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intellectuals of Algeria and Morocco, in all Muslim colonies of Burope, and zmong the Muslims
in Paris. London, Zurich, and Berlin thet the mews of the revolutionary occure \in Turkey
had been met with great enthusiasim. . . &
L§peaks .again of the fact that the revolt of 1908 ageinst Abdul Hamid was : evolt of the
Muslim peasantry of all 'I‘urke;‘r] Even when Austro-Hungary and Bulgaria aﬁ( d Turkey some time
later, and when rumors were circulated about revolts zll over Turkey, etc,, Wwho were the
people who rose in defence of the country thet was being treacherou ?tacked, and vho saved it
from impending catastrophe? It was not the army, because in spite ts heroism and patriotism,
it was powerless at that time to'arry off the attack. defgn&e from the entire Turkish
working class, and from other strate of the population. It w Qﬁe civilian Turkey thet had
organized and carried out the famous boycott of the Austro-@rian and Bulgarian goods and
forced these countries to concede. It were theK:ers Turkish ports who had refused

to unload the Austro-Hungarian ships and who t trian goods into the water; it were

the Turkish shop owners who had refused to b s$ and Bulgarian produces, refused to
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boycott which w:< carried out with an g r@iu and persistence by the entire Turkish

population, proved to be a powerful i&um iVnational defence. . . .

In addition to the Union and Progress , other Turkish parties amied at the

consume Austrian sugar, and the village preduc g from Bulgaria... The bloodless economic
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establishment of a consituent regime in . They were: §1) The radicel group of Prince
io. Py Q#AAQ g NY y ) group

W—Eﬁh which paid prticular at*snvon to the national question, and insisted on granting

broad autonomy to verious netionalitdes in Turkey; (2) the Party of Muslim Federation which
unified the better enlightened pe ry, petty bourgeoisie, and the city proletariat. This
party dvanced a number of %ocial end economic demands. . . . (3) The Leegue of @smanis_
constitutionalists; (4) Gach: , the Armenian Social Democrats; (5) Dashnsktsubiun, the Armenian
nationalists; (6" The Albar ommittee; (7) the Arab Committee.

At the congress of t bove parties in P:ris in 1907, the representc:tives of all the above
parties decided to coor@ina‘e their efforts; outlined their minimum program, and a year later
the wishes of this: %s were realized. A constitutional reéime was introduced in Turkey.

To sum w e Turkish revolution had its own characteristic in view of the role that
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was played in it by the army, it differed little &s & whole from any other European revolution.
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It was prepared and called forth by the economic development of the Ottomen empire, by ti.e slow

but persistent growth of the productive forces in the country which were break'Np the old
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political structure., This revolution was “elayed at first, and later conside& h: stened by
the complications evident outside the Turkish territory; by the intrigues
t

ssia, Austro-

Hungary, Britain in Macedonia, Arabia and Albania, and by the fear sharﬂ he EmizxkkEnzz
enlightened elements of the entire Turkish population of the complete disintegration of the Otto-

man empire if the old regime wes to stay. The Turkish officers ple

movement in Turkey which is usually pleyed in other countries by
educated elements of po-ulation. In Russia, such a role had bee
napmmihs

intelligentsia; in Persia by the clergy...; in India by th who were prosecuted by the
British government for the revolutionary propagands. In Tur however, it was the military
cest, as wes the case of the Russian Decembrists in 182 zﬁ proved to be the most enlightened.

In analyzing the progrem advanced by the Als cers, and in studying the tesks which

they assumed, we can see that thése offig r ed to be not only the defenders of the

nztional interests and the sovereignty ofﬁ "_7 eyt% that they were also the representatives of
the Turkish liberal bourgeoisie which »y ”—i :‘ @was shaping up and consolidzting its forces.
. « The tesk assumed by the Turki&cer@d not fail as was the case with the Russian
Decembrists in 1825,because the Turkey of& was far ahead economically then Russia of 1825,
The army mrched on so easily because thevish peasants who made up the army, proved to e
ready to accept new ideas, and did no in indifferent to propaganda which the Committee of
the Union and Progress party carri %energeticany in the Turkish countryside. . . Turkey was
saved thanks to the heroism of i oletariat, petty bourgeoisie, and the town population as
2 whole andesgz;::i;cott of thq my. . . But the Young Turks' revolution proved to be unesble
to solve the ppoblems with ch it was confronted so =8 to prevent the breaking up of the
i

“ttomen empire. Actually i Yy hastened this profess. . .
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The Young Turks did not Justify the hopes which meny Furopean socialist@ad put in the
Turkish revolution of 1908 mmEmttmzxx expecting that radical rEfsxmx soci d economic
reforms and the change of the netional policy in regard to the Christi mulation of

Turkey. Nonetheless, the Young Turks ha?éntroduced sufficient changes he country to arouse

ageinst themselves the imperialist circles of the European states,

The Young Turks headed by Enveri?asha strove to strengthen t@ki_sh army; outlined a plar
for laying out of highways and railwey lines. They were the 1p s of a powerful nztional
movement in Turkey which awakened patriotic feelings among @rata of the Turkish population,
as well as the desire to fight = life and death bottle fol@’nmxtn integrity of the
Ottoman empire, Besides, the Young Turks' movement found trong repercusion in the entire
Muslim world, among the peoples of the Caucas&Pers@rkestan, Algeria, India, Morocco,
Misia, and Tripoli. /}’)escribes the attack str Italy, Bulg ria, Serbia, Greecey.

The responsibility for the difficult uet wheih the Ottomen empire found itself

9,

as a result of the coup d'etat of 1908 l%to

row and nearssighted nationalism and

siderzble extent with the Young Turks'

party which was infected with the ma Y f g
chauvinism while defending the principles anturkism and Panislamism. The Turkish revolution
was an all-nctional Turkish affair, the res‘uﬂ% of the efforts and desires on the part of all
classes of the Turkish population to gle ageinsttheold despotic regime. But the leaders of
this revolution, the Young Turks, wAand hzve remained the represent:tives of the liberal
Turkish bourgeo#sie and the mili i-:@ast. They could not zbandon the psychology of their own
class, and could not solve the Gnal and racial problems. . , The Young Turkish revolution
failed to solve the n: tional, @ant, and workers' problems. Some concessions to the spirit of
the time were made, dbut ths@re not sufficient at the time when 211 European states came out
ageinst the Ottoman emp; -®Only the most radical and immediszte rejuvenation of the country and
the radicel settlemeni@.e national question in the sense of granting broad autonomy to the
Christian populzatio@ld heve provided new strength to the Ottomen empire in the struggle

against the hosti@alition.

It was onl er the pressure of a sharply hostile policy of the Entente ﬁztthe Young

Tuzies
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lx‘x Turks abandon')t:heir Francophil and Anglophil sympathies., . . One can say that the entire
period of the Young Turks! rule passed under the sign of the Anglo-French orientation. The
admirers of the French and English political orgenization, the Young Tuerceived the@-

selves by hoping that Englend end France would support Turkey simply b*e the latter

had introduced a constitutional regime... Soon they were to face bitte sappointment. .

[ Reference here to the Entente and tsarist Russia policies regardi{m; Straits]
Soviet Russia hes ouite a different viewpoint in regard to th danelles. . .

. « . Only if the Black Sea is controled by the Soviets, and if the Red Turkish ‘nannes ‘

or the banner of the Soviet federation of the Black Sea states, ,XXIEIY

nEx¥rratneyxinex@auersusyrandxPurki s Axatstix is hoisted ov ntantinople, would the

in peace and to carry on

constructive work.,





