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pe57-59 / losses suffered by the Turkish peesants in World War I and later
during the British and Greek occupation of Turkish territory/

P«59 The disconten. of the peasentry with their intolerablefeoncitions
increased sharply and developed into & spontaneous mess movement which
was agrarian in nature,

Eyewitness report as given in Zhiin Natsionalnosted, June 15, 1920
claims that sympathy for Soviet power was widespre&d among the peasants
and urban workers in Turkey.

p.60  G.XK. Ordzhonikidze's letter to Lenin and Staldn (G Ordzhonikidze.Izbrannye

4 statii i rechi, 1911-1937 g.g., p.94) states{thet " A comrade who arrived

: today from Aleksandropol revrts that the mgodnoi the Kemalist troops is
highly friendly towards us; 'the soldiers weap/ved badges and regard them-
selves as iled Armymen".... The active struggle was conducted by partisan
detachments and political organizetions @f poor peasants.

p.6l Partisan detachments became actiwe) (late 1918 end early 1919) first in
the Samsun, Urfe,Ayntaba, Maragy Zile, CGhorum, Koniya, Adana, Ismir, Bursa,
Aydyn, and other districts of Anatolia.,  Undoubtedly, the partisan
_movement was strongest in ﬂa&tern Turkey, which was closer to Soviet
v~/ Russia. (#Erzberger, Germemiia i antanta. Memuery, p.68, Gosizdat, Moscow,
;s- 1923) Erzberger states th&b "toward the end of the war hundreds of
thousands of deserters roaumed arouna in Agis Minor."

o According to Captalnﬂﬂgmstronémtﬁér Graue Wolf, Berlin, 1933, p.128) the

mountains in the Ismir district Ebounded in partisans in 1 1919, who as he
writes were the main force whieh resisted the Anglo-Greek invaders until
1921.

There can be no doubt that during the first years of the national libera-
tion mmwewewmk struggle the number of partisan troops was larger than the
number of troops available to the Kemalists.

a0/ ;
m*ﬁﬁ;&.addressed & spéeial appeal to the Turkish peasants: "Enough sufferingl.

Struggle jointly with other oppressed peoples living in Turkey for your

class interests while leaning on the outstretched arm of the fraternal

government of thie, Workers of Russia." He warned the Turkish peasants~

"The Turkish boUrgeoisie and the rich cannot take their eyes off the

coppers of the British and tie French; they do not lose hope that they will ¥

obtain something from thre. The enemy is very shrewd." “pﬁ
p.62 There i® peason to believe that Kemal Pashe was sent to Anatolia top e
do somethingJabout the unrest on the Black Sea, as was demanded by the
British.(Mustafa ®emej arrived in Samsun on May 19, 1919 (Cumhuryet, g

1933, cited by G.JHschke, "Mustafa Kemels Sendung nach Anatolign" in Taesghner .F,

méz»«“? and" JEaehke, Aus der Usschichte des Islamischen Orients, Tbingen, 1949, p.23)

S

In%he 30ies Mustafa Kemel himself sdmitted to a close circle of friends that
" the®job which was demanded of me consisted in suppressing the partisan
3 mpvg§§nt of Turks in the Samsun district" (Afet Inan, Atattirkll dinlerken.
Gerilla hekkinda iki a,"g&ieten" Gilt 1 , 1937, p.23. Afet Inan was
close to Mustafa Kemgl.
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p.63 The instructions received by Mustafa Kemal from the War Minister at the time
of his appoigtment as inspector of the Third Army included the following
duties: To restore calm and order in the district to be inspected amd to
investigate the causes of disorders; 2) To seize immediately all drms’and
amunition {rom the population in the district under inspection 3W !In & number
of localities there are councils which recruit soldiers and are unofficially
supported by the army. This kind of councils must be prohibitéd unconditionally,
N the soldiers arrested, weapons seized and contact meintained with the army."
,!)j=‘ (Cumhuryet, Mes~17, 1933, cited by G.J#chke in Op. Cited. pp.?8-29)

§L35 Later on the “emalists and their leader made up & legend to ths effect that

% Mustafa Kemal had dietéted the above instructions fyp80. .85 to provide
him with broad authority before xiEpmriwrexfrzmiztanbn] he left Istanbul
to take up th: leadership oi the national-liberation movement. (Kemal, Put novoi
Turteid , I, 12.) :

X p.64 Neither Mustafa Kemel nor his entourage had any faith in the people. According

v

oY~ to HalidéEdib, Kysim Karabekir tried to reach Mustdfe “emsl in order to warn
w", e him against arming the people (The Turkish Ordedly p.ll,) Loalin 198
w‘_ . A ‘/;}\“Lz“ Z

In a speegh delivered on Oct. 12, p918 Ordzhonikidze declared: " every day and
hour the radio brings us news that all nationgddtdes, all peoples are revolting
against their gxmmxsix g vernments. We receivedinews that revglutjpnary'troops
are {ighting against the troops of the Sultan em the approaches to Constantinople.
(G.Ordzhonikidze, Op. cited, p.40).

p.65 Partisan detethments defended suegestiully Wrfa, Ayntab, Maeras, Adena and other
v towns against the invaders (E,Mimbaz. Estiklfl savaginde Ikinci Kolordu. Askeri
Mecmuanf® Tarih kismi. March L, %9935 Bo.37. iynteb was defended successfully

during 1l months by peasantg¥ef neighboring towns against the French (Enver
b ' Behnan, Inkilép otggggleg;,‘p.s, 1932)

e

The Yegil Ordu was not 4 elassporgenization of Turkish toiling peasantry....but
it reilected the interests .f the peasants and was anti-Kemalist. At first
its organization and activity was influenced strongly by certain elements of the
progressive Turkish intelligentgia. During the best phase of its existence

n the Yegil Ordu program was notfdevoid of pan-Islemism and nationsaiism. Nonetheles s

the Russian November revolut®on had an effect on it, for it was inspired with
hope and Imxpx aspirations of the toiling eusantry, the latter's hatred
of the imperialist robbers &nd a deep sympathy for Soviet Russia.

Some of the major postulstes of the Yegil Ordu program were as follows:
( as reproduced in Aldmov, A."Turtsiia" in a collection of articles entitled:

*4*5”%2ﬁ;:i 7}( gc$g§ki‘po istiordi vostoka v epokhu imperializma, Moscow-Leningrad, 1934
ovi o /2

pu

Yegil Ordu is a,Tighting organization whose aim is to drive out from Agia t@e

aggressive imperislism of the Europsan powers (erticle 1) L ;&3:&1\::Cm°§
A}

and unéZiugulous Cepibet
Yegil Ordu ds gombatt s0 all imperialist tendencieq}in
Turkey prope®¥{ irticle 2)

The task@f Yegil Ordu is to put pand and national wealth at the disposal
of the/‘pegple so that anyone could make use of them in accordance with his
lebor, meterial and spiritual inclinations (Article 3)

Ye!il Ordu regards land to be a common blessing same as/l%éﬁt, and water.,
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Land should be turned over to the people to be used without cost. This is the
basic objective pursued by Yesil Ordu (Article 4)

Yesil Ordu deands the state's intervention in economic life but so» that profit
from capital investmen%s <ould benifit not individuals and their families but :
the people ag a whole ticle 5). Sy

\\a;).\ Oxdu v» v & ?&\c‘t- qo)h{w&»‘ aude M Nalow Gt g La“*“\t \)

Yegil Ordu recognizes war and military service but only forstruggie against
imperialism and the abolition of private ownership - the source of ‘&all imperialism
(article 8)

“
Yegil Ordu is an army oi the masses which are expdoited and oppressed mworities
of other than the Turk.nationality - the exploiters and oppressgors. Its objective
to achieve the well-being and liberation of these masses ‘(article 9)
only vis-&vis the imperialists :

v Yegil Ordu recognizes capital punishment/(article 17))apd those who betray the

rganization in the in?ﬂfests of capitalism (article 26)

Yegil Ordu regards the easants, workers and emplgyees, who live by their own
labor as its mainstay.(article 14)

Yegil Ordu is a grateful ally of the Sewimkxaxmx Red armies of Soviet revolu-
tions and will remain for ever linked with them (awticle 19).

Along with the above postulates the most basie postulates of Yegil Ordu
xexpxizedxatsw included also a postulate saying that "Islam has been the basis of
socialism for the past thirteen centuries"xand that "socialist principles of

Islam must drive out from the Asiah socialhorder the egotistic aspitations which
had been imported from the west."

Yegil Ordu was basically as pea@saut)organization. But it also tried to draw into
its ranks other toiling strata.

Criticism: The Yegil Ordu program was Bostile to all minority nsationalities inhabiting
Turkey; it did not denounce thewagial policy of the Young Turks and the Kemalists
It did not _roclaim unity of the working class with the peasantry for struggle under
proletarian leadership. Bast was being juxtapposed to the west and no mention was
made of the community of intersts®of the Eastern and Western toilers.
over

The ¥egil Ordu organization spread its iniluence ¥g many peasant detachments
Its influence was particularlyypstrong among detachments stationed in the Western
portion of Central Anabliajtliese detachemnts were also called "Yegil Ordu".

Mustafa Kemal took gteps to liquidate the Yegil Ordu

After the democratlé leadership oi_Yegil Ordu was thrown in prison, agents-
provocateurs - among thém the renown Kemalist and a rich man, Yunus Nadi, the
reactionary pan-Islém philostUpher and editor of the Pan Islamic journal Sebil
ul Reshad, Memed Akif, the adventurists Edhem and his brothers s as well as
others ~ managed U0 carry out Mustafe Kemal's scheme. These agents provocateurs
who were also members of the Kemalist "Communist FParty", managed to split the
organization. Theyrseized into their own hunds the Seyyare Yeni Dlinya and turned it
into a filthy,police orgaen of the gexmxxmewk official communist party. (Iust, K.

(hﬁhn‘%7Anatoliiskag§_guehat, Thilisi, p.96)

mdlw{.

P69

The réeyolutionary segment of Yegil Ordu fused late in 1920 with the People's
Communistyearty set up largely by the democratic intelligentsiia.
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P+69 Only the Communist and closely related newspapers - Emek (Laboyr), I e Keilll
(Worker and Feasant), Kubtulusg (Liberation) stressed the peassit moveﬁjnt and

its needs.

The victory of Soviet power in Azerbaijan promoted also the growth of the revolu-
tionary movement in Turkey. :

P.70 The Kemalists have been intentionully linking the so called Gueen Army - the
largest segment of partisan detachments in the Kitahi-Eskigehir sector of the front
with the name of the adventurist Edhem, who was in command of this army. As was

mentioned earlier Edhem was Memal's agent provocateur of the official Communist
Party. At odds with Mustafa Kemal, idhem betrayed his country’ andfled to the
Greeks. (K.Iust, Op. cited, p.109)

p«71 The t\/eason committed by their own aEgNEEXprEvERA=NTS

€ EEXEER 5 ageAb-_provocuteur was laid

on the door-steps of theentire partisan movement. The scheme by which the Green
army ( partisan detachmentsof Edhem, etc.) was to be rOuted, was worked out

v pers?nally by Mustafa Kema} (Burhan Cahit, Gezi Mustafe Kemal,Istanbul, 1930,
p.28

The ofiicdal history of Turkey (Tarih IV) spé?&ks of the rout of the Green army as
of an event equdly significant as the victory at Inontlnd tr®ats both events as
P72 "the turning point in the struggle for independence",

It was mentioned earlier that one ‘0¥ the reasons which induced the Kemalists
to settle acounts “Hth the wor ker-peasant ofgamizations was theff%ésih of the movement.
the other reason being - the foreign poiicy of theéyinkara Govt. /the Loundon Conference/.
p.73 /In 1920 peasant legislation ="taxes,ddevies, etc. became more intolerable than
ever. See: DUstlir (Codex of laws) 3 terdip. Bagvekflet Midewenat. Midriyeti
g tarafiédan tebettirilmigtir, Vold, p.li inkara (also p 47 and 54)

P74 This continued also through/1922 apd 1923. See also eyewitness reports in
Koliadko, "Ekonomicheskaia Zhizn W" Novyi Vostok No.4, p.243.
natal i
P.75 Deductions: The Kemalists in their struggle against the intervention and zafs
in the interests of the bourgeoisie and the landlords, placed the full burden of
the struggle on the shoulders{®fsthe toiling masses, especially the peasantry.
The revoluticnary policy pupsued by the Kemalists with respect to the peasantry
and the workers during the mational liberation movement became intensified after
the victory of this movement, & victory won with the people's blood. The victory
was utilized by the Memalits to establish a bourgeois lanlordist dictatorship in
the country.




pe67 While infiltrating his own agents into the Yegil Ordu organization, Mustafa
Kemal and his friends intended to blow it up fram within, to get control
over it, to liquidate its revolutionary nucleus and to put it at the Service of
his own interests., In particular, according to Mustafa Kemal's intentions the
Yesil Ordu had to become & tool in the creation of armed forces which-would be
faithful to hime However, as Mustafa Kemal had to admit himself he failed in
this objectives..sThe Yegil Ordu exceeded its boundaries and bezan o defend
the interests of poor peasants. It was then that Mustafe Kemal took measures
to liquidate it by means of his own prpvocateurs and repressive.measures
against the revolutionary nucleus of the Yesil Ordu. The agents-provocateur
who included Yunus Nadi, Memhed Akif, axmmkmxiszk Adventurist Edhem..and his brother
and others, managed t8“££¥ ﬂﬁgtafa Kemal's plan after the dempocratic leadership
of the Yesil Ordu was trown into prison. The agents-provocateur Who were simultaneously
pembers of Kemal's Official Communist rarty managed to split‘the Yesil Ordu. They
took the control of Seyyare Yeni Dunya into their own hends and turned it into
a filthy police sheet of the Official Ce.Party, established by the Kemalists for
struggle against the workers' movement and the growing influence of the real Communist
party.(Yust, K, Anatoliiskaia pechat, Tbilisi, 1922, p.96%). The revolutionary segment
of the Yesil Ordu in the end of 1920 fused with the Halk Istirakiyun Firkasi
an organization established primarily by the democratie intelligentsiae

The Kemalists tried to impress the workers and peasants with the idea that
Turkey doesnot have ay class struggle, nor capitalistq{aggurgeosie and that those
who speak out to the contrary are " enemies of the nation."

Suphi, p.l6





