (Serbest,
2023, pp. 29-45).

The Czech historian Miroslav Hroch divides the history of
national movements in the 19th century into three stages
(Maxwell, 2010, pp. 865-880). Historian Hobsbawm also uses
Miroslav Hrosch’s A-B-C stages in the development of
nationalism (Hobsbawm, 1992: 11-12, 103-104). The first stage
is the “A stage”. The A stage has literary, cultural and folkloric
content. Then, in the B stage, it is encountered that the political
campaigns of nationalist pioneers defending the “idea of the
nation”. The C stage is the period when national movements
become massive. This stage occurs just before the establishment
of the nation state, and often after its establishment, and
sometimes it does not even commence at all. From the mid-19th
century onwards, a cultural Albanianist vein began to develop,
especially in the Italian geography, and gradually developed
towards the opposite shore of the Adriatic, the Balkans. As with
many nationalisms in Central Europe, where a small circle of
intellectuals came to the fore with their studies on language and



Sivasi Tarih Alaninda Akademik Tartismalar

folklore, this period can be evaluated as A stage of Albanian
nationalism. The Prizren League of 1878 can be considered the
beginning of the B stage in Albanian nationalism. This date is a
turning point in the politicization of the “Albanian” movement.

The first nationalist political approaches in Albanians
were not unifying but divisive. However, divisive approaches that
stemmed from religious particularism made significant progress
in terms of overcoming and setting aside religious belief
differences within the Prizren League. Thus, the Albania that
would be established in the future would emerge as the most
secular of the Balkan nation states.

2. THE EMERGENCE OF ALBANIAN
NATIONALISM AND PARTICULAR
TENDENCIES

During the Berlin Congress, German Chancellor Otto von
Biscmarck, in response to the Albanians’ demands for autonomy
and their protests against the division of their lands, made the
statement, “There is no Albanian nation” (The Albanian Struggle
In the Old World and New, 1939, p. 35). Indeed, these words of
Bismarck are not so wrong in terms of the period in which he
spoke. Because he does not say, “There is no Albanian,” he says,
“There is no Albanian Nation.” If it is reminisced about the words
of the famous Italian politician and statesman Massimo
d’Azeglio, when Italy was founded, as part of a nation-building
project, “We created Italy, now we must create Italians”
(Hobsbawm, 1992, p. 44). What he said about the Albanians in
this context may not be so out of place. Actually, there was no
Albanian nation that had yet completed its construction at that
time.

Looking back from the present, it can be seen that people
who are described as “Albanians” were historically called
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Northern Ghegs and Southern Tosks — and these distinctions
continue to be meaningful to some extent today. When it is looked
at the demographics of the geography referred to as “Albania”
during the Ottoman period; although a homogeneous distinction
was attempted to be made in the form of two main groups, it had
many differences within itself. In fact, there was no clear
language boundary between the Ghegs and Tosks. The transition
from one dialect to the other was gradual (Clayer, 2013, pp. 20-
22).

Before a national state is established and an official
national language (with standard rules) is fabricated, when a
natural language group framework that linguists generally agree
on is considered; there was a set of local dialects or accents
emerge that could communicate with varying degrees of ease and
difficulty depending on geographical proximity or similarities. So
much so that people who are accepted to speak the same language
group may not understand each other or have difficulty
communicating as if they had completely different language
groups. The width of the geography where people who are
accepted to speak a certain language group spread, landforms, etc.
are among the important factors affecting this differentiation.
This situation is encountered even within a small geographical
area, for example, when it comes to mountainous landforms. Just
as the northern Welsh produced jokes about languages of the
southerners, the Gheg Albanians did not hesitate to make many
jokes about the difficulties they had in understanding the Tosk
dialect (Hobsbawm, 1992, p. 52). Sunni Muslims and Catholics
were widespread among the Gheg. While the Christian groups of
the Tosks were largely Orthodox, there were also Muslims to a
significant extent here. However, unlike the northern regions,
there were Bektashis among the Muslims here (Clayer, 2013, p.
22).
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Islam spread the Albanian geography together with the
Ottomans. From the early days of the Ottomans entering the
Albanian geography, religious conversions were encountered. It
can be thought that the conversion of the Albanians was triggered
primarily by the conversion of large families. The conversion of
these families in a sense made it necessary for hundreds of
villagers to convert. Indeed, being a Muslim in the Ottoman
Empire also brought economic advantages for the impoverished
peasants (Fshazi, 2008, pp. 166-167).

In 1839, with the proclamation Tanzimat Fermani
(Imperial Edict of Reorganization), the Ottoman administration
attempted to present this as the beginning of a new era. In the first
days following the declaration of the edict, non-Muslim groups
entered an atmosphere of satisfaction. However, various
segments of the Muslim people, especially the Miltezims (tax
farmers) and the Ulema (Muslim clerics), negatively responded
to the Tanzimat reforms (Uzun, 2002, p. 9). Ensuing the Tanzimat
and other reform attempts in the 19th century, Muslim Albanians
had previously seen themselves in a privileged position, but with
the granting of extensive rights to Christians, they began to feel
the risk of losing these privileges. Reforms aimed at
centralization also began to deal a serious blow to the authority of
large landowners (Fshazi, 2008, pp. 168-169).

As regards of the regions inhabited by Albanians, Greece
saw that as an area of expansion during this period. Related to
this, it can be seen that it had been engaged in activity since the
mid-19th century in order to attract the people of the region to its
side. For instance, in 1862, in order to increase its influence in the
region, Greece distributed eighty thousand pieces of documents
in Ottoman lands where Albanians were densely populated as a
propaganda activity. Local Ottoman authorities were aware of
this propaganda activity and reported that it would not have much
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impact but that caution should be exercised (BOA, HR.SYS,
121/43).

The increasing tendency towards rebellion in the second
half of the 19th century and the ambitions of neighboring
countries over the Albanian-inhabited regions belonging to the
Ottoman Empire led the Tanzimat officials and administrators to
consider. Particularly, with the contribution of the “Modern State
Concept” that began to take hold during the Tanzimat period,
projects were launched to be developed to provide state services
to the Albanian regions and to develop them. The Ottoman
officials decided to set in motion in the face of the propaganda
attacks of Greece in 1862. One of these was the reform initiatives
in loannina, which is within the borders of Greece today and was
inhabited by Albanians at the time and which the Athens
administration wanted to annex to its territory. In 1862, the local
administrators in loannina sent a report to the capital and
suggested solutions to prevent the rebellions that occurred from
time to time in the Albanian regions. It is seen that studies were
carried out on whether three projects could be implemented in the
case of loannina (the construction of roads suitable for the
transportation of goods, the provision of loans to farmers and the
commencement of cotton cultivation in the region). The idea that
it was not necessary to set a goal for loannina to build very
smooth roads similar to those in Europe, that the roads on which
horses and cattle could be run would be sufficient, and that it
would be possible to bring British engineers to build these roads
if necessary, were also put forward as projects at that time (BOA,
HR.TO, 240/43).

Although the Ottomans did not think that the propaganda
activities of Greece in the region were by and large very yielding,
Eqrem Bej (Vlora), a famous Albanian figure and intellectual
who was a member of the Avlonians, one of the well-known
feudal families of Albania, stated in his memoirs that Albanians -
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especially Muslim Albanians- had essentially become alienated
from the Turks with the beginning of the efforts to implement the
Tanzimat reforms. In his memoirs, he mentioned a document
dated 18 March 1847 that he found in the Library of the Greek
Parliament in Athens. Eqrem Bej states in his memoirs that as a
result of his examination of the document in question, he came
across a decision accepted by the Assembly of Elders of the
Labéri region, which was to present a proposal to the Greek King
to support the Albanians against the Turks and to establish a
“Greek-Albanian Kingdom”. As understood from the document,
the proposal was signed by the Albanian nobles, who were
predominantly Muslim (except for the 5 Christian members who
were Orthodox). However, Eqrem Bej Vlora also states that as a
result of the attacks of the Greeks on the loannina region - for
example, the troops led by Colonel Grivas in 1854 - the Muslim
Albanians in particular became closer to the Ottoman state again
(Vlora, 2006, pp. 158-159). However, although Eqrem Bej saw
the reactions during the Tanzimat period as the first awakening of
the Albanian national identity, it would be more accurate to see
the mass discontent in question - as he himself later stated - as a
result of a movement stemming from the fear of the loss of
privileges of the feudal Albanian nobles, who were
predominantly of Muslim origin, mixed with the hopelessness
and anger that developed with the enforcements during that
period.

During the Tanzimat period, some restrictions were
imposed on the governors’ powers, and a number of local
councils were established in the provinces with the aim of
ensuring public participation (Uzun, 2002, p. 9). Although
Muslims whined that they had lost their privileges with the
Tanzimat. Christians in the Balkans, on the contrary, complained
about their situation because they could not actually use the rights
granted to them by the Tanzimat. The Vienna goverment emerged
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as a protector over Catholics in Ottoman lands from the end of the
18th century. In 1864, Catholics in the Albanian regions and in
Herzegovina applied to the Austro-Hungarian government,
complaining that the rights granted to Christian subjects in the
Tanzimat decree and afterwards were not taken into consideration
by the Ottoman authorities. Some Catholics complained that they
were underrepresented in the local councils established after the
Tanzimat, for example, in Shkodra, 10 out of 13 members in the
council were Muslim and only 3 were Christian. Catholics
complained that although Muslim clergymen were included in
this assembly, their own ecclesiastics with high hierarchical ranks
(Metropolitans etc.) were not included in this assembly, and
therefore their rights were not protected. They also complained
about the heavy tax burden and judicial issues during this period.
They argued that some cases were the judicial duty of their
clergymen and objected to the fact that those issues were not
decided by Catholic ecclesiastics but were tried in the Ottoman
court (BOA, HR.SYS, 122/1).

As riots occurred more frequently with the Tanzimat
implementations, the mid-19th century was also a period when
the first truly nationalist sprouts began outside the Albanians’
original homeland. The first nationalist developments manifested
themselves in the cultural sphere. The geography of Italy, in
particular, played an important role in the development of cultural
Albanianism through the Arbaréshs. The origins of the Arbarésh
of the language groups recognized in Italy today, generally date
back to the 15th century. The Arbarésh people who settled
especially in the southern regions of Italy, speak a dialect of
Albanian (Prato, 2009, pp. 79-81). The Arbarésh people who
settled_especially in the southern regions of Italy, speak a dialect
of Albanian.The process of cultural nationalism, which began
with the Arbarésh -Albanian intellectuals in Italy, developed with
the activities of intellectuals of Albanian origin in the diaspora.
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Particularly, Istanbul, the cities of Egypt, Sofia and Bucharest
shone as important centers of the Albanian movement. In the late
19th and early 20th centuries, Bucharest was one of the most
important centers of Albanian nationalism (Serbest, 2023, p. 40).

One of the most important characters among the cultural
Albanianists in Italy was Jeronim De Rada. De Rada, who had
been involved in the Albanian language, folklore, literature, etc.
since the 1830s, published a newspaper called ““L’albanese
d’italia” in Naples in 1848 and published a magazine called
“Albanian Flag” between 1883-1887 (Alpan, 1978, p. 31). De
Rada, whose name was “Girolamo De Rada” in Italian, was born
in 1814 as the son of a priest of the Italo-Albanian Catholic
Church within the Arbarésh community in Italy. In 1836, he wrote
a book of poems in Albanian in Naples. In this respect, he is
considered the initiator of Albanian literature and the Albanian
romantic movement. He published a political and literary
periodical in Albanian (actually published bilingually along with
Italian) called L’ albanese d’ltalia (The Albanians of Italy). He
later ceased publishing, but in 1883 he published a bilingual
monthly magazine called Fiamuri Arbérit — La banderia
dell’Albania (The Albanian Flag), which continued issuing until
November 1887. This magazine was widely read both among the
Arbarésh and the Albanian community in the Balkans (Elsie,
2010, pp. 106-108).

Cultural Albanianism, which started primarily in the
Italian geography, began to expand gradually in the mid-19th
century. In contrast, the first approaches that set political goals
among Albanians in the Balkans were not integrative but rather
particularistic and appealed to certain segments. A separate
cultural Albanianist direction that appealed to all Albanians,
starting first in Italy, began to expand gradually in the mid-19th
century. This movement gradually reached other places and the
Balkans. Albanianism, similar to many Central European

10
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nationalisms, began to develop as a cultural nationalism based on
the folklore and language studies of a small circle of intellectuals,
and the Italian geography came to the forefront in this respect
through the intellectuals who emerged there. However, the lack
of a national church institution and school networks that would
cover all segments, which were important tools in other Balkan
nationalism examples, was a disadvantage for them (Clayer,
2013, pp. 115-116).

While attempts were made to present approaches towards
all Albanians in a cultural context, politically, pro-independence
ideas were generally not inclusive but divisive before the Prizren
League, and this was led by the Catholic clergy. The first pro-
independence ideas were in the form of micro-particular
approaches. For example, the Catholic Ghegs around the Myrdite
region in the north were eager to establish a separate principality.
Even though an uprising was thought of in common with the
Montenegrin Principality, this did not happen. The Malisors -
Albanian means "Highlander" and more specifically refers to the
tribes of the Malisya-Mati region of Albania. In a broader sense,
it also includes, for example, those belonging to the tribes of the
Myrdite region (Clayer, 2013, pp. 48-50)- in the north were at the
forefront of the independenceists with the particularist tendency.
Throughout the Ottoman period, Albanian elites often had origins
in the territory of South Albania, and they characterized the
Malisors in the north as tribal, mountainous, uncivilized and rude
(Blumi, 2003, p. 240). The feeling of exclusion made these people
even more introverted and caused them to adopt a more radical
stance.

Although micronationalist ideas lost momentum against
comprehensive nationalism with the developments after 1878,
they did not fade easily and continued almost until Albanian
independence. So much so that even towards the end of the 19th
century, the supporters of this view still had a considerable

11
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weight. Some of the northerners with regional and Catholic
identities continued to seek political independence under the
leadership of the clergy. Among the first nationalists in the north,
especially the Catholics in the Shkodra region, the clergy were
the majority. They were after a regional and Catholic identity. The
Abbot of Myrdite Preng Dogi, who was at the forefront of this
type of clergy, sent a letter to the Austro-Hungarian government
as late as 1897 after the Prizren League, expressing his desire to
establish a Catholic Principality in the region where the Gheg
language was located in the north (Clayer, 2013, pp. 407-409). In
his letter, Preng Dogi requested support from Austria-Hungary for
the establishment of an independent Catholic principality for the
independence of the Ghegs. For this purpose, Dogi also organized
a trip to Vienna to establish a principality based on the elements
in the Myrdite region in the north (Kalemaj & Konstantinos,
2015, p. 157).

During the period when micronationalism began to spread
among Catholics in the north, there were also efforts to create a
sense of nationality closely linked to Greek nationalism among
Albanians of Orthodox origin in the south. In fact, one of the
leading Orthodox figures of this period, Jani Vreto, believed that
Albanians were of the same origin as Greeks. One of the main
preferences that emerged was to enter into a political union with
Greece (Clayer, 2013, pp. 154-155). There were also Muslim
Albanians who advocated political union with Greece. One of the
main reasons for this was the Zosima School, known as the “Rum
Mekteb-i Kebiri” in Ottoman Turkish. There were also Albanians
from Muslim families who graduated from here. For example, the
famous Ottoman politician and Albanian nationalist Ismail Kemal
Bey graduated from here. Apart from him, Sami Frashéri, Naim
Frashéri, Davut Borici, Yusuf Tabaku, Hodo Sokoli were also
prominent Albanian intellectuals who graduated from here
(Nizamoglu, 2013, p. 202).

12
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As an example, Abdll Frashéri -for a period-, one of the
Muslim Albanian intellectuals, advocated the unification of an
autonomous Albania, ruled by an Albanian prince, with Greece
Greece, on the other hand, was in favor of either annexing the
lands where Albanians lived or of a dual structure in which the
Albanian identity remained in the background. However, during
the Ottoman war with the Russians, the support that Greece gave
to the uprisings in 1877-78 in order to annex the Epirus region
alienated first the Muslim Albanians and then the Orthodox
Albanians from this country. The preference for a partnership
with Greece was abandoned and the demand for autonomy within
the Ottoman Empire began to come to the fore. However, by
1878, the main fear of northern Albanians was still Slavic
expansion (Clayer, 2013, pp. 191-193).

While the northern Catholic groups, especially the clergy,
pursued a particularist, discriminatory nationalism, a member of
a northern Catholic family stood out as one of the important figure
in the development of a unifying political nationalism. While
Catholicism stood out as the main element in terms of the
discriminatory groups, he developed a secular perspective. This
person was Zef Jubani. Known in Italian as “Giuseppe Jubani”,
Zef Jubani was born in Shkodra (or so it is assumed) to an
Albanian father and a Maltese mother. He studied at a commercial
school in Malta. After his education, he came to Shkodra and
worked as a translator for the French Consulate. He worked there
with the consul who was interested in Gheg folklore and he
himself wrote a book of Gheg folk songs. Jubani also traveled to
Italy from time to time and met Girolamo De Rada there and
helped him with some of his work. (Elsie, 2010, p. 217).

Coming from a Catholic family from Shkodra on the path
from culturalism to political Albanianism, Jubani was a person
who was particularly influenced by the anti-church revolutionary
and liberal ideas that were on the rise in Italy. As a secularist and

13
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an anti-church, he drew great reaction from the clergy of Shkodra.
Jubani complained that the Muslim and Christian clergy were
reinforcing the differences between the Albanians. According to
him, in order to solve the problems, it was necessary to ensure
political equality regardless of religion. Because he claimed that
Albanians had the common blood, language and customs (Clayer,
2013, pp. 165-166). Similarly, Vasa Pasha, an Ottoman
bureaucrat, said: “Albanians, you are killing your brothers, you
are divided into a hundred pieces. Some say ‘I am Christian’,
others say ‘I am Turk’, yet others say ‘I am Latin’, still others say
‘I am Greek’, ‘I am Slav’ etc. But you are all brothers. Priests and
Muslim clerics confuse you. The unifying belief is this: the belief
of the Albanians is to be Albanian” (Vickers, 2001, p. 46).
According to Vasa, the Albanians were the most ancient people
of the region. According to him, the origin of the Albanians was
based on the Pelasgians and even in Greek geography, the
Pelasgians, the ancestors of the Albanians, lived before the
Greeks (Bayraktar, 2011, p. 4).

It is also fact that during the time when Jubani and Vasa
Pasha were putting forward the view that all Albanians should be
politically equal regardless of their religion, Muslim Albanians
were beginning to be influenced by nationalist movements, but
their better treatment compared to Christian minorities and their
religious ties to the Ottoman dynasty (Abdulhamid Il had
appointed many Albanians to important positions) slowed down
their participation in nationalist movements, except for a handful
of elites who received a secular education (Ramsaur, 2007:93-
94). In fact, Abdulhamid II's view of Albanians was within the
framework of the general policy of that period. The essence of the
policy was to strengthen the loyalty of Muslim subjects, and
therefore there was an approach focused more on Muslim
Albanians. In this respect, their Islamic faith and loyalty to the
Ottomans had to be strengthened. Ottoman administrators wanted

14
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to create awareness that Albanians could be saved from extinction
in this way, vis-a-vis neighboring Slavic elements and Greece
(Clayer, 2013, pp. 199-200). Therefore, towards 1878, on the one
hand, a particularist-discriminatory nationalism and on the other
hand, a unifying nationalism movement were developing at the
intellectual level for the Catholic Albanians. On the other hand,
for a significant part of the Orthodox and Muslim Albanians, the
ideology of nationalism was not yet of great importance.

3. THE CONGRESS OF BERLIN AND THE
PRIZREN LEAGUE

The year 1878 is generally regarded as the starting point
for Albanian political unification.With the San Stefano
Agreement signed following the heavy defeat of the Ottoman
Empire against Russia, Albanians realised that their lands were
divided among the Slavic states. One of the consequences of the
Treaty of Kiicik Kaynarca signed between the Ottoman Empire
and Russia in 1774 was that Tsardom gained legal protection over
the Orthodox population, previosly controlled by the Ottoman
Sultan (no doubt through the Greek Patriarch in Istanbul). From
the beginning of the 19th century onwards, Russia began to exert
influence, particularly over the Orthodox elements who spoke
Slavic languages with whom they were culturally and
linguistically close, by using various means. The most important
of these means were the provision of scholarships to students and
the efforts of Russian diplomats to spread the ideology of Pan-
Slavism among the Orthodox population. In Russia, Slavophiles
founded an organization called the “Slavic Benevolent Society”
in January 1858. The main goals of this organization were to
assist the cultural and religious activities of the Slavs under
Ottoman rule. Russia's ambassador in Istanbul, Nikolay

15
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Ignatiyev, of Pan-Slavist thought, was also among the members
of the organization in St. Petersburg (Karpat, 1997, pp. 339-340).

The war, which began in the spring of 1877 when Russia
entered Ottoman territory as a result of its influence on the
Orthodox protectorate, was interrupted by the Armistice of
Adrianople (Edirne) on January 31, 1878, and the San Stefano
Agreement was signed on March 3, 1878. This agreement
consisted of 29 articles and was called the “Ayastefanos
Mukaddemat-: Sulhiyyesi” (San Stefano Preliminary Peace
Agreement) in Ottoman. The legal entry into force of the treaty
was subject to the approval of the states that signed the Paris
Treaty of 1856, in accordance with Article 29. Great Britain and
Austria-Hungary were particularly concerned about the San
Stefano Agreement. There was no major reaction from the other
states party to the Paris Treaty. For example, German Chancellor
Bismarck made it clear that he viewed the San Stefano Agreement
as final. As for Italy and France, although these countries had
some concerns, they were not in favor of taking a very pro-
interventionist stance. On the other hand, they opposed the new
Balkan map arrangement with Slavic dominance that emerged
with the San Stefano Agreement. However, the biggest reaction
came from Great Britain. This country stated that the treaty could
not be approved in its current form and urgently initiated efforts
to convene a congress in which the states parties to the Paris
Treaty would participate. In addition, Great Britain included
Greece in this congress with its initiatives (Tokay, 2016, pp. 76-
78, 245). Thus, with the signing of the San Stefano Agreement on
March 3, 1878, the Albanians saw that the places they considered
their own lands were being shared by the Balkan states, and a
group of Albanian intellectuals, led by Vasa Pasha, Jani Vreto and
Frashéri brothers, established the “Committee for the Defense of
Albanian Rights” in Istanbul (Alpan, 1978, p.15). In March 1878,
a memorandum was sent to the Great Britain Embassy for
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Albanian autonomy. This memorandum was most likely written
by Vasa Pasha, an Ottoman bureaucrat (Bayraktar, 2011, p. 4).

In the face of the severe provisions of the San Stefano
Agreement for the Ottomans, a congress was held in Berlin with
the consensus that emerged to reconsider these. During this
congress, delegates from the north and south of Ottoman
"Albania" gathered in the city of Prizren in June 1878. The
northern part of the lands generally defined as Albanian lands by
the San Stefano Agreement were mainly shared between
Bulgaria, Serbia and Montenegro. For this reason, the city of
Prizren, located in the north, became a natural center for the
Albanian union (Yigit, 2009, pp. 2462-2491). The Albanians
who gathered in Prizren had two important political targets. The
first of these was in line with the interests of the Ottoman State.
The first target was to protect the territorial integrity of the places
where the Albanians were settled. On the other hand, the Ottoman
administration was against their second goal, which was demand
for autonomy (Skendi, 1953, p. 219).

On the initative of Great Britain, the Great Western
Powers agreed to arrange a congress to review the San Stefano
agreement. Lord Salisbury, the Foreign Secretary of Great
Britain, suggested that the meeting should be held in Berlin under
the mediation of Bismarck, who accepted the offer. The congress
lasted a full month from June 13 to July 13. Approximately 10
official sessions were held, and secret meetings were held
between the great powers during the congress. The new Balkan
map formed the focal point of the official sessions of the congress.
As a result of the congress, the Berlin Treaty was signed on July
13, 1878. The independence of Montenegro, Serbia and Romania
was approved with the agreement consisting of 64 articles. In
contrast, “Greater Bulgaria”, which was established as an
autonomous principality, was reduced in size. Although Bosnia
and Herzegovina remained officially under Ottoman sovereignty,
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the occupation of Austria-Hungary was approved. In addition,
with the support of Great Britain, the Dual Monarchy achieved its
goal of limiting Slavic supremacy in the Balkans (Tokay, 2013,
pp. 78-84).

Before the Berlin Congress, the Albanian Committee in
Istanbul announced, on May 30, 1878, that they could live
together with their Greek and Slavic neighbors on the condition
that all lands densely populated by Albanians were brought
together under a unified administration (Sotirovic, 2013, pp. 6-7).
Thus, the Albanians endeavored to present pro-compromise
image before the congress that was being prepared. At the Prizren
Congress on June 10, 1878, Albanian delegates took the
following oath, known as the “Besa Oath”: “When the homeland
calls us to serve, let those who think of their own interests be
cursed: We have unanimously decided that our oaths do not
include religion or sect and that, above all, we are Albanians”
(Alpan, 1978, p. 50). The most striking point here was that
religion and sect affiliation were clearly pushed into the
background.

The memorandum, the draft of which is thought to have
been prepared by Vasa Pasha, was addressed to the Prime
Minister of Great Britain, Benjamin Disraeli, in London on June
13, 1878, the day the congress was held. The memorandum
generally included statements regarding the search for support
from Great Britain for the independence, or at least autonomy, of
the Albanians. The memorandum emphasized that with the
support that Great Britain would give to the Albanians, both a
feeling of gratitude to this country that would last forever would
be created, and that thus Europe would have a protective power
through them on the road from the West to the East. The
memorandum was directly aimed at securing the support of Great
Britain and expressed the concern arising from the Slavic
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expansion in the Balkans, where independent or autonomous
states would emerge under the protection of Russia (Elsie, 2025).

The memorandum attempts to present the idea that the
Albanians could form a barrier if they were supported by
opposing Slavic expansion in order to ensure European security.
In addition to emphasizing Russia’s concern to make its influence
in the region effective, the most striking point in the
memorandum is that it attempts to present the fact that the
Ottoman Empire is now collapsing and that the new order to be
established in the region should not lead to a Slavic yoke instead
of a “Turkish yoke.” The memorandum considers the Ottoman
administration as a “Turkish yoke.” It expresses the difference
between the Albanians and the Turks, even if they are Muslims,
and at times very harsh expressions are encountered, and
emphasis is placed on the Albanian identity. In one place, it is
stated: “We are not Turks and we do not want to be. We are
struggling against those who want to make us Slavs, Austrians
and Greeks. Our only wish is to be Albanians”. An example of a
severe expression is as follows: “Ever fearful of the unification of
our tribes and of the reconstitution of an independent Albanian
homeland, the Turkish Government has used cunning tricks to
foment discord, basely and intentionally, to awaken sleeping
jealousies, to inflate petty conflicts among us, and to set the pace
for civil strife. It has imposed unjust taxes, exploited our
resources in men and money and has transformed our fair
country into a battlefield of bloody conflict and fratricidal war”
(Elsie, 2025).

During the Prizren Congress, commissions were formed
on issues related to the Interior, Foreign Affairs, Military,
Finance, etc. and the Executive Board was established. The
Executive Board put forward an 18-article decree. The decree
stated domestic and foreign political goals, some economic,
military, diplomatic and cultural goals. The decree also described
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the city of Prizren as the center of the congress power that was
intended to be created. Apart from this center, it was decided to
establish branches in cities and towns in the regions where
Albanians live. The principle that branch members would be
elected by the people was stated as well. The fact that these
branches were also tried to be given the duty of a military unit
shows that this local power that was intended to be created
prioritized the establishment of an armed police force. The decree
stated that those who did not participate in this military service or
who escaped would face the sanction of death or the burning of
their houses (Alpan, 1978, pp. 50-52).

While the Prizren League was trying to stand against the
Montenegrins goals on their own lands, Greece’s territorial
claims on Thessaly and Epirus came to the fore during the Berlin
Congress. During the Congress, France supported Greece’s
demands. This country presented a proposal that would allow a
significant portion of land inhabited by Albanians to pass to
Greece through a border arrangement. However, as Great Britain
did not agree with France on this issue, it was decided that this
issue should be postponed and resolved between the Ottoman
Empire and Greece. These border arrangement demands caused
great concern, especially to the southern branch of the League of
Prizren. In the meantime, against any attempt by Greece in the
southern regions, the Albanians gathered a force of 30,000 and
decided to oppose the Greek invasion (Skendi, 1953, p. 224).

The border determination commission was also
established between the Ottoman Empire and Bulgaria, Greece,
Montenegro, and Serbia within the framework of the decisions of
the Berlin Congress. The regions to be left to Greece within the
framework of the decisions of the Congress, it is seen that the
losses of the Albanians were overcome with relatively less
damage when compared to the lands that were to be ceded to
Montenegro. In order to clarify the border arrangement, the
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Ottoman representative Ahmed Muhtar Pasha and General
Skarlatos Sutsos on behalf of Greece met in Preveza. However,
the negotiations were fruitless. The negotiations were concluded
only 3 years later. In 1881, the leading powers of Europe were
able to make the Ottomans accept the transfer of the Arta region,
which was Ottoman territory, to Greece. Thus, the Albanians
overcame Greece's territorial demands with relatively little loss at
that time (Skendi, 1953, pp. 224-225). Among the decisions of
the Berlin Congress, Albanians first and foremost opposed the
areas to be left to Montenegro. From the very first moment the
border determination commission began its work on the lands to
be left to Montenegro, there was a great reaction. The people of
Shkodra in particular reacted greatly. The Albanians found it
unacceptable for Plava and Gosina in the north to be left to
Montenegro. Following the Albanian uprising, the great powers
that asked the Berlin Congress to be implemented demanded that
the Ottoman Empire take the necessary measures (Alpan, 1978,
pp. 53-54).

In order to implement the decisions taken at the Berlin
Congress, the Austrian Ambassador visited the Ottoman Grand
Vizier Safvet Pasha on August 10, 1878, in order to prevent any
resistance that might arise in the areas that the Albanians had to
evacuate. In the meantime, against the Albanian resistance, the
issue was discussed at the Meclis-i Viikela (Council of Ministers),
and the members of the Suray-1 Askeri (Military Council) decided
to suggest Mehmed Ali Pasha’s name to the Sultan for the
implementation of the decisions. Sultan Abdulhamid II also found
this suggestion appropriate. In the instructions given to Mehmed
Ali Pasha, it was emphasized that the Albanians in the region
should be persuaded not to make any objections to the transfer of
the administration of their lands to Montenegro and Serbia.
Mehmed Ali Pasha departed from Istanbul to his duty area on
August 19, 1878. However, Mehmed Ali Pasha was an official
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who was resented among the Albanians due to the harsh measures
he had implemented in his previous terms of duty in the region.
Some of the Albanian leaders even sent a telegram to Istanbul
asking for him not to be sent to the region. He reached Prizren on
August 25th and held meetings with the high-ranking officials of
the Prizren League. However, his attempts at persuasion in
Prizren were unsuccessful, and he went to Gjakova on September
1st and made some contacts there; but he was also given a cold
welcome there. He took up residence in the mansion of Abdullah
Pasha, a prominent regional leader. However, following a raid by
local armed factions and the subsequent clashes, Mehmed Ali
Pasha was killed on September 6. (Saygili, 2014, pp. 142-147).

The incidents flared up in Albanian lands with the death
of Mehmed Ali Pasha. On September 27, 1878, the League of
Prizren held its second congress and made some decisions,
including requests from Istanbul. Some demands regarding the
autonomy of Albanian lands were conveyed to the Sublime Porte
in the context of these decisions in January 1879. In pursuance of
these demands, the places where Albanians were settled -with
Obhrid as the center- should be merged into a single administrative
unit, the officers who will work there should know Albanian
language, and it should be taught in schools. The Sublime Porte
remained silent regarding these demands. The League of Prizren
held its 3rd congress with the participation of 48 delegates on
October 7, 1879. Some decisions regarding autonomy were made
at this congress once again. Among the main decisions were that
the regions defined as Albanian lands should be governed by a
governor and that a council elected by the people should be
established (Alpan, 1978, pp. 56-62).

In order not to lose the regions that were decided to be
given to Montenegro within the framework of the decisions of the
Berlin Congress, the Prizren League started to show resistance
from the very beginning through the military units it formed.
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Albanians put up great resistance for a long time. The
Montenegrins complained and the ambassadors of the Western
powers, under the leadership of Great Britain, came together in
Berlin on June 16, 1880, and prepared a project called the "Ulcinj
Arrengement” (or Dulcino Arrengement) which included the
transfer of Ulcinj and Bar to Montenegro instead of Gosine and
Plava (Yagct, 2016, p. 183).

Meanwhile, the great powers also decided to send a fleet
to the Adriatic on the grounds that the Ottomans had not made
sufficient efforts regarding the lands to be ceded to Montenegro
at the beginning of September 1880. 3 French, 2 Austrian, 2
Italian, 2 British, 1 German and 1 Russian ships were sent to the
Adriatic by great powers. In addition, upon the threat of Great
Britain to occupy Izmir with allied navies, the Ottomans were
forced to take action regarding the surrender of the Ulcinj region
to the Montenegrins. Dervish Pasha was sent to the region by the
Ottoman administration to ensure the surrender of Ulcinj to the
Montenegrins. Dervish Pasha arrived in Ulcinj on November 4
with the ships Mecidiye and Istanbul and a military force of 1300
men. Although the Albanians tried to prevent him from landing,
they were unsuccessful. On November 23, a four-hour fight took
place against the Albanian armed units, and the region was
eventually entered. After this, it was announced that any
resistance movement from on that time on would be against the
laws of Sharia and the Sultan. On November 26, 1880, the
Montenegrins took over Ulcinj. In addition, the Kursunlu
(KurSumlija) and Vra(n)je districts, where Albanians lived and
which fell to Serbia within the framework of the Berlin Treaty
decisions, were handed over to Serbian troops (Bartl, 1998, pp.
207-210).

After the military units under the command of Dervish
Pasha broke the resistance of the armed Albanians in November
and handed over the lands to the Serbian troops. On the other
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hand, the Prizren League held a secret meeting in December 1880
and declared the "Provisional Albanian Government” (Alpan,
1978, p. 70). In this context, a number of uprisings were initiated
against the central government in Istanbul. The first uprisings
started in Prizren, the center of the league. It was announced that
the league had taken over the administration in Prizren and
appointed a governor. The league also sent armed units to
implement similar practices in neighboring Albanian settlements.
These units took over the administration in Skopje and Pristina
(Skendi, 1953, p. 228). The area of activity of the Provisional
Government (Kuverné e pérdorme) extended from Kosovo to
Skopje. In addition, the Ottoman governor in Debar was sent from
the city, and control was transferred to the provisional
administration there (Elsie, 2010, p. 147). In the face of the
growing Albanian uprising, the Ottoman government assigned
Dervish Pasha to suppress the rebellion in 1881. Thus, the
rebellion in both the north and the south was suppressed by the
Ottoman military and civil authorities (Skendi, 1953, pp. 22-230).
The defeat in 1881 also caused the union to disintegrate and
dissolve.

The defeat of 1881 caused Albanian nationalism to
become politically silent and passive in the Balkan lands
belonging to the Ottoman Empire for a period of about a quarter
of a century, except for some isolated attempts. During the
drawing of the new Ottoman-Montenegrin borders in May 1883,
some Albanian tribes revolted again but were suppressed. In
March 1885, some unrest broke out in Prizren upon the
imposition of new taxes. The prison in Prizren was raided, and
some prisoners were taken from there (Bartl, 1998, pp. 252-253).
Following the dissolution of the Prizren League, efforts emerged
in 1896 in the city of Pe¢ with the participation of 500 people to
revive an institution similar to the previous formation (Yigit,
2009, p. 2477). However, this formation could not gain continuity
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and institutionalize like the Prizren League, and as the 20th
century approached, the influence of Albanian nationalist politics
began to shift to the diaspora.

4. CONCLUSION

In the development of Albanian nationalism, the influence
of the Catholic Italo-Albanian ethnic group was especially
important at the beginning, and this group carried the excitement
of the establishment of the Italian nation state to the opposite
shore of the Adriatic. Thus, in the Albanian nation-building, the
Italo-Albanians and the Catholic Albanians of Gheg origin who
were in contact with them emerged as the most influential group
in the initial period. While the Orthodox Albanians, in the early
stages, were more intertwined with Greek nationalism and
defended views that were integrated with it, the Muslim
Albanians remained in the background.

In Albanian nationalism, the year 1878 is generally
assumed as the beginning of political Albanian nationalism. With
the San Stefano Agreement signed in 1878, Albanians, facing the
danger of losing their lands to Slavic elements, put aside their
differences within the reflex of original land ownership and
gathered in the formation called the “Prizren League” with the
instinct of protecting the places they had first and foremost.
Although 1878 was the first unification in the political arena, it is
a fact that it did not completely eliminate the divisions within the
Albanians. In fact, they still had different plans for the future.
However, this initiative undoubtedly created a great opportunity
for the elites to politicize the “Albanian” movements.

The Prizren League was important not only because it was
the first institutional step towards uniting the Albanians
politically, but it also marked the beginning of a stance against
the Ottoman Empire, including a significant portion of Muslim
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intellectuals. An important sample of this situation is the content
of the telegram sent to Disraeli during the Berlin Congress, which
it accused the Ottomans in very harsh terms, and was even
approved by the Muslim delegates.

From the Ottoman State’s perspective, the Prizren League
did not pose a problem in terms of its establishment. On the
contrary, the Ottomans thought that this union could play a role
as a means of preventing the implementation of the provisions of
the San Stefano Agreement and the Berlin Treaty and thus
continuing to keep the Albanian geography in their hands.
However, over time, the influence of -especially- Catholic
separatist groups in the league first brought about the Ottomans’
dissatisfaction and then opposition towards this organization. In
addition, as a result of the pressure exerted by the great powers
on Istanbul, the Ottoman forces played a direct role with their
military forces in handing over the administration of some of the
lands held by the ancient landowners in the region to the countries
indicated as the new owners of sovereignty in the relevant
provisions of the Berlin Treaty, and the conflicts experienced
during this process caused a rift between the Albanians (including
a significant portion of the Muslim Albanians) and the Sublime
Porte that would never be fully rehabilitated.

On the threshold of the 20th century, Orthodox Albanians
began to favor the establishment of a national Orthodox church.
For them, the establishment of a national Albanian church was of
primary importance against the ‘danger of Hellenization’.
Orthodox groups also began to emphasize their ‘Albanian’
identity in the face of the ‘danger of Hellenization’. Disappointed
by Greece's direct annexationist policies, the southern Orthodox
group moved away from the idea of unification with the Greeks.
Significant changes also took place in the Catholic groups.
Towards the end of the 19th century, the influence of secular
elites among northern Catholics strengthened, while the influence
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of the clergy gradually weakened and micro-nationalist
approaches fell out of favor. In the last quarter of the 19th century,
Muslim Albanian nationalists also developed a secular
perspective, especially in order to gain independence from the
‘Muslim Nation’ in the Ottoman Empire. The Prizren League also
contributed greatly to the development of this perspective.
Muslim Albanians, in fact a significant part of them still hoped
for cooperation within the Ottoman state at the end of the 19th
century. These hopes were dashed as they moved towards the
20th century. The realization that their demands for autonomy
would not be sincerely accepted by Istanbul - which continued
until shortly after the proclamation of the Constitutional
Monarchy - led to the construction of a unifying ‘Albanian’
identity that excluded divisions and then to a gradual move
towards the adoption of the nation-state concept.
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CEMAL ABDUNNASIR DONEMI MISIR VE
HUR SUBAYLAR HAREKETI!

Mahsun SEYITVAN?
Mehmet KAYA3

1. GIRIS

Tarih boyunca bir¢ok medeniyete ev sahipligi yapan
Misir Osmanlt  Devleti’nin  yapmis oldugu sefer sonucu
Osmanli’nin hakimiyetine girmistir. Zaman igerisinde eski
gliciinii kaybedince batili devletler gozlerini buraya dikmis ve
zamanla basarilt olmustur. 2. Diinya savasindan sonra Misir’
Pan-Arabizm ve anti emperyalist diisiinceleriyle kitleleri
etrafinda toplayan Cemal Abdiinnasir sahneye ¢ikacaktir. Batili
giiclerle yapmis oldugu miicadeleler, Siiveys Kanali’ni
millilestirmesi,  zaferleriyle,  yenilgileriyle, diplomatik
adimlariyla Misir tarihinde 6nemli bir yere sahip olmustur.
Kendisi memur bir babanin oglu oldugu i¢in gogebe bir hayat
stirmiis ve bu durum kendisine ¢ok kiiltiirlii olmasinin yolunu
agmustir. i1k baslarda hukuk &grencisi iken iilkesinin igerisinde
bulundugu durumu Kabul etmeyerek gosterilere katilmis ve
daha sonra Harp okuluna giderek basarili bir asker olarak mezun
olmustur. Kendisi gibi vatanperver olan Enver Sedat, Zekeriya
Muhyiddin ve Abdulhakim Amir gibi subaylar1 yanina alarak

! Bu makale Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Mehmet KAYA’nin danismanliginda Mahsun
SEYITVAN’in Bingdl Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii’'nde hazirladig,
Misir’m Filistin ve Israil Politikas1 konulu yiiksek lisans tezinden tiiretilmistir.

2 Yiiksek Lisans Ogrencisi, Bingdl Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisi,

Cumbhuriyet Tarihi Anabilim Dali, ORCID: 0009-0008-8770-6909.

3 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi, Bingol Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Tarih Bolim,
Cumbhuriyet Tarihi Anabilim Dali, ORCID: 0009-0000-8108-7942.
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Hiir Subaylar Teskilatin1 kurmus ve bu teskilat ileride Misir igin
onemli politikalar yiiriitmiistiir. Nasir igerisinde bulundugu tiim
durumlara ragmen kimligini korumasini bilmistir.(Bildircin,
2019, s. 5).

2. HUR SUBAYLAR TESKILATI'NIN KURULUSU

Cemal Abdiinnasir Sudan’daki gorevini bitirip Misir’a
dondigiinde iilke tamamiyla bir kaos, bagimsizlik krizi
icerisinde olmustur. Ingiltere’nin 1936 yilinda hukuki
bosluklardan ve {ilkenin kaotik durumlarindan yararlanarak
imzaladig1 antlagmay1 6n plana siirerek Misir’in tiim stratejik
konumlarini, limanlarini, havaalanlarini isgal altina almistir.
Bununla birlikte toplumda krize, infiale nefret ve 6fkeye sebep
olmustur. Baski, zulim ve kaosun oldugu bu donemlerde Cemal
Abdiinnasir 1942 yilinda yanina en gilivendigi arkadaslar
Abdiilhakim Amir ile Kemaleddin Hiiseyin’i alarak vatan
Ingiliz emperyalizminin zincirlerinden biitiiniiyle kurtarmak
amaciyla gizli bir yapi1 olan 'Hiir Subaylar (Dubbatii’l Ahrar)'
teskilatin1 hayata gecirmislerdir. Cemal Abdiinnasir’in Askeri
okulda 6gretim gorevlisi olarak ders vermesi bu kurulus i¢in
onemli bir firsat olusturacak zira bu okulda geng, idealist ve
vatanperver askerlerle bir diyalog olusturarak milliyetci
vatanperver duygularin tohumlarin1 bu kisilere asilama firsati
verecektir. (Dursun, 1993, s. 196-297) 1948 yilinda patlak veren
Arap-Israil Savasi, Cemal Abdiilnasir'in askeri dehasmi ve
cesaretini sahada kanitladigi doniim noktasi olmustur. Savasta
bir Misir askeri birliginin komutasini iistlenen Nasir, Filistin
topraklarindaki  cephelerde  diismana karsi  kahramanca
carpismistir. Ozellikle Faliice bolgesinde kusatilmis olmasina
ragmen gosterdigi lstiin direnis, taktiksel basarilar ve sevk-idare
yetenegi tlim ordunun dikkatini ¢ekmistir. Sergiledigi bu
olaganiistii askeri kahramanlik neticesinde Nasir, donemin Misir
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Krali Fuad tarafindan yiiksek bir askeri nisanla 6diillendirilmis
ve bu olaydan sonra askeri ¢evrelerde ile halk arasinda efsanevi
bir bicimde 'Faliice Kaplani' unvaniyla anilmaya baglanmistir.
Savasin genel olarak Arap devletleri acisindan biiyiik bir
basarisizlikla ve olumsuz sonuclarla neticelenmesi, Kral Faruk
yonetiminin  mesruiyetini  tamamen sarsip onu ¢okiise
stiriiklerken; madalyonun diger yiiziinde, Hiir Subaylar
hareketinin ordu igerisindeki itibarini, taraftar sayisini ve
operasyonel gucini muazzam Olclide artirmasina imkan
tanimigstir. (Bildircin, 2019, s. 5)

XIX. yiizyilin  sonlarindan  itibaren  Ortadogu
cografyasinda yiikselise gecen milliyetcilik diisiinceleriyle
beraber somiirgeci giicler bu bolgeyi istedigi gibi dizayn etmeye
baslamistir. Cemal Abdiilnasir’in askeri bir miidahaleyle krallik
rejimine son vermesiyle kurumsallasan Misir milliyetgiligi
(Nasirizm), bolgedeki mikro ayrigmalar1  derinlestiren
konvansiyonel akimlarin aksine, namlusunu Bat1
emperyalizmine ¢eviren entegrasyonist ve birlestirici bir doktrin
olarak sahneye ¢ikmistir. Kuskusuz bu anti-emperyalist direng
vizyonu, Nasir doneminin nevi sahsina miinhasir bir icad1 degil;
kokleri Ingiliz manda ve himaye sistemine karsi yiiriitiilen
tarihsel micadeleye dayanan organik bir birikimin sonucuydu.
Lakin istedikleri sonuca ulasamayacaklar1 gibi bu milliyetci
kesim Vefd Partisi ¢atis1 altinda toplanmislardir. Vefd partisi
1930 yillarinda igerisinde bulundugi krizler sebebiyle kendi
taraftarlar1 tizerindeki etkisini yitirmesine sebep olmus ve bu
durum bir bosluga sebep olmustur. Bu konjonktiirde sahne alan
[hvan-1 Miislim diger adiyla Miisliiman Kardesler Islamci-
Reformist diisiinceleri sebebiyle toplum tarafindan karsilik
bulmus Misir’in i¢ ve dis politikasinda bat1 karsiti retorik bir
kazanim elde etmistir. (Tan, 2020) (Ates, 2012, s. 9)
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3. DEVRIME GIiDEN YOL HUR SUBAYLAR
HAREKETI

Ingiltere’nin Misir’daki askeri varhigi ve Siiveys Kanali
tizerindeki somiirgeci yaklasimi Misir’da milliyet¢i duygulari
diri tutmus ve giderek artmasina sebep olmustur. Siyasi
tikanikligin zirve yaptig1 bu kaotik diizlemde Basbakan Nahas
Pasa, 1936 tarihli Ingiliz-Musir ittifak Antlasmasi’ni tek tarafl
olarak feshettigini ilan ederek Ingiliz birliklerinin Siiveys’ten
derhal tahliyesini talep etti. Ongérillemeyen bu stratejik hamle,
Misir’da monarsinin  sonunu hazirlayan devrim mesalesinin
fitilini atesleyen esas unsur oldu. Tarih 22-23 Temmuz 1952’yi
gosterdiginde Hiir Subaylar yonetime el koyduklarini deklare
etmis ve bu karar1 da 1923 Anayasasina dayandirmislardir.
Ulkede stratejik noktalar subaylarin kontroliine ge¢mistir. Bu
stratejik hamlenin arkasinda monarsinin de sonunu hazirlayan
birincil deha Cemal Abdiinnasir olmustur.

Bu askeri miidahalenin hemen ardindan mesru hali
kontrol etmek ve saray, ordunun iist kademelerinde saygin bir
yere sahip olan General Muhammed Necib ile ittifak kurmus
onu bu direnisin 6n planmma getirmistirGeneral Necib 25
Temmuzda zirhl1 birliklerle beraber Iskenderiye’ye intikal etmis
Basbakan Ali Mahir Pasa bu iiltimatomu Kral Faruk’a teblig
etmistir. Tebligin ardindan tiim sartlar1 kabul etmek zorunda
kalan Kral Faruk Hiir Subaylar Komitesi tarafindan radikal
kararla tahttan indirilmekle kalmayip siirgiine gonderme karari
dogrultusunda anlagsmaya varmis ve yedi aylik oglu olan II.
Ahmed Fuad lehine taht hakkindan feragat ettigine dair bir
belgeyi imzalayarak Misir’t  terk  etmistir.  (Kiremitci,
2012)Miidahalenin ardindan General Necib, radyo vasitasiyla
yayimnladigr ulusa seslenis beyannamesinde halki siikunete,
ulusal dayanismaya ve askeri yonetimenin direktiflerine uymaya
davet etti. Boylelikle Hiir Subaylar kendilerini yaklasik 2500
yillik Misir tarihinin ardindan yonetimi devralan ilk “ otokton
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(yerli) Musirlt elitler” olarak kendilerini diinya siyaset sahnesine
takdim ettiler. Her ne kadar devlet bagkanligi makamina General
Muhammed Necib getirilmis olsa da, rejimin ger¢ek ve mutlak
glic odag1 Albay Cemal Abdiilnasir’in sevk ve idaresindeki
Devrimci Komuta Konseyi oldu. Kral Faruk’un tasfiyesiyle
acilan bu yeni sayfa; yalnizca Misir’in i¢ politikasini degil, Arap
diinyasinin jeopolitik vizyonunu, Orta Dogu dengelerini ve
kiiresel Soguk Savas diplomasisinin seyrini Nasirizm ideolojisi
ekseninde yeniden insa edecek olan tarihsel bir donim
noktasidir. (Cleveland, Hur Subaylar Darbesi , 2004, s. 338-342)

3.1. Darbe Sonras1 Misir

1952 askeri darbenin ardindan Muhammed Necib
goriiniiste bu darbenin lideri olarak goriiniiyor olsa da aslinda
Cemal Abdiinnasir’in gercek giic oldugu kisa bir siire sonra
belirgin hale gelecektir. Hur Subaylar hareketi icerisinde
bulunan higbir subay Nasir’a kars1 koyacak ve onun kararlarina
kars1 gelecek giice sahip degillerdir. Darbe yada devrimden
sonra Nasir kendisine ve devrime karst c¢ikabilecek biitiin
unsurlari tasfiye edebilmek i¢in daha 6nde kurdurdugu istihbarat
biriminden aldig1 bilgiler dogrultusunda bu diisiince altinda
olanlar1 baski altinda tutmustur. Yasanan bu siyasi hadiseler
neticesinde Ali Mahir Pasa kabinesi 7 Eyliil 1952 ‘de istifaya
zorlanmis ve Muhammed Necib 6nderliginden yeni bir hiikiimet
kurulmus Ihvan-1 Miislim disindaki tiim siyasi partiler
kapatilmis varliklarina el konulmustur. Ihtilal Konseyi icerisinde
Necib ve Nasir yasanan hadiseler karsisinda karsi karsiya
gelmisgtir. Clinkii Nasir’in almis oldugu tek tarafli kararlar Necib
tarafindan  hos  karsilanmamustir.  Necib,  parlamenter
demokrasiyi ve mesruti monarsiyi savunurken; Nasir
cumhuriyetci bir ¢izgide duruyor, ancak parlamenter demokratik
bir modeli reddediyordu. Tarih 18 Temmuz 1953’i
gosterdiginde Nasir monarsi sistemi sonlandirdi§in1  ve
Cumhuriyetin ilan edildigini ilan etmistir. Bu yeni sistemde
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cumhurbaskanligi ve basbakanlik makamlart Muhammed Necib
tistlenirken bagbakan yardimeciligi ile i¢ isleri bakanlig ise Nasir
{istlenmistir. Nasir ile Necib arasindaki gii¢c miicadelesi, Ihtilal
Konseyi’nin 25 Subat 1954°te Necib’in bilgisi disinda aldig1 bir
kararla yeni bir boyuta tasinmistir. Necib’in basbakanlik ve
konsey baskanligindan istifa ettirildiginin ve bu makamlara
Nasir’in - atandiginin  duyurulmasiyla, Nasir fiilen elinde
bulundurdugu yiiriitme yetkilerini hukuki olarak da tescil
ettirmistir. . (Lewis, 2005, s. 434) 1952 Misir Askeri Darbesi’ni,
cagdas1t olan 1954 Suriye ve 1958 Irak darbelerinden ayiran
temel alametifarika, Cemal Abdiilnasir liderligindeki bu
hareketin Baas modelinde oldugu gibi kurumsallagsmis ideolojik
bir partiye dayanmamasidir. Aksine; anti-emperyalizm,
milliyetcilik ve uluslararasi bloksuzlasma (baglantisizlik)
ilkelerini bayraklastiran bu askeri miidahalenin entelektiiel
zemini, zamanla liderinin ismiyle misemma hale gelen
"Nasircilik" akimimin dogusuna kaynaklik etmistir. Nasircilik
doktrini, Dogu Blogu ve Sovyetler Birligi ile stratejik ve yakin
iligkiler gelistirmesine ragmen, Marksist-Leninist ideolojiye
elestirel bir mesafede durmustur. Akim, Arap toplumunun
kiiltirel ve sosyolojik kodlartyla uyumlu, dini referanslari
tamamen diglamayan "Arap Sosyalizmi" diisiincesini ideolojik
bir eksen olarak benimsemistir. Sonug¢ olarak, Necib’in insa
etmeye calistigt demokratik ve parlamenter rejimi akamete
ugratan Nasir, Misir’in mutlak otoriter giicli haline gelerek tek
adam yOnetimini tesis etmistir. (Dursun, 1993, s. 293)

4. BASBAKANLIK VE CUMHURBASKANLIGI
DONEMI

4.1. Miisliiman Kardeslerin Giiciiniin Kirilmasi

Cemal Abdiinnasir 6nundeki engelleri yada engel
olusturabilecek kisi kurum ve kuruluslart tek tek egale ederek
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Misir ve Arap Diinyasi icin 6nemli bir aktor haline gelmistir.
Basa getirdigi Muhammed Necibi egale ettikten sonra
muhalefeti baski altinda tutmay1 amacglayan ve bu dogrultuda
toplum igerisinde mesruiyet halleri ve giicleri giderek artan
Miisliiman Kardesleri hedefi haline getirmis ve teskilati 6nce
kendi iglerinde muhalif gruplar olusturmaya c¢alismis ama bu
durum basarisiz olmustur. Daha sonra Nasir biirokrasi , egitim,
askeriye igerisinde bulunana Miisliiman Kardesler taraftarlarini
tek tek tespit ettirip sonra tasfiye ettirmistir. 1954 yilindan rejim
karsitt miting ve gosterilerin olmasindan dolayr Nasir bunlari
gerekge gostererek teskilatin lider kadrosuyla beraber iiyelerle
beraber genis bir tutuklama operasyonu gerceklestirmistir.
Muhammed Necib siyasi niifuzunu kullanarak teskilatin lider
kadrosunu serbest biraktirsa da 26 Ekim 1954’te Iskenderiye’de
Nasir’a kars1 gergeklestirilmis olan suikast girisimi rejim
taraftarlart i¢in bir kirilma noktast olmustur. Zira Cemal
Abdiinnasir bu suikast girisiminin arkasinda Mdusliman
Kardeslerin oldugunu iddia etmis ve bu dogrultuda teskilat
tizerinde tim baskim1 kullanmak igin iyi bir firsati eline
gecirmistir. Bu dogrultu da Misir’in genelinde tutuklamalar
baslatmistir. Thtilal Mahkemeleri kurdurmus ve bu mahkemelere
genis yetkiler verdirerek teskilatin yedi yOneticisini idam
ettirmistir. Dis politikadan gelen baskilar sonucu teskilatin
lideri olan Miirsid Hudaybi’nin idam cezasi miiebbet cezaye
cevrilmistir. Ancak diger kurmaylar ve bir ¢ok iiye idam
edilmistir. Teskilatin igerisinde bir ¢ok tasfiye gergeklestirmis.
Genel olarak baktigimiz vakit Thvan-1 Miislime uygulanan bu
baskicit tutum ve politikalar Nasir’in iilkedeki tiim muhalefet
gruplar tizerinde bir baski olusturmus diktatorliik rejiminin
kurumsallasmasini saglamigtir. (Dursun, 1993, s. 296-301)

4.2. Baglantisizlar Hareketi ve Cemal Abdiinnasir

Ikinci Diinya Savagindan sonra Dogu ve Bati bloklarina
kars1 admna “Baglantisizlar Hareketi” denilen bir blok
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olusturuldu ve bu blok diger somiirgeci giiglere kars1 bir denge
unsuru olmak olusturulmak ig¢in kuruldu. Bu harekete adini
veren ise donemin Hindistan Basbakani Nehru vermistir. Bu
olusumun onciiliigiinii tistlenen Cemal Abdiinnasir, Yugoslavya
lideri Tito, Hindistan lideri Nehru ve Cin devlet lideri Cu En Lai
kominizme ile kapitalizme kars1 ve niikleer giice sahip olan
devletlere kars1 diplomatik ve siyasi mesafeyi koruma ilkelerini
benimsemislerdir. Misir’da iktidar1 devralan Hiir Subaylar,
heterojen siyasi goriislerine ragmen anti-emperyalist ve Misir
milliyetcisi ortak bir paydada bulusmus, bu silirecte Miisliiman
Kardesler'le de ittifak arayismma girmislerdir. Monarsinin
tasfiyesinin ardindan Nasir, kiiresel 0Olgekte tarafsizlik
politikasimi yiiriitirken bolgesel diizeyde de aktif bir giic olma
stratejisi izlemistir. Bu dogrultuda Ingiltere ile bir anlasma
imzalayarak Siiveys Kanali bolgesindeki ingiliz askeri varligima
son vermistir. Ayrica Fransa’ya karsi bagimsizlik miicadelesi
veren Cezayir'e sagladigi somut destekle pan-Arabizm
ideolojisini  giiclendirmis ve Arap diinyasindaki liderlik
konumunu pekistirmistir. (Armaoglu, 20. Yiizyil Siyasi Tarih,
2010, s. 604) (Sander, 2001, s. 301)

4.3. Bandung Konferansi ve Cemal Abdiinnasir

1953 yilinda Stalin’in vefat etmesinden sonra SSCB
Ortadogu iizerindeki politikasinda koklii ve radikal bir
degisiklige gitmistir. Moskova yonetimi Ortadogu’daki etkisiz
olan ve zayif kalmig komiinist parti ve yoOnetimlerine destek
vermek yerine halkin ¢ogunlugunun destegini alan halk
karsisinda giliven sorunu olmayan Bati’ya karsi olan liderlere
destek verme politikasin1 benimsemistir. Bu yeni doktrin
dogrultusunda, karizmatik nitelikleri ve anti-emperyalist
durusuyla 6ne ¢ikan Misir Lideri Cemal Abdiinnasir, Sovyetler
Birligi icin en uygun potansiyel ortak haline gelmistir. Cilinkii
Cemal Abdiinnasir Bat’ya , Israil’e karsi &diin vermeyen
politikalar izlemis ve benimsemistir. Bu nedenle SSCB i¢in
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uygun bir aday ve strateji olmustur. Ayni1 zamanda Nasir izledigi
politikalar ~ yapmis oldugu reformlar sebebiyle Arap
cografyasinda bir halk kahramanina doniigmiistiir. 1955 yilinda
toplanan Bandung Konferansina karigsmis ve yerel ve kiiresel
siyasetteki konumu tahkim etmistir. Hindistan Bagbakani1 Nehru
ve Yugoslavya Devlet Bagkani Tito ile yan yana gelerek daha
Oonce bahsettigim gibi Baglantisizlar Hareketine 0Onciiliik
etmigtir. (Ari, 2007, s. 260-261)Cemal Abdiinnasir’in etkisi
Ortadogu ile sinirh kalmamis , Afrika’daki somurgeci gugclere
karst direnen ve savasan Orgiitlere karsi somut destekler
vermistir. ~ Bu destek onu Afrika’daki sOmiirgeye karsi
miicadelenin sembol isimlerinden biri haline getirmistir. Nasir’t
cazip kilan ve mesruiyetini artiran bir diger faktor de Bati ve
Moskova askeri-siyasi ittifak kurmayi reddetmis olmasidir.
Misir’in karizmatik lideri ileriki zamanlarda Siiveys Kanalini
millilestirme diislincesi ve Misir’a biiyilik bir yarar1 olacak olan
Asvan barajinin insa siire¢lerinde Batili giiclere meydan
okumus, Sosyalist blok ile yakinliklar kurmus ama asla ideolojik
bagimsizlik  diisiincelerini  her zaman korumustur. I¢
politikasinda kominist diisiincede olan araplarla is birligi
diisiincesini reddetmistir. Suriye ile tek tarafli birlesme i¢in (
Birlesik Arap Cumbhuriyeti) komiinist diisiincede olan partilerin
kapatma sartin1 6ne sunmustur. Bu nedenlerden dolay:1 ortaya
yeni bir Arap ulusal Solu ortaya c¢ikmistir. Zira bati
sOmiirgeciligini  reddetmis,  ordu-millet  biitiinlesmesini
destekleyen Marksist diisiincelerden uzak yeni bir sol anlayisi
gelistirmislerdir. Dig diinyada elde ettigi bu diplomatik ve askeri
basarilar, Nasir’t Arap halklarimin hami ve savunucusu
konumuna getirirken, Misir’in kalkinma hamlelerine de zemin
hazirlamistir. Bu dénemde Nil Havzasi {izerinde hayati dneme
sahip Asvan Baraji’m1 insa ettirmek isteyen Nasir, gerekli
ekonomik sermayeyi baglangicta Amerika Birlesik Devletleri ve
Ingiltere’den talep etmistir. Ancak Batili devletlerin bu
finansman talebine yanasmamasi ve projeyi sabote etmesi
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tizerine Nasir, SSCB ile askeri ve ekonomik iliskilerini hizla
gelistirmistir. Bu stratejik hamle, Misir’in emperyalist baskilara
kars1 arkasina giliclii bir kiiresel aktoriin destegini almasini
saglarken, Nasir’im hem i¢ hem de dis politikadaki mutlak
otoritesini per¢inlemistir. (Murat, 2018, s. 363-379)

4.4. Bagdat Pakti ve Cemal Abdiinnasir

Cemal Abdiinnasir Bati ittifakindan uzaklasip i¢
politikadaki gucunt artirmak ve giiclii bir ordu olusturmaya
calismistir. Olusabilecek bir Arap-Israil savasindaki liderligini
korumak i¢in SSCB ile yakin iligkileri igerisine girmistir. Bu
sebeplerden dolay1 20 Eyliil 1955 tarihinde Nasir yani Misir ile
Cekoslovakya arasinda genis kapsamli bir silah anlagmasi
imzalanmistir. Bu anlagmanin igeri , maliyetleri bazi
kaynaklarda degismis olsa da bu askeri anlasma paketinin
icerisinde ¢ok sayida gelismis savas ugaklar1 ( Mig-15 , Mig-17)
, bombardiman ug¢agi (Ilyushin 11-28), tank, zirhli araglar ve
destroyer alarak Misir ordusu igerisindeki silah ve arag
envanterlerini modernize etmistir. Ayni yil igerisinde Bati
giidimlii Bagdat Paktin1 kurmustur. Bunun {izerine Suriye ve
Suudi Arabistan ile bir askeri ittifak icerisine girmis daha sonra
1956 yilinda Yemen’i de bu savunma hattina dahil etmislerdir.
(Armaoglu, 2010, s. 374)Yapilan bu stratejik hamleler
Ortadogu’daki Arap kusagini parcalayarak derin bir rekabete yol
acmistir. Aslina bakildiginda bu ittifakin amacit SSCB tehdidine
kars1 kurulmus olmasiydi ancak tam tersi bir sekilde SSCB bu
bolgedeki nifuzunu giderek artirmistir. Cemal Abdiinnasir
Irak’ta kralligi devirmis olan Yarbay Abdiilkasim darbesine
destek ve vermesi ve emperyalizme karsi dik durusu paktin
yaratmis oldugu kutuplasma ile birleserek 1959 yilinda Arap
diinyasinda onu liderlik konumuna tasimistir. (KUZGUN, 2015,
s. 294-297) (Kiremitci, 2012, s. 44)
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4.5. Asvan Baraji Projesi ve Siiveys Kanali Krizi

Misir Lideri Cemal Abdiinnasir, 1953 yilindan itibaren
Nil Nehri iizerinde insa edilmesi planlanan Asvan Baraji
projesine ¢ok bulylk bir stratejik ehemmiyet atfetmekteydi.
Yaklasik bir milyar dolara mal olmasi beklenen projenin hayata
gecirilebilmesi ic¢in ligte bir oraninda dis finansmana ihtiyag
duyulmaktaydi; iste bu dis kredi meselesi, 1956 sonbaharinda
Ortadogu’da kiiresel ¢apta bir buhranin patlak vermesine zemin
hazirlayacaktir. Amerikan Senotusu’nun almis oldugu bu sert ve
radikal karara karsi sert bir sekilde karst ¢ikan Nasir 24
Temmuz’da konusma yaparak iilkesinin Amerikan dolarinin
karsisinda egilmeyecegini dile getirmis ve Siiveys Kanalini
isleten Ingiliz- Fransiz ortakligindaki sirketi millilestirdigini ilan
etmistir. (Sander, 2001, s. 301-302)Alinan bu karar neticesinde
bu sirketin sahipleri ve kanali yogun bir sekilde kullanan
Ingiltere ve Fransa bu tutuma biiyiik bir tepki vermistir. Batili
Devletler yapmis oldugu tiim diplomatik ve siyasi temaslara
ragmen bir sonu¢ alamamis ve konuyu BM Giivenlik Konseyine
tagimiglardir. Ancak Nasir Siiveys Kanali’nin uluslararasi bir
konsorsiyum tarafindan yonetilmesi acik net ve sert bir sekilde
ret etmistir. Bunun iizerine Ingiltere ve Fransa tiim yollarmn
kapali olmasindan dolay1 artik bu sorunun ¢oziimiiniin askeri
giicle bastirmak oldugu fikrini savunmuslardir. Bu sebepten
dolay: Israil ile gizli antlasmalar yaparak Misir’1 karsi askeri
operasyon plant iizerinde durmuslardir. Yapilan bu ittifak
neticesinde Israil 29 Ekim 1956 yilinda Misir’a saldirmustir.
(Armaoglu, 2020, s. 163-170)Bu esnada Israil’in Sina’daki
askeri harekati gayet basarili gecmis; Misir ordusu Israil
kuvvetleri tarafindan bir kiskag i¢ine alinacagini fark edince agir
kayiplarla geri ¢ekilmek zorunda kalmistir; bu geri cekilme
esnasinda Misir ordusu bin 6li, dort bin esir vermis, ayrica yiiz
kadar tank, Uc ylz adet top, 1500 otomatik silah ve bir o kadar
da askeri kamyonu savas meydaninda birakmistir, bdylece
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Sina’nin mutlak kontrolii Israil’in eline ge¢mistir. Bu sirada
Ingiltere ve Fransa Misir’in havaalanlarin1 bombalamis, Akdeniz
tizerinden Siiveys Kanali’na askeri piyade ¢ikarma yapmayi
hedeflemislerdir. Amaclar1 hem kanali geri almak hem de
Nasir’1 bastan indirmekti. Bu isgal iizerine Misirlilar sivil, askeri
fark etmeksizin kanalda bulunan biitiin gemileri batirmis ve
kanali trafige kapatmuslardir. Ingiltere ve Fransa’nin hesaba
katmadiklar1 sey ise SSCB’nin olusan ayaklanmalari
bastiracagini ve olusan bu duruma bu kadar erken mudahil
olmalaridir. Zira SSCB hemen ii¢ iilkenin basbakanlarina
niikleer ve fiize tehditleri savurmus ayni zamanda sert mesajlar
gondermistir. ABD Fransa, Ingiltere, Israil’e ayn1 anda sert bir
muhtira vererek hemen biitiin giiclerini Misir’dan ¢ekmelerini
kayitsiz sartsiz talep etmisti. Hem ABD’nin hem de
Moskova’dan gelen bu ikili baski sonucu isgalci bu ii¢ devlet
Misir’dan  geri ¢ekilmek zorunda kalmistir. 1956 Siiveys
Buhran’nin en miithim kiiresel neticesi, siiphesiz ki Sovyet
Rusya’nin  once askeri silah satisi, ardindan da
diplomatik/niikleer tehdit hamlesiyle Misir’1 bir kez daha mutlak
bir yikimdan kurtarmis olmasi ve bunun sonucunda Sovyetler’in
Arap diinyasindaki prestijinin zirveye ulasmasidir; Ingiltere ve
Fransa, Nasir’t ve Sovyet niifuzunu yok etmek isterken tam
tersine her iki aktoriin de Ortadogu’daki prestij ve giiclinii
biisbiitiin artirmiglardir.( (Gelvin, 2016, s. 294-296), (Ortayli,
2011), (Cleveland, 2004, s. 344-347)

4.6. Arap Diinyasinda Milliyetg¢iligin Yayilmasi

Misir yonetimin dig politika siyasetinde milliyet¢i bir
paradigmaya agirlik vermesi ve bu izledigi politika ile bolgesel
olarak baglarimi giiglendirme diisiincesi, kendi makro ¢ikarlarina
ulagsma yolunda komsu devlet halklarin1 bir kaldira¢ olarak
konumlandirma stratejisinden beslenmekteydi. Bu dogrultuda
radyo, sinema topluluklar UGzerinde ciddi bir derece etkisi
olmustur. Diger yandan Kahire Universitesinin yakalamis
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oldugu kiiresel akademik prestijli durumu yakin iilkelerdeki
genglerin yliksekogretim hayatlarini siirdiirebilmek i¢in Misir’a
gelmesine neden olmustur. Nasir yonetimi bu sayede farkli
tilkelerden gelen bu 6grencilere milliyetgi-devrimci bir ideolojik
doktrini agilayarak siyasi felsefesini tiim bolge halklarina ihrag
etme firsatin1 yakalamistir. Arap halklar1 dis gii¢lerin Ortadogu
cografyasi iizerinde oynamis oldugu oyun ve politikalarin
sebebiyle bunlardan kurtulusun tek yolu olarak Arap ttifakinin
kurulmas1 ve birlesmenin giiclinde gormiislerdir. Nasir’in
onderligindeki Misir, Arap¢a konusan tiim sosyal, siyasi etkileri
kendi ekseni etrafinda toplamistir. Ancak bu jeopolitik
yukselisin smirlar1  bolgedeki statlikoyu korumak isteyen
muhafazakar Arap kral ve kralliklar1 tarafindan engellenerek
sikistirildi ve Pan-arabizm ittifak ve diislincesi kisitli bir alana
stkismak zorunda kalmustir. (Gler, 2004, s. 176) (Davisa, 2004,
S. 144-145)

4.7. Birlesik Arap Cumhuriyetinin Kurulus ve Yikilisi

Cemal Abdiinnasir’in Onderliginde olusturulan pan-
arabizm diislincesi dis poltikada 6zellikle Suriye’de halkin bir
kesimi tarafindan hayranlik uyandirmistir. Oyle ki Sam’daki
komiinist hareketliligi transnasyonel milliyet¢ilige yonelik bir
varolussal tehdit olarak yorumlayan Baas onciileri ¢areyi Kahire
ile entegrasyon arayisinda bulmuslardir. Suriye i¢ siyasetindeki
akut krizler ve komiinistlerin Sam'daki agirlig1 {izerine Nasir,
baslangigta mesafeli yaklastigt bu teklifi kabul ederek
miizakereleri hizlandirmigtir. Ancak Kabhire, Suriye’nin kirillgan
sosyo-ekonomik yapisini gerekce gostererek, birlesmenin kendi
dikte ettigi kat1 kriterler cercevesinde sekillenmesini sart
kosmustur. Bu dogrultuda Suriye’deki siyasi partilerin tasfiye
edilmesi ve ordunun siyasetten cekilmesi gibi kokli kurumsal
dontisiimler dayatilmigtir. Nihayetinde Subat 1958°de iki
tilkenin birlegsmesiyle Birlesik Arap Cumhuriyeti (BAC) resmen
ilan edilmis; yapilan referandumla Nasir, tek parti rejimine
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dayalt bu yeni tniter devletin genig yetkilere sahip bagkani
secilmistir. Lakin Misir yOnetimin otoriter halleri ve Baas
kadrolarii tasfiye etme politikalar iki iilke arasinda derin bir
rahatsizhiga yol agcmustir. Iki iilke arasinda olusan bu olumsuz
havaya ragmen BAC , Ortadogu’daki dengeleri sarsmaya devam
etmistir. (Tirel, 2004, s. 112) Suudi Arabistan, Irak, Urdiin gibi
monarsi ile yonetilen iilkelerde devrimei milliyet¢i diisiinceleri
bu lilkelerde de boy goéstermeye baslamistir. Zamanla Nasir'in
Temmuz 1961'de ilan ettigi; servet sinirlandirmasi ve agir
vergilendirmeleri iceren devletci-sosyalist reformlar, Suriye
burjuvazisini agik bir muhalefete sevk etmistir. Siyasal
diizlemde Baascilarin iktidardan diglanmasi ve parlamenter
sisteme doniis dedikodularinin basina sizmasi, rejimin toplumsal
mesruiyetine agir bir darbe indirmistir. Nasir'in 1961'deki Suriye
ziyaretinde ilk yillardaki kitlesel coskunun yerini sessizlige
birakmas: ve Halep'teki Ogrenci zirvesinde "Kara Firavun"
olarak nitelendirilmesi, toplumsal kirilmanin boyutunu gozler
Oniline sermistir. Baas liderlerinin istifalartyla tirmanan anarsik
ortam, nihayetinde 28 Eyliil 1961'de Sam merkezli bir askeri
ayaklanmayla BAC'm resmen dagilmasiyla sonuglanmistir. Bu
basarisizlik Nasir’1 ideoloji ve politikasindan vazgegirmemistir.
1962 yilinda Kuzey Yemen’de cumhuriyet¢i bir rejim kurulmus
ve Cemal Abdiinnasir bu bolgeye yaklasik 50 bin askeri
personel gondermistir. Bunun disinda 1967  Arap-Israil
Savasinin kaybedilmesi Misir’t yani Nasir’t zor bir duruma
sokmaya baglayacaktir. BAC’ 1n dagilmas1 Abdiinnasir’in Arap
diinyasin1 arkasina alarak kiiresel aktorler {lizerinde bir baski
unsuru olusturma stratejisini biitiiniiyle akamete ugratmistir.
Liderlik ihtiraslart nedeniyle kagirilan bu jeopolitik firsat,
Kahire'yi dis politikada daha radikal arayiglara itmis ve
Sovyetler Birligi ile kurulan ileri diizey askeri ittifak Misir'da
kontrolsiiz bir silahlanma dongiisii baglatmistir. Bu askeri
kapasite artis1 karsisinda giivenlik ikilemine diisen Israil'in
ABD'den yogun askeri yardim talep etmesi, Ortadogu'da yeni
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bolgesel savaslarin altyapisint kaginilmaz hale getirmistir.
(Gller, 2004, s. 234-241) (Cecen, 2000, s. 186-201)

4.8. Yemen I¢ Savasi ve Cemal Abdiinnasir

26 Eyliil 1962 tarihinde Yemen’in ydneticisi olan Imam
Ahmed vefat etmis ve 6liimiinden sonra yerine ge¢gme hazirligi
igerisinde olan Bedir’e kars1 Cemal Abdiinnasir taraftarlar1 olan
askerler tarafindan Yemen yonetimine el konulmus ve rejimi
degistirerek Cumbhuriyeti ilan etmislerdir. Ortadogu iilkelerinin
icerisinde digerlerine nazaran geri kalan Yemen’in igerisinde
bulundugu bu durum Cemal Abdiinnasir tarafindan olumlu
kargilanmistir  lakin  Bedir iilkeden kagmay1 basarmistir.
Bununla kendi yanina taraftar toplamaya baslamistir. Nasir
taraftarlarinin bu monarsi yonetimlere karsi yapmis oldugu bu
yardimlar sebebiyle monarsi sekilde yonetilen diger iilkelerde
bulunan devrimciler tarafindan da yardim istenilmistir. Lakin
Nasir taraftar1 olan bu askerler Yemen’de nizami tam olarak
tesis edebilmek i¢in savasip miicadele etmislerdir. Savasin uzun
bir sekilde siirmesinin sebeplerinden biri ise Suudi Arabistan’in
ve Misir’in bu savasa dahil olmasidir.Savas 1968 yilina kadar
uzamistir. Nasir’in hesaba katmadigi durum ise bu savasin bes
yildan fazla stirmesi ve bu igerisinde bulundugu durumun kendi
askerlerinin  moralinin  hesabin1  yapmamasi  olmustur.
Kuzgun’un aktardigina gore Yemen konusunda Nasir: “Gergek
bir 0zgiirlikk savasinda yer aldigima ikna edilmistim. Bunun bir
agiret savagi oldugunu anladigimda bu savastan onurla ¢ikmak
icin  ¢ok gecti. Kendimi bir ¢ikmazda  buldum.”
degerlendirmesini yapmistir. Yemen’de yasanan bu siireci
“Nasir’in Vietnam’1” olarak isimlendirilmistir (Kuzgun, 2015:
309). (Ucarol, 2000, s. 700)
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5. CEMAL ABDUNNASIR DONEMINDE
YAPILAN SAVASLAR

5.1. 1948 Arap-israil Savasi

Birlesmis Milletlerin Filistin topraklari iizerinde bir Israil
Devleti kurma diisiincesi nedeniyle bu bolgeyi paylastirmasi
Arap cografyasi igerinde biiyiik bir yanki uyandirmis ve bunu
asla kabul etmeyeceklerini dile getirmislerdir. Bu toplantilar
neticesinde Arap iilkeleri Filistin’e goniillii birliklerden olusan
askerler ve hafif silahlarla Filistin’e génderme karar1 almislardir.
Savag resmen 15 Mayis 1948 yilinda baslamistir. Bu savas
dogrultusunda her iki tarafinda hatta sdyle de diyebiliriz savasa
dahil olan iilkelerden ¢ok sayida insan yaralanmis ve vefat
etmistir. Israil Tel Aviv’de Yahudi Milli Konseyi’ni toplamis ve
Israil Devleti’nin resmen kuruldugunu duyurmustur. Israil’in
devlet ilanindan sonra Arap iilkeleri c¢esitli istikametlerden
Filistin’e girmis ve catismalar siddetlenmistir. Arap iilkelerinin
cok sayida asker gondermelerine ragmen bu catismalarda
istedigi sonucu tam olarak ele gecirememislerdir. Burada Arap
ordularinin diizensizligi, kimi zaman disiplinsizligi ve en
Onemlisi  siirekliliginin olmamasindan kaynaklanmaktadir.
Giivenlik Konseyi’nin 19 Ekim’de yapmis oldugu son baris
cagrist olumlu sonuglar vermis ve taraflar ateskesi kabul
etmistir. 1948 Arap-israil Savasi’nin ardindan imzalanan
miitareke antlagmalari, bolgenin jeopolitik ve demografik
yapisini  kokten sarsan yapisal doniisiimleri beraberinde
getirmistir. Bu siiregte Israil, 1947 Birlesmis Milletler Paylasim
Plani ile kendisine tahsis edilen %56’lik toprak oranini askeri
basarilar neticesinde %78’e¢ ulastirmayr basarmistir. Manda
yonetiminin sona ermesiyle geriye kalan stratejik alanlardan
Bat1 Seria Urdiin’iin, Gazze Seridi ise Misir’m askeri ve idari
kontrolii altina girmistir. Catisma dinamikleri ve radikal silahli
unsurlarin saldirilart karsisinda, geri donebilecekleri yoniindeki
telkinlere dayanarak yerlesim yerlerini terk eden yaklasik
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700.000 Filistinli Arap, komsu tilkelere ve giivenli bolgelere
siginarak kroniklesen Filistinli miilteciler sorununun temelini
olusturmustur. Savas, 1949 yilinda Israil ile muhatap Arap
devletleri arasinda diplomatik olarak ayr1 ayri imzalanan ateskes
mutabakatlariyla resmiyet kazanmistir. Bu slirecte yasanan
zorunlu goc hareketleri ve bdlgeye yonelik kitlesel Yahudi
gocleri, yerlesik Arap niifusu aleyhine kalici bir demografik
asimetri yaratmistir. Tarihsel oneme sahip Kudiis kenti ise bati
sektorii Israil’in, dogu sektorii Urdiin’iin kontroliinde kalacak
sekilde fiilen ikiye bolinmiistiir. 1948 catigmalarinin askeri
faturas1 ve diplomatik basarisizligi, savasa dahil olan Arap
devletlerinin i¢ siyasetinde radikal kirilmalar1 tetiklemis ve pek
cok iilkede kokli rejim degisikliklerine varan siyasi
istikrarsizliklara zemin hazirlamistir. Mevcut tablodan jeopolitik
ve stratejik acidan en kazanglh ¢ikan aktor Israil olmustur.
(Armaoglu, 2020, s. 73-95) (Cleveland, 2004, s. 383-407)

5.2. Alt1 Giin Savasi (6 Haziran 1967)

Cemal Abdiinnasir Misir’in savas i¢in heniiz hazirlikl
olmadigini hem ekonomik hem de askeri bakimindan
bilmektedir. Lakin Sovyetlerin hem siyasi hem de silah teminati
konusunda destegi oldugunun farkinda oldugundan israil’e kars1
her zaman tetikte beklemistir iistelik Stiveys Kanali Krizinden
dolay1 batili devletler yani Ingiltere ve Fransa bu savasin
taraftar1 olma konusunda temkinli yaklasmistir. Ayn1 zamanda
Nasir gittigi her konferans her toplantida Israil’e karsi agik bir
sekilde meydan okudugunu her zaman da dile getirmekten
cekinmemistir. Tarih 1967 yilm1 gosterdigi vakit Israil’in ,
Suriye’ye karsi olan siyasi tutum ve davranislart siirekli laf
atmas1 devletler arasi gerilime sebep vermistir. Tim bu
hazirhiklara ragmen Israil , Suriye topraklari olan Golan
Tepelerini bombalamistir. Misir gereken tepkiyi ve karsiligi
vermemistir. Zira Misir askerli birliklerinin bir kismi Yemen’de
oldugu icin savagin Misir i¢in bir yenilgiye sebep vermesi
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kacinilmaz olacaktir. Bu sirada Sovyet Rusya burada sahneye
cikacaktir ve Nasir’a her tiirlii desteginin yaninda oldugunu dile
getirmistir . (Gerger, 2012, s. 268-269) BM bu istegi kabul etmis
ve baris giicii gorevini yiiriiten askeri birlikleri oradan ¢ekmistir.
Cekilmenin hemen ardindan Misir, Sina Yarimadasina askeri
birlikleri ¢ikarmustir. Bu hareketin ardin Urdiin Krali Hiiseyin
Nasir’in yanina giderek bir savunma pakti imzalamistir. Cemal
Abdiinnasir stratejik konumu o©nemli olan Tiran Bogazini
kaparmustir. Bu hamle ile Israil’in Kizildeniz ile baglantilari
kesilmis oldu. Israil’in 25.000 asker ve 470 ucagmin olmasina
karsin Arap iilkelerinde 500.000 asker ve 500 ugak bulunmasi
istiinliigiin Araplarda oldugunu gosterse de hem koordinasyon
hem de birliklerinin bir merkezde olmamas: Israil icin bir
avantaj haline gelmistir. Zira Israil 5 Haziran saat 7.45’te
baslattigi bu harekat Misir tarafindan saat 10.35 civarinda
anlasilmis olsa da Israil hava {istiinliigiinii ele gegirmistir.
Israil’in hava saldirilar1 ve koordineli hareketleri Misir’
maglubiyete siiriiklemistir. Israil ayn1 zamanda Suriye ve
Urdiin’iin hava alanlarin1 vurmustur. Alt1 giin savasi olarak ta
adlandirilan bu savas Araplar i¢in agir sonuglar almasina neden
olmus Sina , Bat1 Seria ve Golan Tepeleri Israil’in hakimiyetini
altina girmistir. Arap llkelerinin talebi dogrultusunda ateskes
imzalanmis savas son bulmustur. Lakin 1967 yilinda almis
oldugu bu agir yenilgi bu durumu kokten sarsmistir. Savastan
sonra liderlikle beraber Arap Ittifaki derin yara alarak ortaya
atilan milliyetcilik fikrinin islevini kaybettigini gostermistir.
Arap Devletleri artik bu diislinceler etrafinda birlesmek yerine
kendi sosyal, siyasal ve ekonomik, egemenlik g¢ikarlarini
diisinmeye baslamasina sebep olmus ve dis politikada
pragmatik ve realizm odakli diisinmeye baglamislardir. Israil’in
yapmis oldugu bu harekat sonucu aldig1 basar1 artik Arap
Devletlerinin caydirict olan durumlarin1 ortadan kaldirmistir.
Oyle ki Arap devletleri icin bu durum maddi ve manevi olarak
agir travmalara yol acmustir. Siliveys Kanali’nin stratejik
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gelirlerini kaybederek ekonomik bir yikim yasamistir. Urdiin;
tarimsal iretimin, turizmin ve dini hafizanin kalbi olan Bati
Seria ile Kudiis’ii Israil’e kaptirmanm yam sira, kitlesel bir
Filistinli milteci akiniyla kars1 karsiya kalarak demografik bir
krizle miicadele etmek zorunda kalmistir. Suriye ise Golan
Tepeleri’ni kaybederek hem ekonomik kayba ugramis hem de
baskent Sam’1 dogrudan Israil’in askeri vurus menziline sokan
kalict bir giivenlik zafiyetiyle bas basa kalmistir. Misir’da ig
politikada hareketli durumlar yasanmigtir. Nasir bu agir yenilgi
sonrasi bu durumu kaldiramamis ve gorevinden istifa etmistir.
Ancak halkin yogun baskist sonucu tekrar gérevine devam etme
durumunda kalmistir. (Armaoglu, 2020, s. 244-253) Ulkesinin
icinde bulundugu ekonomik zorluklar1 ortadan kaldirmak ig¢in
radikal kararlar alarak diger iilkelerle normallesmeye gitme
karar1 almistir. Bu sebeple Yemen’de bulunan askerlerini geri
cagirmistir bu karar da Suudi Arabistan ile normallesme i¢in ilk
adim olmustur. 1967 yilinda toplanan Hartum Zirvesinde ,
Israil’i tanimama, miizakere yapmama ve barls yapmama
kararlarin1 almig Arap monarsileri tarafindan magdur olan
devletlere ekonomik  olarak  yardimlar  yapilmasim
kararlastirmis. Ancak tiim bunlara ragmen alinan bu yenilgi
giiven krizine neden olmus ve mevcudiyette olan rejimlerin
istikrarin1 dinamitlemistir. Nasir i¢ politikada da otoritesini
kaybetmistir. Tarih 1970’1 gosterdiginde bu rahatsizlik daha da
artmistir. Misir’in karizmatik , hitabeti kuvvetli olan, kitleleri
Nasirizm ve Pan-Arabizm ideolojisiyle etrafina toplayan Cemal
Abdiinnasir 28 Eylill 1970 yilinda gegirmis oldugu kalp krizi
sonucu vefat etmistir. (Ates, 2012, s. 58)

6. SONUC

Osmanli Devleti’nin 9. Padisahi olan Yavuz Sultan
Selim’in  yapmis oldugu Misir Seferi sonucu Osmanl
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Devleti’nin hakimiyeti altina giren Misir , Osmanli’nin
zayiflamasiyla birlikte Batili somiirgeci devletlerin istahini bir
hayli kabartmistir. Fransa’ya ait olan bir sirketin Siiveys
Kanal’m1 yapmasi ve tiim ekonomik haklarim1 ellerinde
bulundurmasi kiiresel ticaret diinyasinda savunmasiz bir sekilde
Misir’in Oylece durmasina sebebiyet vermistir. Bu durum ilk
baslarda hukuksal alanda ilerlemeyi diisiinen ancak iilkesinin
icinde bulundugu durumu hicbir zaman hazmedemeyen bir
postact bir babanin oglu olan vatan agkiyla i¢inde bulundugu
durumdan hi¢ memnun olmayan Cemal Abdiinnasir’in hukuk
fakdiltesini birakip Harp Akademisine gitmesiyle ve mezun olup
orduya katilmasiyla yavas yavas tarih sahnesindeki yerini
almasina neden olacaktir. Tarih onu Misir’in karizmatik lideri
olarak diinyaya tanitacak ve hitabet giiciiyle , hayalleriyle,
ideolojisiyle ki bu en 6nemli unsur olacaktir ileriki zamanlarda
Arap halklarin1 yavas yavas kendi etrafinda toplayacaktir. Tarih
1952 yilmi gosterdiginde bu subaylar Kral Faruk’u tahttan
indirmis ve onu siirgiin etmistir. Bu Cemal Abdiinnasir igin
demokrasinin ilk adimi olmustur daha sonra ki adimi ise
Misir’da kralligr ilga etmis ve Cumbhuriyeti ilan etmistir. Bir
se¢im ile Misir’in yeni Cumhurbagkant Cemal Abdiinnasir
olmustur. Pan-Arabizm ideolojisiyle Arap Cografyasinin
dikkatini ¢ekmeyi basarmis ve Kkitlelerin destegini giderek
artirarak almaya baglamigtir. Dogurmus oldugu Arap Sosyalizmi
diger adiyla Nasirizm modeli daha 6ncede belirttigim gibi halk
tarafinda karsiligini almigtir. Cemal Abdinnasir dig politikada
Soguk Savas doneminde dengeleri sarsmig ve diinya sahnesine
hizli bir giris yapmistir. Asvan Barajinin yapilmasit Misir i¢in
bliyiik bir 6nem arz etmektedir. Lakin Amerika ile birlikte Batili
iilkelerin saboteleri olunca Nasir buna kars1 hamle olarak 1956
yilinda Siiveys Kanali’'n1 millilestirdigini aciklamis ve bu
tilkelere hodri meydan demistir. Sahada kaybetmesine ragmen
diplomatik bir zafer elde eden Nasir Arap Cografyasinda bir
kahramana dénmesine ve olusturdugu Pan-Arabizm ideolojisiyle
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Misir’t  Ortadogu’da merkez iis haline gelmesine neden
olmustur. Suriye’deki komiinist hareketlilige karst bir reaksiyon
olarak Subat 1958’de kurulan Birlesik Arap Cumhuriyeti
(BAC), Misir’in baskici, merkeziyet¢i ve Baas kadrolarimi
tasfiye etmeye yonelik otoriter dayatmalari sebebiyle Eyliil
1961°de Sam merkezli bir askeri ayaklanmayla kanli bir sekilde
dagilmigtir. Pan-Arap idealine vurulan bu ilk buyik darbenin
ardindan, Kuzey Yemen’deki cumhuriyet¢i devrime destek
vermek amaciyla bolgeye gonderilen 50 bin kisilik askeri giig,
Misir’t "Nasir’in Vietnam’1" olarak adlandirilan kronik bir
batakligin igerisine siiriiklemistir. Bes yildan fazla siliren bu
asiretler arasi i¢ savag, Misir’in sosyo-ekonomik kaynaklarini
tiketmis ve ordunun moral-operasyonel guclni muazzam
Olciide zayiflatmistir. Yasamis oldugu sikintili siireg igerisine bir
de saglik sorunlart eklenince Cemal Abdiinnasir i¢in sonun
baslangic1 olacaktir. Hitabetiyle topluluklari heyecanlandiran ,
somiirgeci sisteme kafa tutan Cemal Abdiinnasir 28 Eyliil 1970
tarihinde gecirdigi kalp krizi sonucu vefat etmistir.
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FRANSA’NIN TUNUS’A MUDAHALESININ
AMERIKAN BASININA YANSIMALARI (1881)

Gokhan DURAK!

1. GIRIS

On dokuzuncu yiizyilin son geyregi, Osmanli Devleti’nin
hem i¢ sorunlarla hem de Avrupa biyuk guclerinin artan
emperyalist baskilariyla karsi karsiya kaldigi kritik  bir
donemdir. Bu donemde Kuzey Afrika sahasi, Osmanh
hakimiyetindeki eyaletler ile Fransa, Ingiltere ve Italya gibi

Avrupa devletlerinin stratejik ¢ikarlarinin kesistigi bir alan
haline doniismiistiir (Shaw & Shaw, C.2, ss. 193).

Tunus, Trablusgarp ve Misir, Osmanli Devleti’ne bagh
eyaletler olarak hukuken Osmanli hakimiyetini siirdiirse de,
Avrupa’nin ekonomik ve diplomatik miidahaleleri nedeniyle
fiilen farkli giiglerin niifuz alanina girmistir (Perkins, 2004, ss.
55).

1830°da Fransa’nin Cezayir’i isgali, Tunus’un hemen
batisinda yeni bir Fransiz niifuz alan1 olugturmus ve bolgedeki
Osmanli otoritesini giderek zayiflatmistir (Ahmad, 1969, ss.
112-114). Ancak, 1856 Paris Barig Konferans1 kararlarn
cercevesinde Osmanlt Devleti’nin toprak biitiinliigiinii teyit eden
uluslararas1  diizenlemeler, Fransa’nin Tunus tUzerindeki
genisleme politikasini kisa siireligine sinirlamigtir. Bu donemde,
Tunus Valisi Mehmed Sadik Pasa, artan Avrupa baskilar
karsisinda Osmanli destegine daha fazla ihtiyag duymus ve

L Dr., Milli Savunma Universitesi Per.D Bsk.l1ig1, ORCID: 0000-0002-7656-2857.
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Babiali ile iligkilerini giiclendirmeye yonelmistir (Atabasg, 2023,
ss. 567-570).

1871°de Fransa’nin Prusya karsisinda agir bir yenilgi
almasi, Osmanli agisindan bolgedeki dengeleri yeniden
degerlendirmek i¢in bir firsat yaratmistir. Tunus Beyligi,
ekonomik yatirimlar ve altyap: projeleriyle ingiltere, Fransa ve
Italya’nm ilgisini cekmis, 6zellikle Avrupa devletlerine saglanan
ekonomik ayricaliklar, yabanci niifuzunu belirgin bi¢imde
artirmigtir (Uzungarsili, 1988, C.4, ss. 310-315)

Bu siiregte, Amerikan basmi, Tunus Beyligi’'ndeki
yonetsel uygulamalar1 ve Fransiz-Italyan etkilerini yakindan
izleyerek, kamuoyuna 6nemli bilgiler sunmustur.

Berlin Kongresi Oncesi ve sonrasi siireg, yalnizca
Tunus’un statiisii ile ilgili olmayip, ayn1 zamanda Avrupa giicler
dengesi ve Osmanli Devleti’nin diplomatik kapasitesinin
siirlarini da ortaya koymustur. Fransa, ekonomik ve diplomatik
hazirhiklarini  tamamladiktan  sonra, Tunus’un  Cezayir
simirindaki Krumir (Kroumir) kabilesi iizerinden baslattig1 askeri
harekat ile bolgedeki niifuzunu fiilen pekistirmistir (Ling, 1967,
ss. 22-32).

Bu baglamda, Amerikan basint {izerinden yiiriitiilen
gbzlemler, Tunus’un stratejik dnemi, Osmanli Devleti’nin sinirh
miidahalesi ve Avrupa devletlerinin  bdlgedeki ¢ikar
catigmalarin1 anlamak agisindan degerli bir kaynak teskil
etmektedir.

Bu calismada, Amerikan basininda yer alan haberler
1s1¢inda, Tunus’un Fransa himayesine gecis siireci, Osmanl
Devleti’nin tepkileri, Tunus Beyligi’nin karar mekanizmalari ve
Avrupa devletlerinin politikalar1 detayli bicimde ele alinacaktir.
Calismanin amaci, yalnizca bir diplomatik ve askerl olay1
incelemek degil, ayn1 zamanda 19’uncu ylizyill sonu Kuzey
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Afrika siyasetinin Osmanli, Fransiz ve diger biiylik giigler
acisindan tarihsel ve stratejik baglamini ortaya koymaktir.

2. AMERIKAN BASININDA FRANSA’NIN
TUNUS’A MUDAHALESI

Osmanli Devleti’nde II. Abdiilhamid’in iktidara geldigi
donemde Kuzey Afrika sahasindaki Tunus, Trablusgarp ve
Misir, hukuken Babiali'ye bagl eyaletler konumundaydi. 1830
yilinda Fransa’nin Cezayir sathina yayilmasi, Tunus’un hemen
batisinda yeni bir somiirge alani olusturmus ve bu durum Tunus
tizerindeki baskiyr giderek artumistir. Ancak Osmanl
Devleti’nin toprak biitiinliigiinii teyit eden 1856 Paris Barig
Konferansi kararlar1 dogrultusunda, Fransa ve diger Avrupal
biiylik gii¢ler, Tunus {izerindeki genisleme politikalarini bir siire
icin askiya almak zorunda kalmistir (Shaw & Shaw, 1977, C.2,
ss. 141-142).

1871°de Fransa’nin Prusya karsisinda agir bir yenilgi
almasi, Osmanli Devleti tarafindan bolgedeki durumunu
giiclendirmek i¢in bir firsat olarak degerlendirilmistir. Bu
stirecte Tunus Valisi Mehmed Sadik Pasa, Avrupa devletlerinin
artan baskist karsisinda Osmanli destegine daha fazla ihtiyag
duymus ve Babidli ile iligkilerini gelistirmeye yonelmigtir
(Cleveland & Bunton, 2016, ss. 87-89).

Osmanli Devleti, 23 Ekim 1871°de gonderdigi bir
fermanla, devletin Tunus iizerindeki ge¢misteki ve gelecekteki
haklarin1 yeniden vurgulamig; Mehmed Sadik Pasa’ya eyalet
idaresini veraset yoluyla siirdiirme hakki tanmustir. Bu
diizenleme ile Tunus’un Osmanli merkezi otoritesiyle baglarinin
giiclendirilmesi amag¢lanmigtir (Kopriili, 1979, C.12, ss. 36-42).

S6z konusu belgede Tunus’un, Osmanli Devleti ile olan
baglari siirdiiriilmiis ve Osmanli Devleti’nin ayrilmaz bir parcasi
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olarak kabul edilmistir. Her yil belirli miktarda vergi vermesi,
hutbelerde padisahin adinin okunmasi, paralarda padisah
tugrasmin bulunmasi ve mevcut bayrak renginin korunmasi sart
kosulmustur. Ayrica Osmanli Devleti savasa girdiginde
Tunus’un  belirlenen  miktarda asker gondermesi de
yiikiimliiliikler arasinda yer almigtir (Ozdemir, 2003, C.6, S.243,
s. 121).

Tunus Uzerinde emperyalist hedeflere sahip devletler
arasinda Fransa, Ingiltere ve Italya énemli bir yer tutmaktaydi.
Berlin Kongresi dncesinde Osmanli Devleti ile baglar giderek
zayiflayan Tunus’ta, ozellikle Ingiliz ve Fransizlara verilen
ekonomik ayricaliklar sonucu yabanci niifuzu belirgin bigimde
artmustir. Ingiltere, Tunus’ta demiryollari, havagazi ve su isleri
gibi altyapr alanlarinda 6nemli imtiyazlar elde ederken; Fransa,
Tunus Beyligi ile yaptig1 ¢esitli ticaret anlagsmalar1 sayesinde
bolgede ticarethaneler, okullar ve kredi kurumlart kurmus,

ayrica Tunus’a en ¢ok bor¢ veren gii¢c haline gelmistir (Clancy-
Smith, 1994, ss. 112-115).

Italya ise 1861°de siyasi birligini tamamladiktan sonra
bir somiirge imparatorlugu kurma yoniinde harekete ge¢mis ve
cografi yakinligi, ekonomik potansiyeli ve stratejik konumu
nedeniyle Tunus’u baslica hedeflerinden biri olarak gérmiistiir
(Mack Smith, 1997, s. 115-127).

Bu donemde Amerikan basminda yer alan Tunus’a
yonelik haberlerde, Tunus Beyi’nin “yoOnetim ve adalet anlayis1”
yogun bigimde elestirilmistir. Gazetelerde, Tunus Beyi’nin
“keyfl uygulamalara” basvurdugu, yonetimin “eziyet verici ve
baskic1” bir nitelik tagidigi belirtilmistir (Chicago Daily Tribune,
1873, s. 7).

Fransa ve Italya’dan yiiksek miktarlarda bor¢ alindigi
halde halka “keyfi olarak agir vergiler” yiiklenmesi (Mower
County Transcript, 1873, s. 7). ve Tunus Beyi’nin Ulkedeki en
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yiiksek adalet makami olmasina ragmen “kisisel zevkine gore
insanlar1 yargiladigi” yoniindeki yorumlar dikkat g¢ekmigtir
(Watertown Republican, 1873, s. 1).

Fransa, Tunus’u ele ge¢irme konusunda aradig
uluslararast destegi Berlin Kongresi sirasinda bulmustur. Tunus
iizerinde emelleri bulunan Italya’dan once harekete ge¢mek
isteyen Fransa, hazirliklarint biiyiikk bir hizla tamamlamistir.
Osmanl topraklarinin biiytlik devletlerarasinda adeta paylasildig:
Berlin Kongresi’nde Almanya Sansdlyesi Otto von Bismarck,
Fransiz delegesine gizli bir sekilde, “Fransa Tunus’a yerlestigi
takdirde Almanya’nin bu girisime karst ¢ikmayacagmi”
bildirmistir (Ahmad, 1993, ss. 21-22).

Bismarck’in bu yaklasimi, Fransa’yr Avrupa disindaki
somiirge faaliyetlerine yonlendirmek, bdylelikle Almanya’nin
Avrupa i¢i dengeler iizerindeki baskisini azaltmak ve Fransa’y1
ozellikle Italya ile kars karsiya getirmek amacini tagimaktaydi

(Millman, 1979, ss. 97-99).

Tunus’u ele gegirme konusunda Fransa’y1 tesvik eden bir
diger onemli devlet adamu ise Ingiltere Hariciye Nazir1 olan
Lord Salisbury’dir. Berlin Kongresi sirasinda Salisbury, Fransiz
temsilcisi William Henry Waddington’a “Kartaca’y1 barbarlarin
elinde birakamazsiniz.” diyerek Fransa’yr Tunus’u ele
gecirmeye acikca yonlendirmistir (Grenville, 2000, s. 355-363).

Ingiltere’nin  Tunus meselesinde Fransa’ya destek
vermesinin  baglica nedenlerinden biri, kendi ¢ikarlar
dogrultusunda Kibris’a yerlesmesini saglayan gizli anlagsmaya
kars1 Fransa’nin gosterebilecegi bir tepkiyi engelleme arzusudur
(Langer, 1931, ss. 219-223).

Buna ek olarak, Italya’nn Tunus’u ele gecirmesi
durumunda Sicilya Bogaz1 iizerinde tam bir kontrol saglayarak
Akdeniz’de stratejik bir istiinliik kurabilecegi yoniindeki
endiseler de Ingiltere’nin tutumunu belirlemistir. Ingiltere,
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Italya’min bolgesel gii¢ dengesini kendi aleyhine degistirmesini
istemedigi i¢in Tunus’un Fransiz iggaline ugramasini jeopolitik
acidan daha uygun gérmistiir (Bosworth, 1996, ss. 30-31).

Amerikan basininda, Lord Salisbury’nin “Tunus’un
Fransa tarafindan iggal edilmesi konusunda israrct bir tutum
sergiledigi” yoniinde yorumlar yer almistir. Gazetelerde,
“Ingiltere’nin ~ Misir  iizerindeki koruyucu (protectorate)
statiisiine benzer bir yapmin Fransa tarafindan Tunus’ta
uygulanabilecegi, dolayistyla bolgenin fiili Fransiz niifuzu altina
girecegi” degerlendirmeleri one c¢ikmustir (Chicago Daily
Tribune, 1878, s. 2).

Amerikan basininda ayrica Ingiltere ve Fransa’nmin bu

konuda bir antlasma yaptigi da ileri siiriilmektedir. (Daily
Globe, 1878, s. 1; The Daily Dispatch, 1878, s. 3).

Amerikan basminda, Berlin Kongresi sonrasinda
Tunus’un Fransa’nim niifuz alanina girecegi yoniindeki yorumlar
siklikla yer bulmustur. Yapilan degerlendirmelerde, Tunus’un
bir Kuzey Afrika iilkesi olarak “Osmanli Devleti’ne oldukca
gevsek bir bagliliga sahip oldugu” ve bu nedenle “kaybinin
uluslararast politikada c¢ok fazla dikkat ¢ekmeyecegi” ifade
edilmistir. Fransa’nin bu gelismeden “gercek anlamda bir
kazang saglayip saglayamayacagr” ise kimi yayin organlarinda
kuskulu bulunmustur. Bununla birlikte Tunus, “Antik Kartaca
bolgesini igine alan, yaklasik iki milyonluk niifusundan dolay1
dikkate deger bir demografik potansiyele sahip, yiizolglimii
bakimindan Pennsylvania kadar biiyiik olan ve her ne kadar
giiclii bir limana sahip olmasa da yeniden kalabalik ve tiretken
bir Ulke haline gelebilecek kapasitesi bulunan bir bolge” olarak
tanimlanmustir (Helena Weekly Herald, 1878, s.2).

Tunus’taki Italyan yatirmlarinm yillar i¢inde giderek
artmasi, Fransa’nin bolgedeki niifuzunu koruma konusunda daha
agresif bir politika benimsemesine yol agmis ve Paris yonetimi,
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Tunus’a yonelik bir miidahaleyi mesrulastiracak bir gerekce
arayisina girmistir. Bu ¢er¢evede Fransa, 1881 yili Mart aymnin
sonlarina dogru Tunus—Cezayir smirinda yasayan Krumir
(Khroumir) kabilesinin Tabarka (Tabarca) yakinlarinda bir
Fransiz gemisine saldirida bulundugunu one stirerek askeri
harekat baglatmistir (Perkins, 2004, ss. 48-53).

Amerikan basininda yer alan haberlerin
incelenmesinden, Fransa’nin s6z konusu kabileyi cezalandirmak
amactyla General Forgemol komutasinda yaklasik 20 bin kisilik
bir kuvvetle harekete gectigi anlasilmaktadir. Buna karsilik,
sayilart 15-20 bin arasinda oldugu tahmin edilen yerel giicler
Fransiz ilerleyisine karsi direnmeye ¢alismistir (The Portland
Daily Press, 1881, s. 2; Daily Globe, 1881 s. 1).

Fransa, sorun ¢ikaran kabileleri dizginleme gerekcesiyle
Tunus smirma girmis olsa da, diinya kamuoyuna harekatin
yalnizca sinir giivenligini saglama amaci tasidigi yoniinde
propaganda yaparak, Tunus’la yakindan ilgilenen italya basta
olmak {iizere diger Biiyilk Devletlerin siiphelerini azaltmaya
calismistir. Amerikan basininda yer alan Fransiz ve Ingiliz
kaynakli haberlerde, “Fransa’nin Tunus’u ilhak etmeyecegi” ve

harekatin esas amacinin “Tunus’u korumak oldugu” iddia
edilmistir (Chicago Daily Tribune, 1881, s. 5).

Ancak yapilan degerlendirmelerde, Fransizlarin gergek
amacimnin “Cezayir ile Tunus’u kolonize ederek iki bolgeyi hizl
demiryollar1 aracilifiyla birbirine baglamak ve bdylece
bolgedeki ticari faaliyetlerin akiskanligini artirmak™ oldugu
belirtilmistir (Memphis Daily Appeal, 1881, s. 1).

General Logerot komutasindaki Fransiz birlikleri, Tunus
topraklarma hizli bir sekilde taarruz ederek 26 Nisan’da dnce
Kef’i, ardindan Tabarka’y1 ele gecirmistir (Savannah Morning
News, 1881, s. 1).
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Bunun ardindan Fransiz kuvvetleri, tilkenin kuzeyindeki
Bizerta (Biserta) Limani’na asker ¢ikararak sehri kontrol altina
almig ve kisa siire iginde Tunus’un isgaline fiilen baglamigtir
(Alexandria Gazette, 1881, s.2).

Tunus Beyi, Fransiz ilerleyisi karsisinda Osmanli
Devleti’nden yardim talep etmis olsa da, II. Abdiilhamid ve
devlet ricali bu talebe baslangicta temkinli yaklasmistir. Ciinkii
yardim gonderilmesinin  Avrupali devletlerin miidahalesini
tetikleyebilecegi yoniinde ciddi endiseler mevcuttu. Nitekim
bolgeye yardim amaciyla iki Osmanli gemisinin gdnderilmesi
yoniindeki karar olduk¢a gec¢ alinmis ve bu gecikme, Tunus
Beyi’ni umutsuzluga siirtikleyerek aceleci ve sonuglar1 olumsuz
kararlar vermesine yol agmustir (Ozdemir, 2003, C.6, S.243, s.
128).

Fransiz kuvvetlerinin Tunus iglerine kadar ilerlemesiyle
durum uluslararast bir boyut kazanmistir. Donemin Fransiz
Disigleri Bakani Barthélemy Saint-Hiller, 9 Mayis 1881
tarihinde miittefik diplomatlara gonderdigi bir bildiriyle (Sar
Kitap / Yellow Book) Fransa’min Tunus’ta giristigi harekatin
gerekcelerini ve  Osmanli  Devleti’nin  Tunus {izerindeki
haklarna iliskin goriislerini ortaya koymaya calismistir.

Bartelmy Saint Hiller, Fransa’nin Tunus topraklarina
mudahalesindeki asil amacin “Fransa’min Cezayir sathindaki
giivenliginin  saglanmas:” oldugunu belirterek, Tunus ile
Cezayir smirindaki belirsizlik sebebiyle bdlgede bulunan
“Tunus kabilelerinin devamli olarak Cezayir kabilelerine
saldirdigini” iddia etmistir. Ayrica ““herhangi bir yabanci bir
devlet tarafindan Tunus’un ugrayabilecegi herhangi bir
saldirmin Cezayir ve c¢evresinin giivenligi bakimindan blyik
stkintilar olusturabilecegini” belirterek s0z konusu harekatin
Fransa agisindan sebebini ortaya koymaya ¢alismistir (Wheeling
Register, 1881, s. 1).
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Tunus Beyi Mehmed Sadik Pasa’nin etrafindaki baski ve
tehdit cemberi giderek daralmaktadir. Belediye Reisi Zerruk
Pasa, Bey’in Mennube’deki merkez sarayma ¢ekilerek
Fransizlara karst direnmesini savunmus ve Mehmed Sadik
Paga’nin onaymi alarak savunma hazirliklar1 yapmak {izere
Mennube’ye donmiistiir. Ancak bu sirada, Fransizlarin
tertipledigi bir telgrafin Bey’e ulastirilmast Mehmed Sadik
Pasa’nin kararii degistirmesine yol agmistir. Telgrafta, “Sultan
II. Abdiilhamid’in Tunus Beyi Mehmed Sadik Pasa’y1 gérevden
alacagi ve yerine Hayreddin Pasa’y1 tayin edecegi” iddia
ediliyordu. Bunun iizerine Mehmed Sadik Pasa, Mennube’deki
saraya donmekten vazgecerek, Fransizlara yakinligiyla bilinen
basveziri Mustafa bin Ismail’in de destegiyle Fransiz General
Bréard ile goriismeyi tercih etmistir (Perkins, 2004, ss. 56-58).

General Bréard, 12 Mayis 1881 tarihinde Tunus sehri
yakinlarindaki Menntibe mevkisine gelerek Fransiz Konsolosu
Roustan ile temasa ge¢mistir. Amerikan basininda General
Bréard’mn “yaklasik 4.000 kisilik kuvvetiyle Bardo mevkisine
birka¢ mil mesafede bulunan Tabella’da kamp kurdugu” ve
“Tunus 'un baskentinin biiyiik heyecan i¢inde bekleyiste oldugu”
belirtilmektedir. Tunus Beyi Mehmed Sadik Pasa, Tunus’un ileri
gelenleri ile birlikte gelismeleri Menn(be’de bulunan Bardo
Sarayr’ndan takip etmigtir. Halkin destegini alarak sarayinda
giivenligini  saglamak i¢in Onlemler almaya c¢alismigtir
(Memphis Daily Appeal, 1881, s. 1).

General Bréard askerleriyle Mennube’deki Bardo
Sarayr’m1  kisa silirede kusatarak Fransiz Elgisi Roustan
aracilifiyla Mehmed Sadik Pasa’ya isteklerini iletmistir. Tunus
Beyi Mehmed Sadik Pasa’ya gonderdigi iiltimatomda Bréard;
“5 saat iginde” Fransiz isteklerine kesin bir cevap verilmesini
talep etmistir (Chicago Daily Tribune, 1881, s. 5).
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Amerikan basmi, Fransiz Elgisi Roustan’in Ozellikle
“Osmanli  Devleti tarafindan gonderilen zirhli  gemilerin
Goletta(La Goulette) Limani’na gelmesi durumunda Fransiz
askerlerinin  Tunus’u isgal edeceklerini” bildirdigini iddia
etmistir (Savannah Morning News, 1881, s. 1; The Daily
Dispatch, 1881, s. 3).

Fransa’nin ileri siirdiigii teklifler Tunuslu devlet
adamlarmin katildig1 mecliste goristliirken hararetli tartismalar
yasanmistir. Mehmed Zerruk Pasa, Tunus Beyi II. Mehmed
Sadik Pasa’ya hitaben sunlar1 soylemistir: “Siz Devlet-i Aliyye-i
Osmaniye’nin bir valisisiniz. Bu memleket Osmanli Devleti 'nin
miilkiidiiv; siz de onun haklarinin muhafizisiniz. Bu nedenle,
yabanci bir devletle boyle bir muahede (antlagsma) akdedip imza
edemezsiniz, buna salahiyetiniz (yetkiniz) yoktur. Bu muahede
ancak Padisah Hazretlerinin muvafakat ve emriyle yapilabilir.
Eger Padigsah diismanin memleketi isgaline onay verirse, o

zaman sizin Padisah’a karsi bir sorumlulugunuz kalmaz.”
demistir (Karc1, 2007, ss. 63—64).

Mehmed Sadik Pasa ise sarayr kusatan Fransiz
askerlerini  gostererek,  “Bunlarla ne yapalim?”  deyip
caresizligini ortaya koymustur. Mehmed Zerruk Pasa, “Harp
buradan baslasin!” diyerek ¢ikismis; Tunus Beyi sinirli bir
sekilde elini sakalina gotiirerek “bu sakalt kana bulastirayim
ister misin?” seklinde cevap vermis ve sonrasinda meclis
dagilmistir. Mehmed Zerruk Pasa kisa siire sonra Mehmed Sadik
Pasa tarafindan azledilirken Fransizlarin dayatmasi sonrasinda
antlasma metni meclisin  karar1 alimmadan imzalanmistir
(Maksudoglu, 1986, ss. 167-168)

12 Mayis 1881 tarihinde General Breard ile Tunus Valisi
Mehmed Sadik Pasa arasinda imzalanan Bardo Antlagsmasi’na
(Kasr-1 Said) gore: “Fransa ve Tunus Beyi arasindaki dostluk ve
ticaret anlagsmalar1 devam etmis, Fransa’nin Tunus sahili
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boyunca giivenliginin saglanmasi i¢in uygun gorecegi yerleri
isgal edebilmesi saglanmig, Tunus’un huzur ve giiveni herhangi
tehlikeye maruz kalirsa Fransa yardim etmeyi taahhiit etmis,
Tunus’un mesru iktidan ile g¢esitli Avrupa devletleri arasinda
mevcut anlagmalarin uygulanmasini Fransa iistlenmis, Tunus
Beyi’'nin  yaninda  bir  Fransiz  sefirinin  bulunmasi
kararlagtirilmig, Tunus Beyi Fransa HikGmetinin tasdiki
almadan uluslararas1 bir anlagsma yapmamay1 taahhiit etmis,
Tunus HUkdmetinin Duyun-1 Umumiye 6demelerini yapmasi ve
bir mali teskilat kurmasi taahhiit edilmis, simirda ve sahilde
bulunan itaatsiz kabilelere vergi konulmasi kararlastirilmis ve
silah ve miihimmat kacake¢iligi ile miicadele i¢in Tunus
Hiikmeti taahhiitler vermistir” (National Republican, 1881, s.
1).

Amerikan basininda Tunus Beyi’nin Osmanli Devleti’ne
gonderdigi telgrafi da yer almistir. Bu telgrafta Tunus Beyi;
“Fransiz General’in ve askerlerinin Bardo Sarayi’na silah
zoruyla gelerek kendisini anlagma yapmaya zorladig1”, “oldukca
biiylik bir baski altinda tutularak Fransiz himayesine girige
iliskin belgeyi imzalamadan saraydan ayrilamayacaginin
kendisine bildirildigini”, “herhangi bir tartisma yapmadan kan
dokiilmesini  engellemek i¢cin bu metni onayladigmi”

bildirmektedir (The Portland Daily Press, 1881, s. 2).

Osmanli Devleti ise Fransa’nin giiclinii kdtiiye
kullandigin1 iddia ederek durumu siddetle protesto etmistir.
Osmanli Devleti’nin Digigleri Bakani Asim Mehmed Pasa
donemin Fransiz Konsolosu Charles-Joseph Tissot’a Osmanl
Hiikiimetinin Tunus’a askeri birlik gonderme hakkindan
vazge¢medigini bildirerek Fransa’nin eylemlerini protesto
etmistir. Charles-Joseph Tissot ise boyle bir adim atilacak olursa
ciddi karisikliklarin sorumlulugunu istlenecegini sdyleyerek
Osmanli Devleti’ni bir anlamda tehdit etmistir (The New York
Times, 1881, s. 1).
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Amerikan basminda yer alan haberler incelendiginde
Osmanli Devleti’nin Tunus Beyi nezdinde de girisimleri oldugu
anlasilmaktadir. Fransa’nin destegi ile Tunus Beyi’nin Osmanl
Devleti’ne kars1 olusan politikalarinda yasanan ani degisim
tizerine Tunus’un 1871 Fermani’na ve Osmanli Devleti’ne olan

baglhiligmin  bir an oOnce agiklamasinin  beklendigi
belirtilmektedir (Alexandria Gazette, 1881, s. 2).

Osmanli Devleti, donemin zorlu kosullar1 ve tezini
destekleyecek giivenilir miittefiklere sahip olmamas1 ile
Avrupa’nin biiylik devletleri nezdinde siyasi itibarmi biiylik
Olciide kaybetmis olmast nedeniyle, Fransa’nin Tunus
tizerindeki eylemlerini hukuki acidan cliriitmeye ¢alismistir. 16
Mayis 1881 tarihinde elgilere gonderilen bir telgraf araciligiyla
Berlin Antlasmasti’nin ihlal edildigi bildirilmistir (Hanioglu,
2008, ss. 126-128).

Buna ek olarak, Fransa tarafindan ileri siiriilen, Tunus’un
Osmanli hakimiyetinde olmadig1 ve yalnizca dini olarak bagh
bulundugu iddialarina karsi, Tunus’un 117 yildan beri
yaymmlanmakta olan ve uluslararasi alanda giivenilir bir kaynak
olarak kabul edilen Gotha Salnamesi (Gotha Almanach) verileri
gosterilmistir (Sutgl, 2004, s. 82).

Bu kaynakta, Tunus’un hala Tiirk hakimiyetinde oldugu
belirtilmis ve 1871 tarihli Ferman ile Tunus’un Osmanli merkezi
otoritesine baglandigi vurgulanmistir. Ayrica Tunus Beyi’nin
eyaletin icisleri disinda higcbir harekette bulunamayacagi ve
savasa veya barisa karar veremeyecegi fermanda belirtilen
hususlar arasinda belirtilmistir. Biitiin bunlara dayanarak
Osmanli Devleti; Tunus Beyi ile Fransa arasinda imzalanmis
olan antlagsmay1 gegersiz saymistir (Atabas, 2023, s. 570-593).

Amerikan basiminda II. Abdiilhamid’in yorumlar da yer
almaktadir. Abdiilhamid; Fransa’nin Tunus’u isgal etmesiyle
“Islam diinyasimin  biiyiik bir prestij kaybina ugradigim’”,
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.....

“Osmanli Devleti’'nin haklarinin ihlal edildigini”, “Tunus
halkimin olduk¢a endigeli oldugunu”, “bu endiseyi en azindan
gidermek maksadiyla Tunus’a Seyh Zafir’i (Sheik Zaffer)
gondermek istedigini” belirtmistir (Chicago Daily Tribune,
1881, s. 5).

Sazeli tarikat1 lideri Seyh Zafir, Osmanli Devleti adina
baz1 6nemli politik gorevler listlenmistir. Tunuslu Hayreddin
Pasa’nin Sultan II. Abdiilhamid’e tavsiye edilerek Istanbul’a
cagrilmast ve kendisine gorev verilmesi bu sayede
gerceklesmistir.  Aralik 1878’den Temmuz 1879’a kadar
sadrazamlik makaminda bulunan Hayreddin Pasa’ya, gorevi
esnasinda ve sonrasinda biiyiik destek saglamistir. Fransa’nin
1881°de Tunus’a miidahalesinin ardindan, bolgede Fransa’ya
kars1 yiiriitiilen politikalarin etkili olmasi i¢in yogun caba
harcamigtir. Kardesi Hamza Zafir’i bu amagcla Trablusgarp’a
gondermis; Ingiltere’nin 1882°de Misir’1 isgal etmesi siirecinde
ise Ahmed Urabi Pasa ile irtibata gecerek isgali dnlemek igin
bliylik gayret sarf etmistir. Seyh Zafir, II. Abdiilhamid’in
destegiyle Osmanli Devleti’nin Islam diinyasindaki niifuz ve
itibarin1  artirmak i¢in ¢alismig; Kuzey Afrika, Misir ve
Suriye’deki giiglii baglantilar1 araciligryla bolge halklariin
hilafete olan bagliligm kuvvetlendirmeye gayret etmistir
(Buzpinar, 2010, s. 78-79).

Tunus’un bir oldubitti sonrasinda Fransa tarafindan
himaye altina alinmasi karsisinda Avrupali devletlerin tepkileri
oldukca farkli olmustur. Amerikan basminda yapilan
degerlendirmelerde Alman Sansolyesi Bismarck’in en basindan
beri Fransa iizerinde etkili olarak Tunus’u isgal etmesinde
onemli bir yonlendirici unsur oldugu belirtilmektedir. Bismarck;
“Fransa’ya  Tunus'u  devralmalarmin  Alsace-Lorraine’in
kaybimin adil bir tazminati olacagini”, “Ingiltere’'nin Kibris’i
almast kadar Fransa’mn da Tunus’'u alma hakkina sahip
oldugunu” belirtmistir. Amerikan basinina gore*‘Bismarck ve
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Almanya’min politikasi Ingiliz-Fransiz ittifakini bozarak Fransa
ve Ingiltere’yi birbirinden uzaklastirmayr hedeflemektedir”
(Chicago Daily Tribune, 1881, s. 6).

Italya ise Fransa’min Kuzey Afrika bolgesindeki varhgm1
kendi ¢ikarlar1 i¢in tehdit olarak gormiis olsa da Tunus i¢in
Fransa ile sicak bir catismaya girmek istememistir. Italyan
General Giuseppe Garibaldi’nin, Fransa’nmin Tunus’u himaye
etmesine iligkin agiklamalar1 donemin Amerikan basiminda genis
yer bulmustur. Garibaldi; “ftalya ve Fransa'mn dost
olduklarint”, “Tunus’'un  Fransa tarafindan  alimmasi
durumunda Italya’'min buna giicenecegini ve tehdit olarak
algilayacagini”  belirtmigtir. Bu  aciklamasindan  sonra
“Fransa’min Tunus’u himaye etme hakkindan vazgecmesini
umdugunu”, “herhangi bir tehdit ve saldiri durumunda ise
Italyan filosunun yaklasik 50.000 kisilik kuvvetiyle Italyan
Yarimadast'nt koruyabilecegini” belirtmistir (The New York
Times, 1881, s. 1).

Amerikan basmninda Ingiltere’nin Tunus siyaseti 6zellikle
Kibris Adasi’nmn almmasiyla iliskilendirilmistir. “Ingiltere nin
Misir’a yerlesmesi sonrasinda Fransa nin Tunus Meselesi 'ndeki
tavrina agik¢a olmasa da dolayli olarak destek verdigi, Akdeniz
Havzasi'nda ve Kuzey Afrika’da Italya’min hdkimiyeti yerine
Fransa’mn Kuzey Afrika sahasina  girmesinin  Ingiltere

tarafindan tercih edildigi” degerlendirmeleri yapilmaktadir
(Chicago Daily Tribune, 1881, s. 4).

Fransa ise Bardo Antlasmasi sonrasinda Tunus’taki
mevcut kurumlara ve Hiiseyni Hanedani’na dokunmamustir.
Fransa atadigi wvalileri vasitasiyla Tunus’taki kontrolii ele
gecirmistir ama bir siire sonra Giiney Tunus’ta ¢ikan direnis
hareketleri ile ugragsmak zorunda kalmistir. Fransizlar Sfaks ve
Gabes sehirlerindeki direnisi kirmak ve bu bolgeleri ele
gecirmek icin biiyiikk ¢caba harcamistir. Bu bélgelerden gogen
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Tunuslular ise Trablus’a sigmmmak zorunda kalmistir. Fransizlar
ilk kez Sultan Il. Abdilhamid’i Trablus ve Tunus bolgesindeki
Mdusliman kitle Gzerindeki etkisi nedeniyle “Panislam” hareket
yapmakla su¢lamistir (Georgeon, 2006, s. 304, 305).

Osmanli Devleti, Bardo Anlagsmasi sonrasinda yasanan
Midhat Pasa’nin izmir’de Fransiz Konsolosluguna siginmasi ve
ardindan Fransizlar tarafindan teslim edilmesi vb. olaylar
sonrasinda Tunus Meselesi’nde takip ettigi politikayr kismen
yumusatmaya baslamistir (lowa County Democrat, 1881, s.1).
Ancak Sultan II. Abdiilhamid’in Tunus politikasinda elini
kolunu baglayan asil biiyiik problem Ingiltere’nin Misir’a tam
olarak yerlesmek {izere harekete gegmesi olmustur.

3. Sonug

Tunus’un 1881 yilinda Fransa himayesine girmesi,
Kuzey Afrika’daki giic dengelerini ve Osmanli Devleti’nin
diplomatik smirlarini agik bicimde ortaya koymustur. Bu siirecin
uluslararast kamuoyundaki yansimalari, o©zellikle Amerikan
basint iizerinden dikkatle izlenmistir. Amerikan gazeteleri,
Tunus’un stratejik, ekonomik ve demografik Gnemini ayrintil
bicimde ele alarak okuyucularma boélgedeki gelismeleri
aktarmigtir. Bu baglamda, Amerikan basin1 yalnizca bilgi
aktarimi  yapmakla kalmamis, aym1 zamanda Avrupa
devletlerinin politikalarini elestirel bir gozle degerlendirmistir.

Basin organlari, Fransa’nin Tunus’u isgal etme
gerekcelerini ayrintili bicimde analiz etmis ve Ozellikle Fransiz
General Bréard’in Bardo Antlasmasi oncesi baski ve tehditlerini
okuyucularina aktarmistir. Mehmed Sadik Pasa’nin Fransiz
askerleri ve diplomatlar1 karsisinda yasadig1 ¢aresizlik,
Amerikan gazetelerinde genis bicimde yer bulmus; “Bardo
Sarayi’na zorla silah sokulmas1”, “li¢ saatlik {ltimatom” ve
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“sarayin kusatilmasi” gibi ayrintilar, Fransa’nin fiili baskisim
somutlastirmistir.

Amerikan basii, Tunus Beyligi i¢indeki tartismalart ve
Mehmed Zerruk Pasa ile Bey arasindaki sert miinazaralar1 da
okuyucularma aktarmis, Fransiz dayatmalarimin  Tunus
yonetiminde yarattigi krizi detaylandurmistir. Gazetelerde,
Mehmed Sadik Pasa’nin “saraym kusatilmasi karsisinda caresiz
kalis1” ve Mehmed Zerruk Pasa’nin “Harp buradan baglasin”
cikisi gibi olaylar 6ne ¢ikarilmigtir. Bu tiir ayrintilar, Amerikan
okuyucularina yalnizca diplomatik gelismeleri aktarmakla
kalmamuis, ayn1 zamanda Fransa’nin askeri ve siyasi baskisini da
gdzler Oniline sermistir.

Fransa’nin Tunus’u ilhak etmesi, Amerikan basminda
farkli yonleriyle yorumlanmistir. Bazi gazeteler, Tunus’un
Osmanli Devleti’ne olan zayif bagliligin1 ve Avrupa gliglerinin
bolgedeki niifuzunu 6ne ¢ikararak, isgalin uluslararasi politikada
“firsatcilik” olarak degerlendirilebilecegini belirtmistir. Diger
gazeteler ise Fransa’nin asil amacmin Cezayir ile Tunus’u
birlestirerek demiryolu ve ticaret agini gelistirmek oldugunu
vurgulamis, isgalin ekonomik boyutuna dikkat ¢ekmistir.

Ayrica, Amerikan basmm1  Fransa’nin  bu siirecin
mesruiyetini saglamaya yonelik propagandasini da ele almistir.
Gazeteler, Fransiz kaynaklara dayanarak, “Fransa’nin Tunus’u
ilhak etmeyecegi ve harekatin esas amacimin Tunus’u korumak
oldugu”  yoniindeki resmi agiklamalar1  okuyucularina
aktarmistir. Ancak Amerikan basini, bu aciklamalarin aksine,
Fransizlarin fiili kontrolii ve bdlgedeki askeri hareketliligi goz
oniinde bulundurarak, isgalin esas amacmin stratejik ve
ekonomik ¢ikarlar oldugunu vurgulamistir.

Amerikan gazeteleri ayn1 zamanda Osmanli Devleti’nin
tepkilerini de aktarmus; II. Abdiilhamid’in Tunus’un kaybi
karsisinda duydugu endiseler, “Islam diinyasmin prestij kayb1”
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ve Osmanli haklarinin ihlali gibi ifadelerle vurgulanmustir.
Tunus Beyi Mehmed Sadik Pasa’nin gonderdigi telgraflar,
Amerikan basininda genis yer bulmus ve Fransiz baskisi altinda
anlagsmay1 zorla imzalamak zorunda kalis1 detayli bicimde
aciklanmustir.

Son olarak, Amerikan basmi, Avrupa devletleri
arasindaki stratejik rekabeti de ele almigtir. Bismarck’in
Fransa’ya dolayli destek vermesi, Ingiltere’nin Kibris ve
Akdeniz politikalar1 ile Italya’min Tunus’a ydnelik olasi
tepkileri, gazetelerde kapsamli bicimde degerlendirilmistir. Bu
degerlendirmeler, okuyuculara yalnizca Tunus’un isgali degil,
ayn1 zamanda 19. ylizyill sonu uluslararasi diplomasi ve
somiirgecilik siyaseti hakkinda kapsamli bir perspektif
sunmustur.

Ozetle, Amerikan basmi, Tunus’un Fransa himayesi
altina girmesi siirecini hem olaylarin detaylar1 hem de
uluslararasi giic dengeleri agisindan aktarmis; Fransa’nin baski
ve isgal politikalarini, Osmanli Devleti’'nin  diplomatik
sinirlarin;, Tunus Beyligi’nin  ¢aresizligini  ve Avrupa
devletlerinin ¢ikar ¢atigmalarini genis bicimde analiz etmistir.
Bu yoniiyle Amerikan gazeteleri, tarihsel olaylarin anlagiimasi
ve Kuzey Afrika siyaseti ile Osmanli-Fransiz iligkilerinin
degerlendirilmesi agisindan 6nemli bir kaynak teskil etmektedir.
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