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OSMANLI DEVLETI AND ABOLITION OF THE CALIPHATE:
ANALYSIS OF THE LETTERS WRITTEN BY AGA KHAN AND
AMEER ALI

ARSHI KHAN"

History of human interactions, mutual relations, exchanges and mutual con-
cerns at the continental level is mostly the unexplored aspect of academic inquir-
ies particularly in the context of the relationships and the commitment of the
people of India to the Osmanli Devleti. In other words, there has been a very rich
history of the record of multilevel interactions and Indian sympathies with the
Osmanli Devleti headed by Sultan who was also the Caliph of the entire Muslim
community in the world. It is also important to note that both the community-
--Indians and Turks were in the transition period experiencing the making of the
Nation-State in strict legal and political sense. Rapid changes were taking place in
Turkey after the end of the First World War which produced catastrophic results
for the Turks who had maintained good regional balance, stability, peace and har-
mony in the Arab world and the parts of the Caucasian, Aegean, Mediterranean
regions. The existence of the strong bond of different communities and the re-
gions under the Devlet was taken to pieces on the prext of ‘autonomy, self-rule
and freedom’ through several strategic policies and actions processed even before
the hostility between the Turks and the European powers.

The collapse of the Devlet resulted in ‘hostile pluralism’ manifested in vari-
ous forms imaging fellows as suspicious entities and enemies within the circum-
ference formerly enjoined by the Devlet. These political occurrences certainly
weakened communal coherence and socio-cultural and ethnic cohabitation at fast
pace which gradually made the region as the hot—cake for European and Russian
Jews and the confrontationist powers of the Cold War. The region has not yet
recovered the losses in the last nine decades which it gained under the administra-
tion of the Devlet. Legitimate historic gains achieved through various hands had
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produced peace, stability and prosperity were the guiding principles concerned
with moral aspects of human behaviour. These Osmanli attributes of accommo-
dating diversities had been made within the moral text of governance focusing
on security, dignity and responsibility. Several regional organistaions have been
created after the Second World War to unify different forces in the region and
areas but ‘will’ has dominated over the ‘reason’ mentioned by Rousseau, Kant
and Hegel.

Emerging New Republic and The Caliphate: Response of Muslims of
British India

The above paragraphs are basically indicating the symbiotic dynamism of
the hitherto Devlet which was the combination of legal and political factors and
forces as well as of moral and ethical doctrines and values. This continued for
seven centuries with ups and downs till compelling factors changed the course
of behaviour of Turks in the era of the Nation-State. The Republic of Turkey is
the product of painful sacrifices of millions of Turks who fought wars for digni-
fied existence under turbulent circumstances created by the European powers,
Young Turks, and Sultan-Caliph. After the victory of the Allied powers, Turkish
Freedom fighters struggled relentlessly throughout Turkey to expel foreign oc-
cupying forces committing war crimes against Turks. This War of Liberation of
occupied territories was fought under the leadership of Mustafa Kemal Pasha
who was vehemently supported by Turkish people. This prepared the ground for
enforcing the views of the people on the terms and conditions of peace imposed
by the Allied powers. This struggle was catalyst in changing the nature of the
political set-up headed by Sultan-Caliph whose representatives had signed the
deal in Mudros in 1918 and in Sevres in 1920. This exposed the real power and
the will of the Sultan-Caliph who had endorsed things, reluctantly or willingly,
demanded by the British. This humiliating acceptance was overturned by the lib-
erating forces in 1922 when they changed the seat and the sources of political
power and securing several of their territorial rights stamped under the Lausanne
Treaty of 1923. The Istanbul government got doubly defeated by its policies of
endorsing the British demands and by rejecting the liberating forces. There were
some other internal complexities driving the need for abolishing Sultanate and
Caliphate which could not be understood properly by external forces namely var-
ious attempts by Muslims of the British India. This caused the loss of legitimacy
and dignity of the institution which necessitated the new forces to replace the old
set-up by the republican form of government headed by Kemal Ataturk in 1923.
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The changing conditions of Turks and Turkey after their heavy losses in the
First World War and extended wars by the Allied forces in Turkey after 1918 had
created domestic, regional and international compulsions and pressures which
could not be properly addressed by many Muslims of the British India. However,
it is a fact that the British policies were aimed at fragmenting the Osmanli Devleti
by all kinds of trajectories—inciting Armenians, helping the Czar of Russia, con-
structing the Arab rebellion and supporting hostile Greece in addition to the use
over 800,000 Indian armed forces against the Deviet. Well known scholars in India
like Sayed Sabahuddin Adbur Rahman, Shan Muhammad and Qazi Mohammad
Adeel Abbasi were of the view that the British policies were aimed at destroy-
ing centricity of political and religious powers in the hands of Muslims. Their
writings show that Muslims of the British India did not look at the Caliphate as a
threat to the new government because Ataturk’s territorial gains were appreciated
in India.

Their concerns with the Caliphate were driven by their religious, cultural and
emotional attachment and sentiments because they viewed it as a kind of ‘centre’
converging different forces and nations belonging to the Islamic faith. Muslims of
the British India who (orthodox and radicals) were deeply concerned with Turks
had disapproved the policy of ‘revisionism’ of the British and its allies against the
Osmanli Devleti because the Ottomanists in India were attracted to the Caliphate
as the international institution and symbol of politcal unity, social coherence and
cultural relations. In other words, they had not approved the emerging trend and
system of the Nation-State which restructured the pattern of power relationships
in world affairs.

Common Faith and Similar Experiences under British Imperialism

Their emotions, sentiments and eternal choices were dominant factors
against accepting any change at that level. They had preference for both the new
Republic and the institution of Caliphate. They also failed to understand domes-
tic considerations of Turks who were compressed to limit their territorial claims
and all other rights enjoyed before 1917. On the other hand, it was difficult for
the new Republic to afford the burden of the Caliphate which had its own set of
principles, laws and code of conduct. The new Republic was no more interested
to serve the religious and cultural interests of Muslims who were either independ-
ent or emerging Nation-State or protectorate under the colonialists or colonised
peoples. This is why many Muslims from India never insisted on Sultanate but
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preferred to retain the Caliphate together with the new Republic so that Muslim
countries and leaders could co-exist within a kind of Osmanl/i Commonwealth.

Why did they want such a thing? The answer is that the Muslims of the
British India were also the victims of British policies since 1857 and they also
experienced losses of lives, properties and dignity. The final defeat of the Babur
Devlet (so-called Mughal Empire) and the British take-over of Mysore kingdom
from Tipu Sultan were followed by repressive laws and exclusion. This badly af-
fected political and economic capacities of Muslims in British India. As the Turks
were imagined as low-grade European and Asian people in the midst of European
powers after 1916, Muslims in the British India were also made subject to vari-
ous repressive laws and creating the imagined threats of majority after 1857.

They had the experience of the implications of the loss of the political, eco-
nomic and military power on the issue of religious freedom, cultural priorities
and community identity in the Indian Subcontinent. Muslims had become sup-
pressed subjects of the British colonialists after 1857 while the same power, in
collaboration with Russia, Italy, France and Greece, started imposing stringent
terms and conditions upon Ottomans and Turks after 1916 which were detrimen-
tal to latter’s political, economic and military powers. Colonialists experimented
with the divide and rule policy both in India and in the Osmanli Devleti and the
main target was the resistance power of the Muslim community. In India, they
destroyed the Babur Devleti and gradually weakened the Osmanli Devleti since
early twntieth century. Religious prejudices involved in the struggle for power,
which was denied by the British Prime Minister Lloyd George in 1920 while con-
versing with the Maulana Mohamed Ali of the Indian Delegation, was the major
factor mentioned by Sayed Sabahuddin Adbur Rahman and others.

Response of The Loyalists Represented by Aga Khan and Syed Ameer
Ali

People and elite were divided into Loyalists/Royalists and revolutionaries
and orthodox sections in both British India and the Osmanli Devleti. They were
always alarmed at every knock against the Deviet which were quite visible in
British India in the forms of extensive coverage in Urdu press, meetings, dem-
onstrations, tehriks, donations, delegations, medical mission and other activities
to pressurise the British Crown. This can be seen in the case of the take-over
of Libya, Egypt, Morocco, Arabia, Balkan Wars, Armenian issue, Allied assault
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on Dardanelles and several parts of the mainland Turkey including the helpless-
ness and the captivity of the Sultan signing ‘unthinkable’ treaties like Mudros
and Sevres. Urdu press and orthodox circles which dominated British India were
sending delegations (with the support of two major political groupings--the Indian
national Congress and the Muslim League) to London and creating country-wide
agitations supported by the Hindu leaders and sympathisers, pressed the British
hard on several occasions like the Paris Peace negotiations, Sevres treaty and the
Lausanne treaty. The agitation had clearly indicated its intention and power to
contest the British imperial power at the domestic front and this political develop-
ment in India cemented the base of anti-British struggle.

The loyalist, reformist and westernized camps included several personalities
who were used by the British to calm the agitating Muslims, to discourage them
and to avoid political struggle. They urged to get involved in education, employ-
ment and peaceful cohabitation with the British. In other words, they wanted
Muslims of the British India to be passive at both domestic and international
fronts where the British interests were at stake. They were more concerned with
the threats of Hindu domination rather than the colonial evils of British imperial-
ism. They were interested in seeking British support against the Hindu domina-
tion which were cleverly used by the colonialists to create major divides between
Hindus and Muslims in the country. On the contrary, the radical and orthodox sec-
tion of Muslims were interested in united struggle against the British which were
also appreciated by Young Turks leaders before their breakdown. However, it is
also a fact that the loyalists were also on records to register their mute protests in
the forms of writings in English newspapers, Lectures, Letters and Memorials to
the British government and meetings which were, by nature, ‘suggestive’ rather
than prescriptive and enforcing.

Aga Khan and The Turks

Most prominent among them were Justice Syed Ameer Ali (1849-1928) and
Aga Khan originally Sir Sultan Muhammed Shah, Aga Khan III (1877-1957).
Both of them were known for being very close to the British leaders who paid
tremendous respect to the two. They wanted to strengthen the bonds between
the East and the West. Sir Samuel Hoare, ex-Secretary of State for India praised
Aga Khan as ‘par excellence a citizen who knows more about the life in many
of its aspects, both in the East and the West than anyone else I know. He knew
the secret of the art of life’.! His early association with British administrators in
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India and his contacts with statesmen, diplomats and ambassadors whom he met
in Europe had a profound influence upon him.?

He was an imperialist where interests of the British empire were con-
cerened and wanted to reconcile Indian nationalism with Imperial interests.?
He was also Islamist wherever it did not challenge the Imperial interests. He
was against the anti-Britishism of Indians during 1914-1921 which were con-
cerned with the Allied policies and actions against the Turks in Anatolia and the
Arabia. He had also refused to donate money for the memorial dedicated to the
Jalianwala Bagh Massacre.* The Jallianwala Bagh massacre took place on 13
April 1919 when a crowd of nonviolent protesters had gathered in Jallianwala
Bagh, Amritsar, Punjab were fired upon by troops of the British Indian Army un-
der the command of Reginald Dyer. Official British Indian sources gave a figure
of 379 identified dead with approximately 1,100 wounded. The casualty number
estimated by the Indian National Congress was more than 1,500, with approxi-
mately 1,000 dead.’

Aga Khan dreamt of making Great Britain greater by alliance with Muslim
countries, guaranteeing them their independence. He was an Imperial statesman
who saw in the British Commonwealth of Nations an ideal to the realisation of
his goal.® During his long residence in Europe, he had become familiar in dis-
tinguished social circles both in England and France. He was also one of the
promoters of the Willingdon Sports Club founded in Bombay. He was one of the
guests on the occasion of the coronation of Kind Edward VII and he was promi-
nent figure in official and ceremonial functions. He was frequently invited to York
House, and before King Edward’s illness, to Buckingham Palace. In Europe he is
best remembered as statesman, sportsman and a true friend of England. He was
elected as the President of the Assembly of the League of Nations in July 1937.7
Impression of Lloyd George about Aga Khan in Peace Conference is mentioned®
in the following words:

L. G. said that Aga Khan was one of the best informed men he
had ever met.. His general information was astonishing. He was ex-
traordinarily well read and possessed an intimate aquaintance with
international affairs in all parts of the world. He was widely trav-
elled and was always moving round the capitals of Europe, in all of
which he was influential intimates. His means of securing informa-
tion were remarkable. He seemed to have touched upon all branches
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of literature and to be well versed in science. Altogether a very ex-
traordinary person.

On the eve of the First World War, Aga Khan had advised Indian Muslims,
through his article in The times of India to do nothing with the Turkish was or
peace and also asked the Turks to leave their European possessions. On the con-
trary, Maulana Abul Kalam Azad called his article most inopportune and mis-
leading apprehension.” The Muslim intelligentsia in India felt restless over the
fate of Turkey and the Osmanli Devleti by European nations. The Franco-German
alienation in Morocco, the Italian conquest of Libya and the threats to the Devlet
in the Balkan agitated Muslim opinion. Muslim press gave good coverage to the
sufferings of the Turks and Arabs in Tripoli and Balkan wars. In October 1912,
Maulana Mohamed Ali had delivered a soul stirring lecture in Delhi Jama Masjid
and characterised the Balkan war as the last fight of the Turks. He affirmed that
the Turkish cause was theirs and it was a cause of righteousness. '

As early as 1905, in the last days of Lord Curzon (Viceroy of India) British
attitude in Afghanistan and Persia had been suspect in the eyes of the Muslims. By
1912, Muslims of India had a wide-spread feeling that British policy was harbour-
ing anti-Turkish designs under the guise of neutrality in the Turkish developments.
A number of concrete examples—the refusal of Britain to allow Turkish garrison on
way to Libya to reinforce the forces fighting against the Italians passages through
Egypt, etc., supported this belief. In this regard, the Ulema of Madras had sent letter
to the Viceroy.!" This was the clear indication of the British policy towards Muslim
states. Viscount Errington, Private Secretary to the Under-Secretary of State for
Foreign Affairs wrote to Harding—"now we are actually face to face with struggle
between the Moslem and Christian.'? Winston Churchill, the then Cabinet Minister
had supported the Balkan states and said that they were quite justified in waging
war against Turkey to drive the Turks from the Christian Europe.” In the wake
of the loss on the part of the Turks in the Balkan war, the European powers had
stated that the ‘status quo’ no longer existed in the face of these amazing victories.'
British Prime Minister Herbert Henry Asquith (1908-1916) declared'* at night of 6
November 1912 at London Guildhall:

The map of Eastern Europe has to be recast .... Upon one thing
I believe the general opinion of Europe to be unanimous—that the
victors are not to be robbed of the fruits which have cost them so
dear.
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Indian Medical Mission was despatched to Istanbul to serve Turkish refugees
in the Balkan war under Dr. M. A. Ansari and a Red Crescent Society, the Muslim
counterpart of the Red Cross was set up.'® Foundation of the Red Crescent Society
was also laid at London under the Presidentship of Syed Ameer Ali to receive the
funds and provide necessary help to the refugees. The Aligarh Muslim University
sent 30,000 Rupees to the Red Crescent Society, London to provide medical aid
to the Turks. Mass meetings were held all over India to express Muslim solidarity
with the Turkish cause. Maulana Mohamed Ali observed later'”:

The attitude of England towards the enemies of Turkey, Persia
and Morocco had begun to alienate the sympathies of Indian
Mussalmans ever since 1911; and their estrangement could not but
react on their relations with the British Officials of India, who inspite
of their detestation of the radical politicians in power at home could
not help looking askance at Indians daring to criticise an English
Government with a courage unusual for a subject race.

When Muslim leaders were facing the problem of the protection of the Urdu
language after the death of Sir Syed Ahmad Khan in 1898, their assertive at-
titude against the British indicated growing association with the Indian National
Congress— a shift from passive loyalism towards political agitation. This was
the period of early 1900—a news phase of political activism at domestic and
international level. At that very moment, the British policy in the Arab world
had become hostile to Muslims. The British gave ultimatum to Turkey on the
question of Taba and sided with Egypt. British move in Sudan had antagonised
the Muslims much earlier.!® Fazal-i-Husain (1877-1936), a reputed barrister of
Lahore, said in 1906 that in the event of a struggle between England and Turkey,
95 percent of the Muslims in India were not likely to remain true to the allegiance
they owed to British throne.'” The Aligarh School sent a telegram to the Viceroy
of India® in May 1906 which stated:

The Mahomedans of Aligarh have heard the news of the British
ultimatum to Turkey with profound grief and alarm, and request
Your excellency to use the influence of the Government of India
in persuading the British to avoid an Anglo-Turkish war, and earn
thereby the gratitude of the entire Mahomedan population of British
India.
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Lord Minto (Viceroy of India) wrote to Lord Morley (Secretary of State for
India) that there was a Pan-Islamic movement working in India hostile to the
British and in the case of war with Turkey it would help to aggravate fanati-
cal section against the Raj on the frontier. Lord Horatio Kitchener (1850-1916)
known for military adventurism in Egypt, Sudan and India, suggested to Lord
Morley that it would be not to employ Muslim troops as there was always a possi-
bility of their revolt in favour of the Turks. The Viceroy felt serious anxiety about
the Amirs of the frontier tribes, and Muhammadan population in India.?! The
Pan-Islamic movement was started by Syed Jamaluddin Afghani (1837-1897)
in the early eighty’s of the nineteenth century to unite Muslim countries of the
Middle East to oppose British penetration. It was taken up by the Muslims of
India in sympathy with their co-religionist who were suppressed by British im-
perialists. Shan Muhammad who is a world known expert on Sir Syed Ahmad
Khan says that he was always too busy to combat the sentiments of Pan-Islamism
and challenged the pretention of Sultan Abdul Hamid II to be the Khalifa of the
Mussalmans of India. But the Pan-Islamic tendencies continued to grow in India
unabated despite the best efforts of the loyalists to counter it.2

Syed Ameer Ali and The Turks

His concerns with Osmanli Devleti will be discussed in the subsequent para-
graphs after introducing Justice Syed Ameer Ali. Despite being a loyal British
citizen, Syed Ameer Ali wanted Muslim to be trained in both politics and edu-
cation for which he established National Mohammadan Association in Calcutta
in 1877. This association came to be known as Central National Mohammadan
Association. He was pioneer in persuading the British government to give educa-
tion and employment to Muslims in the British India. Unlike Sir Syed Ahmad
Khan, Ameer Ali strongly favoured political activity on the part of the Muslims.
His contribution to Muslim politics is more significant and more powerful than
Sir Syed’s but the fame of Sir Syed has outstripped that of Ameer Ali.? While Sir
Syed was himself an institution, Ameer Ali created an institution which extended
its activities as far west as Karachi and as far south as Bengalore.?* In 1904 he set-
tled in England but his interests in Muslims in India and Turkey remained intact.

Syed Ameer Ali was born in 1849, and was educated in India and London
in law. He also served in the Presidency and the judiciary. He was well versed
in English, Urdu, Persian and Arabic with specialisation in Mohamadan Law. As
early as June 1911, Syed Ameer Ali published his letter in The Times (london)
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dated 28 September 1911 in which he raised questions over Italian invasion of
the Turkish possession of Tripoli and warned the British government of Muslims’
resentment in India. He found it as ‘flagrant breach of all canons of international
morality on the part of the nominally Christian country’.” After few days, he
published another letter in The Times (9 October 1911) in which he made Britain
aware of the ‘immense ferment throughout the Musalman world (India, South
Africa and elsewhere) * due to Italian war against Turkey. He was also worried
over Italy giving religious turn to this war. That time the Pope had sent a blessed
rosary to be hung on the Italian Admiral’s flagship as the harbinger of victory
over the Turks. He noted that the Apostolic Delegate speaks in his message to his
Holiness of the raising of the Cross of christendon in Tripoli, whilst only a few
days ago an Italian resident in London is reported to have urged the expulsion of
the Turks from Europe and their dispersal over the globe like Jews’.2¢

On 13 October 1911, his another letter was published in which he raised the
issue of the ‘scenes of horror and indiscriminate slaughter in Tripoli and execu-
tion of non-combatants dragged into the streets. Were even a fraction of these acts
committed by the Turks, there would have been a howl of indignation throughout
the length and breadth of Great Britain.”” He mentioned that the Indian ver-
nacular newspapers reported on wars, and protests. Muslims of the British India
had earlier protested during Russo-Turkish war. Will not the Christian men and
women of England raise their voice against this reversion to the barbarism of by-
gone days?’® Newspaper—The Comrade (Delhi) dated 11 November 1911, man-
aged by Maulana Mohamed Ali, published his another letter denouncing Italian
invasion and urged Britain to maintain in the Eastern world.? Similar concerns
are found in his another letter published in 7he Times dated 30 November 1911
in which he condemned atrocities committed in Tripoli by Italian forces.*® In this
letter, he quoted the instructions of the first Caliph of Islam to his soldiers®:

See (he said) that thou avoidest treachery. Depart not in any
wise from the right. Thou shall mutilate none, neither shall thou kill
child or aged man, nor any woman. Injure not the date-palm, neither
burn it with fire, and cut not down any tree wherein is food for man
or beast. Slay not the flocks or herds of camel, saving for needful
sustenance.

During the Balkan war, he made appeal to the British Crescent Society
to help the appalling number of Turkish sick and wound that came back from
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the front or lying on the battlefield.*> He also contested the article—‘The Arab
Revolt’ of Sir Edwin Pears on the issue of the assignment of the Caliphate.** In
1914, British authorities announced, to dispel Muslim apprehension, that Britain
would ensure the immunity of the Holy Places of Arabia and Mesopotamia and
the port of Jeddah against the effects of warfare.>* The indication was also given
that Britain did not seek to dismember or destroy Turkey, but was forced to press
an armed campaign on Turkish soil only as a part of the wider anti-Axis strate-
gy.3 This mollified Muslim sentiments to some extent, and the moderate Muslim
leaders took the initiative to pacify Muslims and to mobilise their support fof the
British in the First World War in which about 800,000 Indian armed forces were
used by the British against Muslim territories, army and population. Aga Khan
and his friend Abbas Ali Baig visited Egypt to pacify Indian Muslim soldiers to
be obedient to th British by giving reference to Islam.

Before the war, both the groups—westernised and religious Muslims did
not want Turkey to be involved in the war but the latter finally shifted its support
to Turkey after the British declared war against Turkey. Religious majority of
the Muslim community in India had expressed resentment against the remarks
of Lord Asquith and Lloyd George (1863-1945) against Turkey, Islam and the
Prophet, peace be upon Him. Lord Willingdon, Governor of Bombay, wrote a let-
ter to Hardinge saying that “they do not seem to know, or care to try and realise
the true situation here and they make our task and that of your subordinates dou-
bly difficult.”*® Hardinge accepted the fact and wrote back to Willingdon that for
Muslims, Osmanli Devleti is the only Mohamedan Power and even most loyal do
not want to see Turkey absolutely crushed and wiped off the map of the world.”’
Mass protests, pamphlateering, speeches, donations, and boycott became the
dominat features of Muslim politics in India. In 1919, they formed the Khilafat
Committee with the support and endorsement of the Indian National Congress
and the Muslim League which sent delegations to England and Arabia. Their
main aphorism was the preservation of the Khilafat which was widely misunder-
stood by many including Turks.

Aga Khan and The Khilafat Movement in India

The Khilafat Movement organised by non-westernised Muslims includ-
ing many Hindu symapthisers later turned into an all-India political conscious-
ness namely—Non-Cooperation Movement and Civil Disobedience Movement.
The Khilafat Movement was thoroughly opposed by the westernised sections of
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Muslims because it had stirred rebellion and protests against the British interests
in India and abroad. The main purpose of the Khilafat Movement particularly
in the eyes of Maulana Mohamed Ali was to retain Turkish territorial integrity,
safety of Holy Places, and the territorial possession of the regions in the south
and east of eastern Anatolia with the provision of self-rule under the control of
the Devlet. The British had given such kind of assurances but their anti-Devlet
designs in operation compelled Indian Muslims to protest and rebel against the
British wherever it was possible.

In other words, the Khilafat Movement of Mohamed Ali was basically aimed
at preserving Turkey as the only remaining Muslim Power in the world which
was quite essential to co-exist with the Khilafat system for retaining the solidarity
of the Muslims in several matters. They looked at the Devlet as the socio-reli-
gious and political anchor to hold various Muslim communities all over the world
together and the most organised State System (in pre-modern type of controlling
system) to resist the Imperialist forces mainly Britain, France and Italy. They
were of the view (clearly reflected in speeches of Mualana Mohamed Ali and his
close associates) that the independence of the Arab would from the Devlet would
make them pawns in the hands of European powers.*

Therefore, they were against the doctrine of ‘self-rule and self-determina-
tion” in the Arab world which was regarded by them a pretext to dismantle the
Devlet. On the contrary, the westernised statesman and intellectuals urged Indian
Muslims to avoid this kind of involvement in Turkish affairs and to show unques-
tionable loyalty to the British empire. However, even the westernised leaders
were also worried about the fate of Turkey. The sincerity of conviction which
animated the Muslims in India on this one issue does not appear to have been
properly appreciated at the time and even today it is apt to be misrepresented as,
for instance in the works of who thinks that both Lord Curzon and Mr. Montagu
misinterpreted the true nature of the Khilafat agitation; his own interpretation
of events at that time is in part fantastic, for he maintains that “what the Indian
Muslims desired was not so much to rescue the Sultan as to demonstrate their
own influence in London on behalf of the soldiers of Islam.*

Letter of Aga Khan and Ameer Ali in 1919

The Times (London) published the joint letter of Aga Khan and Ameer Ali on
6 June 1919 on the issue of Peace Conference dealing with Turkish Peace terms
and conditions. In the letter,”’ they say that in the light of the anguish and pain
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which the threatened dismemberment of Turkey has created among Muslims,
it is for England to stand by the Prime Minister’s solemn pledge.... His words,
already quoted by prominent public men with acknowledge of the Muslim mind,
will not lose force by repetition. After stating some of the objects of the burden
of war that had been undertaken, he said as follows: “Nor are we fighting to
deprive Turkey of its capital or of the rich and renowned lands of Asia Minor
and Thrace.” And he proceeded to clinch his assurance in the following words:
“While we do not challenge the maintenance of the Turkish Empire in the
homelands of the Turkish race with its capital at Constantinople, the passage
between the Mediterranean and the Black Sea being internationalised and
neutralised, Arabia, Armenia, Mesopotamia, Syria and Palestine are in our
judgment entitled to recognition of their separate national condition.”*!

The joint letter says—*“(I)t remains, therefore, for England to satisfy the
Associated Powers that the wholesale destruction of Turkey is not compatible
with the interest of her Empire or her good faith towards Minister for India, re-
sponsible for her peace and good government, did not overrate by one word
the extreme gravity of the situation, or the dissatisfaction and resentment to
which the attempt to throw over the Prime Minister’s pledge has given rise in
India and elsewhere.*? The letter mentions--“At this moment a great scheme
of constitutional reform in India is on foot; its complete success must, to a
great extent, depend on the whole-hearted and loyal co-operation of all His
Majesty’s Indian subjects. It would, in our opinion, prove a real calamity if the
Muslim community, numbering over 80 millions, were to stand aloof in sul-
len bitterness. The letter says the Turkish Sovereign, as the Caliph of the vast
Sunni congregation, should be left in absolute possession of Constantinople,
Thrace and Asia Minor stretching from the north of Syria proper along the
Aegean coast to the Black Sea a region predominantly Turkish in race. It
would, in our opinion, be a cruel act of injustice to wrench any portion of this
tract from Turkish sovereignty to satisfy the” ambitions of any other people.
Instead of bringing peace’ to Western Asia, such a settlement will sow the
seeds of constant wars, the effect of which cannot be expected to remain con-
fined to the country where they happen to be waged.®

It affirms that so far as Thrace, Constantinople, and the homelands of
the Turkish race are concerned, Muslim feeling is absolutely opposed to any
interference under any shape with the Sultan’s sovereignty. At this junc-
ture Lord Sinha (1863-1928) and His Highness the Maharaja of Bikaner or
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General Maharaja Sir Ganga Singh (1880-1943) also came forward to support the
cause of Turkey and protested strongly against its partition. A Memorial, too, was
sent to the Prime Minister, Mr. Lloyd George, by influential Muslim, including
the late Sir Abbas Ali Baig (1859-1932), at one time member of the India Council
and Dewan of an important Muslim State in India. Meanwhile the feeling aroused
by the impending fate of Turkey ran high among all classes and communities in
India and in another joint letter to The Times, dated August 2, 1919 the Aga Khan
and Mr. Ameer Ali said*:

A fresh memorial, to which we also are signatories, extensively
signed by Muslims, Hindus and Englishmen, has just been submit-
ted to the Prime Minister, strongly protesting against the new de-
sign attributed to the Peace Conference for the dismemberment
of Turkey and the disintegration of the Turkish nation. It is a
reasoned document, and we trust it will receive due consideration
from Mr. Lloyd George and his colleagues who have the settle-
ment of this momentous matter in their hands.

Ever since the grant of the Dewanny in 1765 to the East India Company
by the Emperor of Delhi and Lord Lake’s treaty in 1802, the Muslim ele-
ments have been among the most steadfast to the British Crown. And now to
appease the ambitions of ‘earth- hunger’ of certain nationalities whose help in
this war can hardly be compared with the sacrifices the Muslim soldiers bro-
ught to the cause of England, we have turned their devotion, to put it mildly,
to something akin to embitterment. Whether the feeling of the Muslims of
India in regard to Turkey and the Ottoman Sovereign is old or new is imma-
terial. It is a living and universal sentiment and must be counted as a factor in
practical politics. Is it wise, is it states manlike, to treat this living sentiment
in the way, we are told, the Peace Conference propose to do?

Again, at a dinner given in honour of the late Mr. Edwin Montagu (1879-
1924, who served as Secretary of State for India between 1917 and 1922) in
December 1919, the Aga Khan revetted to the future of Turkey and said*:

The day has passed and will never return when Indians were
content to shut their eyes to, and have no influence upon, Asiatic
foreign policy. To Muslims the problems I have named, touching as
they do religious and social sentiments, are so near that they cannot
be called in reality foreign questions. In a multitude of ways our
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Hindu fellow-countrymen have shown that they so deeply sympa-
thise with us and so join us in asking for a generous peace with
Turkey that will not punish the unborn members of that remarkable
and historic race for the errors of a handful of men who allowed
themselves to be dominated by the cajolery and threats of Germany
that we can honestly call this a national Indian question. The prayer
is the more insistent because it is based on grounds so reasonable
that they could not be better stated than in the famous speech of
the Prime Minister two years ago, which did so much to calm the
Muslims of the British Empire and to encourage their continued co-
operation in the war against Prussian militarist ambitions.... We may
reasonably claim that the policy of freedom and self-determination
of nationalities which was then placed in the forefront of Allied
aims should be applied to Muslim as well as to Christian lands--to
Daghestan and Azerbaijan born out of Russian chaos, as fully as to
Finland and Georgia.

Aga Khan* criticised in a series of special articles contributed to The Times
and other publications, the delay in entrusting the Government of Mesopotamia
to Arab hands in accordance with the spirit of the mandate which Britain had
undertaken, and drew attention to the heavy cost of the over-elaborate administra-
tion which had been set up for the governance of that country. On the wider issue
of the long delayed settlement with Turkey, he took every opportunity to urge
upon Allied statesmen the importance, from the stand-point of lasting peace and
goodwill, of fulfilling the pledge made during the war. He joined in many repre-
sentations, oral and printed, public and private, as to the clamant need for revision
of the Treaty both in respect of the large areas in Europe and Asia Minor handed
over to Greece, and to the virtual destruction of Turkish sovereignty in the areas
remaining nominally under its rule.

Aga Khan and The Ankara Government

When the Treaty was under reconsideration at the London Conference in the
early spring of 1921, the Aga Khan at the request of the Viceroy left India to as-
sist in placing the Indian Muslim standpoint before the Conference. The sittings
proved abortive, and Greece began military operations in Asia Minor against the
provisional Turkish Government set up in Angora. There was a threat of serious
conflict owing to the demand made by the British Government for the release
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of certain British prisoners in Turkey. His Highness intervened and by inducing
the Angora authorities to obtain the release of these prisoners, relieved a critical
situation.*’

When Mustapha Kemal Pasha turned the Greek Army to flight in Asia Minor.
The destruction of Smyrna by fire and the advance of the Kemalists towards the
Dardanelles led to a bellicose pronouncement by the Lloyd George Government
(September 1922) in which the aid of the Dominions in war against the Turk was
requested. The prospect of such a commitment was unpalatable to the British
public, and strong protests were raised against further fighting in support of the
Greek claims. The Aga Khan was requested by Lord Derby, then Secretary for
War, to represent to the Angora authorities the grave peril of an attack on the
British forces, and to give assurances that, pending a provisional settlement, the
strategic position of the Kemalists should not be prejudiced by abstention from
any hostile action.*® The first Lausanne Conference on the question of treaty re-
vision was abortive. Aga Khan was present at the second Lausanne Conference,
and as friend of both parties contributed substantially, though entirely unofficially,
to the ultimate success of negotiations.*’

Lord Beaverbrook visited the Aga Khan at Deauville when he discussed with
him the disastrous character of the relationship of the English Government with
the Ankara Government. Lord Beaverbrook made arrangements through the me-
dium of the Aga Khan for a meeting with Mustapha Kemal. When he reached
Istanbul in the first week of September 1922, the whole situation had been trans-
formed. Lord Beaverbrook’s conviction was that “for Britain to fight Turkey in
pursuance of the exploded policy of supporting Greek Imperialism was a mon-
strous error, which must be avoided at all costs”.® On his return he tried the
power of private persuasion in the interests of Anglo- Turkish peace. He had long
interviews with Lloyd George, Lord Birkenhead, and Winston Churchill, who
then completely dominated the councils of the Coalition Ministry. He advised
that they should at all costs abate the rigour of their anti-Turkish attitude and that
they would not find it difficult to come to some honourable arrangement with the
Turkish Government.*' Lord Beaverbrook continued his campaign against the
Coalition Ministry for their pro-Greek tendency and for encouraging the Greeks
in their invasion of Asia Minor which ended so disastrously when the routed
Greek armies fell back on Smyrna. On December 16, the day after the House
of Commons had risen for the Christmas recess, the Daily Express published a
sensational statement®:
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Within ten days of the fall of Smyrna, when the Greek rout had
already begun and the Greek Government themselves recognised
that their military position in Asia Minor was hopeless, Mr. Lloyd
George had encouraged the Greek army to persevere in their resist-
ance. It revealed the fact that Mr. Lloyd George took this action after
he had made enquiries, only a few day before and had been told that
the Greek army could not possibly hold out without active British as-
sistance in money credit or munitions. The Daily Express further stat-
ed that on September 2, when the Greek army was already in flight,
the Government of Athens appealed to Mr. Lloyd George to arrange
an armistice and that another of the Premier’s Private Secretaries tel-
ephoned back to the Greek Legation that “their Government should
be very careful to avoid the mistake made by the Germans in 1918
and not conclude an abject armistice in a moment of panic.

The Canakkale disaster had earlier created deep-seated antagonism against
Turkey on the part of certain politicians in England and in proportion to the influ-
ence of those politicians the Aga Khan’s difficulties for avoiding another war and
bringing about a settlement between England and Turkey increased. Here was a
design to drive out Turkey from Europe, to destroy its sovereignty in its remaining
territory, and there was an insidious, subtle and powerful movement set on foot
to accomplish this end. The years 1918 to 1922 were therefore a period of strenu-
ous, persistent and sustained efforts for restoring peace between England and
Turkey. The Aga Khan’s indignation found expression in his strong but dignified
appeals on behalf of Turkey. But his greatest triumph was when, with the help of
eminent Englishmen, he succeeded in preventing another war with Turkey. That
was the greatest service he rendered to the Empire, to the sacred cause of peace
and to humanity at large. Had a second war with Turkey broken out, it would
have antagonised the Muslim States, the vast number of His Majesty’s Muslim
subjects, and the whole of India against Great Britain.>

Aga Khan and The Lausanne Treaty

When at last the Lausanne Treaty was signed, Aga Khan issued a pacific
message>* to the Muslims throughout the world:

I am sending this message from Lausanne where, for the first
time in recent history, a Treaty has been signed by the Muslim
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nation upon equal terms with the Great Powers of the West. This
Treaty reflects credit upon the steadfast leadership of Mustapha
Kemal Pasha and Ismet Pasha. It also reveals the earnest desire
of Great Britain, France and other Western Powers to be friends
of Turkey and Islam. Under this excellent Treaty Turkey be-
comes for the first time in two hundred years an independent
and compact national state. The Turks recover Constantinople,
Adrianople and Thrace. Islam owes this highly satisfactory set-
tlement to the great and heroic Turkish sacrifices and Turkish
courage and fortitude, but also to the good will and sincere pa-
cific desires of the masses in Great Britain and France and Italy.
Also we owe a great debt of gratitude to H. E. the Viceroy (Lord
Reading) and the Government of India for their constant support.
This peace signifies that past quarrels are finished and forgotten.
It means that the Turkish national State which is now free should
be able to make lasting friendship on equal terms with Europe
and America. To Indian Muslims I wish to say that, in my belief,
Turkish statesmen sincerely desire friendship with England and I
feel sure they will welcome the extension of commerce and trade
with England. I also appeal to my friends in India to do nothing
that may mar the new relations or embitter the restored friend-
ship between England and Turkey. Instead of displaying activity
that is out of date and which can do no good to Turkey, Indian
Muslims should help Turkey to recover her prosperity.... Turkey has
suffered terrible losses and her people require direct aid. We should
send from India special missions to restore sanitation, combat dis-
ease, restore health, encourage children’s welfare, and promote so-
cial well-being. It is to the youth of Turkey that we must look for
her salvation and we can only do it by helping the children. I have
handed through Turkish delegates here one thousand pounds for or-
phans in Turkey. I recognise the Treaty leaves Arab people in an
unsatisfactory position and does not bring free unity to Arabs, but I
think the Arab problem is not hopeless....

Aga Khan is known for being the champion of the independence of the Arabs
which could not be realised due to his own Western masters. He has been a con-
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sistent and valiant supporter of the rights of Arabia. His too much faith in the
West is clearly manifest here®:

In my humble judgment the right solution of the Arab
question will call for a greater application of statesmanship
and breadth of outlook from the leaders of Great Britain and
France than is required for any other international problem of
the East.... Will the man-in-the-street who insisted a year ago on
justice and fair dealing with Turkey, insist before it is too late
that the Arabs, who rendered such immense service to the cause
of the Allies throughout the war, should also attain the national
independence, free from intervention and control....

Syed Ameer Ali and Turks

On the other hand, Justice Syed Ameer Ali’s letter showing his pained amaze-
ment the report of the Prime Minister’s speech in Manchester, needs our atten-
tion. Justice Ali raised questions before the British over the crimes against the
Turks and the falsehood of the Armenian issue. He was concerned, and gravely
concerned, with the impression it will make on the vast millions of Muslims who
owe allegiance to the King, and to whom and to the British colony living in their
midst the first servant of the Crown owes a supreme duty:

It is now admitted that the formidable preparations before
Constantinople, ostensibly for the protection of “the freedom of the
Straits”, which was never threatened, were really designed to “im-
press the Oriental mind”, and to prevent the Turks from pursuing
their defeated enemy into Thrace and completing the emancipation
of their people. The “Oriental mind” is not so simple as Ministers
imagine; they see through pretences and this breeds suspicion and
fosters ill-feeling. It is a pity the idea of preventing slaughter and
conflagration did not occur to our statesmen when the Greeks were
let loose in Asia Minor. It would have saved many thousands of lives
and untold suffering to both Muslim and Christian.

It is worth noting that throughout the declamation about “mas-
sacres” there is not a single word of condemnation of the horrors
perpetrated by the Greeks; of women and children driven into
mosques and other buildings, which were then set on fire; of vil-



1548 ARSHI KHAN

lages and towns reduced to ashes, of desolated farms and desecrated
homes; of the attack of the retreating Greek troops literally covered
with human bodies! Nor is there one word of acknowledgment of
the restraint and the discipline, as we are informed by Englishman of
the Turkish army in the midst of this havoc and slaughter.

Apart from the ludicrous exaggeration of the figures of
Armenians and Greeks alleged to have been massacred by the Turks,
there is a grim simplicity about the logic. Old crimes by individu-
als are raked up to intensify the hatred against a nation which has
just achieved its liberation, whilst recent horrors committed against
it are passed over in silence. Mr. Lloyd George evidently believes
the Eastern Christian to be incapable of committing a crime; he has
passed unread all the evidence from the Carnegie Commission up to
the present reports by American, British and French correspondents.

Even in his most exalted mood, when out to smite the Amalekites,
“Turks and pro-Turks,” he might well have remembered that he was
the head of a wide-flung Empire composed of many millions of
people professing the same faith as the Turks, and that it would be
wiser to refrain from introducing the “sword” into his fiery speech.
Anyone acquainted with the East would tell him how dangerous
such figures of speech are, and how apt they are to be taken literally.

Letter of Syed Ameer Ali and Aga Khan, 1923

Joint letter (dated 24 November 1923) by Justice Ameer Ali and Aga Khan®’
begins with the claim that they are consistent friends of new Turkey:

... in full sympathy with her aspirations as an independent mem-
ber in the comity of the free nations of the world, we desire, with your
permission, to invite the attention of the Grand National Assembly
to the very disturbing effects the present uncertain position of the
Caliph Sultan is exercising among the vast populations who belong
to the Sunni communion. We have noticed with the greatest regret
that Islam, as a great moral and cohesive force, is losing among
large sections of the Sunni population, owing to the diminution in
the Caliph’s dignity and prestige, its weight and influence....
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In the Sunni communion, we need not point out, the spiritual
headship forms the link which binds the followers of Islam as a vast
congregation. When the Caliphate was in peril from outside attacks,
Mussulman feeling all over the world was violently agitated, and the
Muslims of India gave their sympathy and support to the Turkish
nation in the belief that in fighting for their independence they were
fighting also for the preservation intact of the institution which
symbolised Muslim solidarity. Throughout these critical times we
strenuously pleaded for the Turkish cause. And a British Muslim
organisation has, ever since the Turco-Italian in war in Tripoli and
Cyrenaica, devoted its energies in endeavouring to alleviate the un-
told suffering and distress among the Turkish people. Our observa-
tions and suggestions, therefore, we trust, will receive a courteous
hearing from Your Excellency’s Government regarding a question
in which we, in common with all Muslims take the deepest interest.

It must not be supposed for a moment from our remarks that
we wish to suggest that the powers of the people’s representatives
should be in any degree curtailed. What we respectfully urge is that
the religious headship of the Sunni world should be maintained in-
tact in accordance with the Shariyyet. In our opinion any diminu-
tion in the prestige of the Caliph or the elimination of the Caliphate
as a religious factor from the Turkish body politic would mean the
disintegration of Islam and its practical disappearance as a moral
force in the world-a contingency which, we are sure, neither the
Grand National Assembly nor his Excellency the President - Ghazi
Mustafa Kamal Pasha can view with equanimity.

In our opinion the Caliph-Imam symbolises the unity of the
Sunni communion: and the fact that he is a member of the founder
of the Turkish nation gives to Turkey a position pre- eminent among
Islamic nations.

For fourteen centuries it has been the cardinal principle of the
Ahl-i-Sunnat, and on this, we believe, the [jmaa-i-Ummat that the
Caliph, the Vicegerent of the prophet, is the Imam of the Sunni con-
gregations, and that between him and the general body of worship-
pers there is a nexus which knits together the Ahl-i-Sunnat. This
mystical element cannot be eradicated from the Muslim mind with-
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out creating discord in the world of Islam.

We need not remind Your Excellency that even when the Caliph-
Imam lost is temporal power the great Kings the Chieftains sought
and obtained from him investiture in order to validate their title to
rule and to lead at prayers, the usual concomitant of secular author-
ity. If Islam is to maintain its place in the world as a great moral
force, the Caliph’s position and dignity should not, in any event, be
less than that of the Pontiff of the Church of Rome.

For these reasons, among others equally cogent, we, as true
friends of Turkey, respectfully urge upon the Grand National
Assembly and its great and farsighted leaders the imminent neces-
sity for maintaining the religious and moral solidarity of Islam by
placing the Caliph-imamate on a basis which would command the
confidence and esteem of the Muslim nations, and thus impart to the
Turkish State unique strength dignity.*®

We recognise the signal services Ghazi Mustafa Kemal Pasha
has rendered to his country. But the uncertainty which surrounds the
position of the Caliph as the religious head of the Sunni populations
was likely to cause the disintegration of Islam and we thought we
might bring the matter to the notice of the Turkish Assembly and
urge that the Caliph’s dignity might be placed on an assured posi-
tion so as to maintain his prestige and command the confidence and
esteem of the Sunni world. We had not the slightest desire to hamper
in any way the established Government of Turkey. Such counsel,
coming from two consistant friends of Turkey, who had proved their
sympathy with Turkish aspirations during a long period of trial and
struggle, should not have been misconstrued. Personally I greatly
resent the imputation.*

Justice Syed Ameer Ali alone issued an statement as the news of the abolition
of Khilafat reached him. He wrote®:

It will prove a disaster both to Islam and to civilization. The
suppression of the time-honoured institution which was, throughout
the Moslem world, regarded as a symbol of Islamic unity will cause
the disintegration of Islam as a moral force. It had knit together over



OSMANLI DEVLETI AND ABOLITION OF THE CALIPHATE: ANALYSIS OF THE 1551
LETTERS WRITTEN BY AGA KHAN AND AMEER ALI

250 millions of the followers of the Faith belonging to the Sunni
communion by one common ideal. It conduced to promote civili-
zation and progress among un-advanced communities, which were
united by a universal belief that through the Caliph-Imam they were
in spiritual touch with their Prophet. I fear that the removal of this
ideal will drive the unadvanced and semi-civilized peoples included
in the vast Sunni following into the ranks of revolution and disorder.

It is open to grave doubt how far a national body has the power
to abolish a spiritual office which has, under the religious laws of
Islam and by the recognition of fourteen centuries, become an inte-
gral part of the religious institutions of the Sunni communion.

Concluding Remarks

Preceding remarks mentioned by both Justice Syed Ameer ali and Aga Khan
need to be viewed in the larger context of their personality attributed to ‘dualism’
at their loyalty to Islamic ethos and British Imperial interests. ‘Ambivalence’, the
co-existence within an individual of positive and negative feelings towards the
same thing, was strongly prevalent in Aga Khan towards the Osmanli Devleti and
Devlet-friendly organisations and movements in India. Both of them had strong
roots in Islamic education and culture since their birth. Both of them belonged to
the Shii sect but reflected universalistic aspect of Islam in their concerns for the
Devlet. What could have made the spectacular changes in their views seem to be
their training and orientation in Western values, cultural appreciations and the
modern system of governance.

Stanley Jackson says that Aga khan was the perfect agent for his own propa-
ganda. On his personal initiative, and with the very full co-operation of the British
Government, he undertook a series of most delicate journeys, during WWI. He
visited Egypt and Arabia and met religious and political leaders and stiffening
resistance wherever the Pan-Islamic virus seemed to hearten those who had al-
ready become disillusioned.®! Aga Khan’s recruiting work during WWI, cease-
less travelling in every part of India, making speeches, collecting funds, enlisting
thousands of volunteers and always countering anti-British propaganda from so
many quarters, made him very valuable in the eyes of the British. King George V
recognised his war services by giving him a salute of eleven guns and the rank of
First-Class Chief of the Bombay Presidency for life.®

Aga Khan trusted British more than the countrymen on supporting the Turks.
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This distrust among Indians seems to make him naive about the deep penetration
of the British interests in Arabia much before WWI. In 1901 and 1903, official
proposals to expand intelligence into the peninsula were seriously entertained
for the first time. Following the Gulf tour of Indian Viceroy Lord Curzon, a new
Political Agency opened at Kuwait, specifically to address intelligence needs,
and the Indian government’s twin projects of the Gazetteer of the Persian Gulf,
Oman, and Central Arabia and a new map of Arabia were launched.®® Certainly,
oil had long been a growing concern, motivating much of the imperial interest
in the region. The Anglo-Persian Oil Company on the Persian Gulf was an asset
requiring protection immediately upon the outbreak of war in 1914.% Residencies
and Political Agencies, also posts in the British government’s Levant Consular
Service, were also entrusted with political functions, including collection of po-
litical intelligence in the Ottoman Empire.®

His letter jointly written with Syed Ameer Ali during the abolition of
Khilafat was a courteous and tactful communication reminding the Turkish Prime
Minister of the support of Indian Muslims. Turkish editor who published the let-
ter pre-maturely was indicted by the Tribunal of Independence and was put into
prison. Both the writers were denounced as ‘foreigners’ acting on behalf of the
British government.®® However, this needs to be inquired more. Aga Khan was
undoubtedly a British man in the guise of country-man (Muslim and Indian) but
he was also interested to maintain his identity in the South Asia which necessi-
tated his concerns for the Osmanli Devleti. By doing this, he had secured the posi-
tion of defending his self as friend of Muslims and follower of Islam. Therefore,
domestic or regional compulsions were major factors to maintain this type of
colour. Syed Ameer Ali appears in a better position not to be categorised as a
British man. He wrote at more than fifteen letters during 1911-1924 showing
his serious concerns with Turks in the Balkan War, Italian invasion of Tripoli,
Peace Conference, and Turkey. He is accredited with writing a Representation®’
to the British Government, London, in December 1913 and six ‘Memorial’ to the
British Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs and British Prime Minister in 1919
related to Peace Settlements. They clearly show that he was concerned with Turks
with the burden of British loyalty on his shoulder but this burden and loyalty did
not stop him to assert what he wanted to.%®
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OSMANLI DEVLETI VE HALIFELIiGIN KALDIRILMASI:
AGA HAN VE EMIR ALi TARAFINDAN YAZILAN
MEKTUPLARIN ANALIZi*

ARSHI KHAN™

Kitasal boyutta insani etkilegimler, karsilikli iligkiler, degisimler ve ortak
kaygilarin tarihi, 6zellikle Hindistan’daki halkin Osmanli Devleti ile olan iliski-
lerini ve devlete olan yiikiimliiliigii baglaminda akademik arastirmalarin gogun-
lukla kesfedilmemis yoniini teskil etmektedir. Diger bir deyisle, Hindistan ile
ayn1 zamanda diinyadaki biitiin Islam aleminin Halifesi de olan Sultan tarafindan
yonetilen Osmanl Devleti arasindaki farkli diizeylerdeki etkilesimler ve karsilik-
11 ilginin ¢ok zengin bir tarihi gegmisi vardir.

Sunu da belirtmek 6nemlidir ki, her iki toplum, Hintliler ve Tiirkler yasal
ve politik anlamda Ulus Devleti kurma deneyimi hususunda gegis doneminde
idiler. Arap diinyasinda ve Kafkasya’nin baz1 kisimlarinda, Ege ve Akdeniz bol-
gelerinde dini dengeyi, istikrari, baris ve uyumu iyi saglayan Tiirkler i¢in felaket
getiren Birinci Diinya Savasi sonrasinda Tiirkiye’de hizli degisimler olmaktaydi.
Devletin himayesindeki farkli bolgeler ve toplumlar arasindaki kuvvetli bagin
varligi, Tiirkler ve Avrupa Giigleri arasindaki diismanliktan ¢ok daha once isle-
tilen tiirli stratejik politikalar ve eylemler dolayisiyla “6zerklik, 6z yonetim ve
bagimsizlik” gibi kavramlarla par¢alanmisti. Devletin yikiligi, 6ncesinde devlet
tarafindan olusturulan ¢cemberde yasayan kardes toplumlarin birbirini diigman ve
siipheli varliklar olarak géren muhalif ¢ogulculuk ile sonuglanmaistir.

Ortaya ¢ikan bu siyasi gelismeler toplumlar arasi bagi, etnik ve sosyo-kiil-
tiirel miinasebeti hizli ve agik bir sekilde zayiflatarak, bolgeyi kademeli olarak
Soguk Savas’in muhalif giigleri ile Avrupali ve Rus Yahudiler i¢in cazip hale ge-
tirmistir. Bolge, devlet yonetimi altinda son dokuz yiizyildir kazandig1 kayiplari
vermekten heniiz kurtulamamustir.

cev. Gonca ASUT, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara, goncaasut@gmail.com
* Prof.Dr., Aligarh Muslim Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Fakiiltesi Siyasal Bilimler Ana Bilim
Dali, Hindistan, arshikhan@gmail.com
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Birgok ag¢idan edinilen yasal tarihi kazanimlar insani davranisin ahlaki bo-
yutunu ilgilendiren yonlendirici ilkeler olan baris, siireklilik ve refah getirmistir.
Farkiliklar1 barindiran bu Osmanh 6zellikleri, giivenlik, seref ve sorumluluk iize-
rine odakli ahlaki yonetim temasi ile yapilandirilmistir.

Bolgedeki farkli giicleri ve alanlar1 birlestirmek icin ikinci Diinya Savasi
akabinde cesitli bolgesel olusumlar peydah olmustur fakat Rousseau, Kant ve
Hegel’in soziinii ettigi gibi, arzular mantig1 baskilamaktadir.

Yeni Cumhuriyet’in Dogusu ve Halifelik: Britanya Hindistani’ndaki
Miisliimanlarin TepKkisi

Yukaridaki paragraflar simdiye dek ahlaki ve etik doktrinlerin ve degerlerin
oldugu kadar yasal ve siyasi faktorlerin ve giiglerin birlesimi olan devletin sim-
biyotik dinamizmini temel olarak gostermektedir. Bu sekilde inis ve ¢ikiglarla
zorlayici faktorlerin Tiirklerin ulus-devlet anlayisindaki seyrini degistirene kadar
yedi yiizyil boyunca devam etti.

Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti; Avrupali giiglerin, Jon Tiirklerin ve Sultan-Halife’nin
yarattig1 calkantili kosullar altinda serefli varlig1 icin savasan milyonlarca Tiirk’iin
acili fedakarliklarinin tirtintidiir.

Miittefik giiclerin zaferi sonrasinda, Tiirk Bagimsizlig1 i¢in savasanlar dur-
maksizin Tiirklere karsi savas suglari isleyen isgal giiclerini iilke topraklarindan
def etmek icin miicadele vermistir.

Bu 6zgiirliik savasi, isgal edilen topraklarda Tiirk halk: tarafindan coskuy-
la desteklenen Mustafa Kemal’in 6nderliginde verilmistir. Bu durum, insanlarin
miittefik kuvvetler tarafindan empoze edilen barig sartlarina kars1 bakis acisini
kuvvetlendirmeye zemin hazirlamistir.

Bu miicadele, temsilcilerinin 1918°’de Mondros Antlasmasi’ni ve 1920°de
Sevr Antlagmasi’ni imzaladigi, Sultan-Halife tarafindan yonetilen politik diizenin
dogasini degistirmede katalizor olmustur. Bu, Ingilizler tarafindan dayatilan sey-
leri istekli veya zoraki olarak onaylayan Sultan-Halife’nin i¢indeki gergek giicii
ve istegi ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Bu utang verici kabullenis, 6zgirliikk¢ti giligler tara-
findan 1922’de koltuk ve siyasi giiclin kaynagini degistirerek ve 1923’te imza-
lanan Lozan Antlagmasi’nda topraklarinin haklarini emniyete alarak tersine ¢ev-
rilmistir. Istanbul Hiikiimeti, ingiliz taleplerine boyun egme politikas1 ve 6zgiir-
likgl giigleri tanimayarak ¢ifte hezimete ugramigtir. D1s kuvvetler ve Britanya
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Hindistani’ndaki Miisliimanlar tarafindan yeterince anlasilmayan Sultanlig1 ve
Halifeligi kaldirmak gibi baska bazi i¢ karamasikliklar da s6z konusuydu. Bu ku-
rumun saygimligii ve mesrulugunu kaybetmeye sebep olan durum, yeni kuvvet-
lerin eski diizenin yerine 1923’te Kemal Atatiirk tarafindan yonetilen cumhuriyet
rejimli hitkiimet kurmasini gerekli kildi.

Birinci Diinya Savasi’ndaki agir kayiplar ve Miittefik Devletlerin
Tiirkiye’deki 1918 sonrasi genisletilmis savaslar1 sonrasinda Tirklerin ve
Tiirkiye’nin degisen kosullar1 Britanya Hindistani’ndaki ¢ogu Miisliiman tarafin-
dan yeterince tanimlanamayan yerel, bolgesel ve uluslararasi baskilar ve zorla-
malar olusturmustur. Bununla birlikte, Ingiliz politikalarinin Osmanli Devleti’ni
her tiirlii yoldan, Ermenileri kigkirtarak, Carlik Rusyasi’na yardim ederek, Arap
isyanini tesvik ederek ve diigman Yunan’i destekleyerek, ayrica 800.000 Hintli
askeri giicli devlete kars1 kullanarak, pargalara ayirmay1 hedefledigi gergektir.

Hindistan’daki iyi bilinen alimlerden olan Seyyid Sabahaddin Adbur
Rahman, San Muhammed ve Gazi Muhammad Adeel Abbasi, ingiliz politika-
lariin Miisliimanlarin elindeki siyasi ve dini giiclin merkeziyet¢iligini yikmay1
hedefledigine inanmaktaydilar. Yazilari, Halife’yi yeni hiikiimet i¢in bir teh-
dit unsuru olarak gérmediklerini gosterir ¢linkii Atatlirk’iin toprak kazanimlari
Hindistan’da takdir edilmistir. Halife ile ilgili olan kaygilari, onlarin dini, kiil-
tirel ve duygusal bagliliklar ve algilar tarafindan yonetilmektedir ¢linkii onlar
bunu farkli kuvvetleri ve milletleri birbirine yakinlastiran bir merkez olarak gor-
mektedir.

Britanya Hindistani’ndaki Miisliimanlar, Ortodoks ve radikaller Tiirklerle
derinden ilgiliydi ve Britanya’nin ve onun Osmanli Devleti’ne karsi olan miit-
tefiklerinin ‘revizyonizm’ politikasini onaylamamaktaydi ¢iinkii Hindistan’daki
Osmanlilar Halife’ye uluslararasi bir kurum ve siyasi birligin, sosyal bagliligin
ve kiiltiirel iliskilerin bir sembolii olarak bagliydilar. Diger bir deyisle, diinyada
giiclii iliskiler agin1 yeniden yapilandiran ulus-devlet sistemini ve yeni yiikselen
bu egilimi desteklememekteydiler.

Ortak Kader ve ingiliz Emperyalizmi Altindaki Benzer Tecriibeler

Onlarin hisleri, goriigleri ve ebedi se¢imleri herhangi bir diizeydeki degisimi
kabul etmeye kars1 baskin faktorlerdi. Yeni Cumhuriyet ve Hilafet kurumunun

ve topraklari {izerindeki iddialarin1 sinirlamaya zorlanmis olan Tiirklerin yerel
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kaygilarint anlamada basarisiz olmuslardir. Diger taraftan, yeni Cumhuriyet igin
kendine 6zgli prensipleri, yasalar1 ve iletisim kodu olan Hilafetin zorunluluguna
dayanmak zordu. Yeni Cumbhuriyet, artik gerek bagimsiz gerekse somiirge halin-
deki Misliimanlarin dini ve kiiltiirel ilgilerini devam ettirmekle ilgilenmiyordu.
Bu ylizden, Hindistan’daki Miisliimanlar Sultanlik {izerinde hi¢ 1srarct olmadi-
lar ama Halifeligin yeni Cumbhuriyetle birlikte islemesini tercih ettiler. Boylece,
Miisliiman tlkeler ve liderler bir ¢esit Osmanli ortak kiiltlir zenginligi i¢inde var
olmaya devam edeceklerdi.

Neden bdyle bir sey istemislerdi? Britanya Hindistani’ndaki Miisliimanlar
da 1857’den bu yana Ingiliz politikalarinin kurbaniydi ve onlar da yasamlarimi,
mal varliklarini ve sereflerini kaybetmeyi tecriibe etmislerdi. Babiir Devleti’nin
(Hint-Tiirk Imparatorlugu olarak da anilir) son yenilgisi ve Ingilizlerin Mysore
Kralligi’n1 Tipu Sultan’dan devralmalarmi baskilayici kanunlar ve diglamalar
takip etmistir. Bu durum, Britanya Hindistani’'ndaki Miisliimanlarin siyasi ve
ekonomik kapasitelerini olumsuz etkilemistir. 1916°da sonra Avrpali giicler ta-
rafindan diisiik dereceli Avrupali ve Asyali insanlar goriildiiklerinden, Britanya
Hindistani’ndaki Miisliimanlar degisik baskilayici yasalarla kars1 karsiya gelme-
ye ve 1857 sonrasi ¢cogunlugun olasi tehditlerini yaratmaya maruz birakilmislar-
dir.

Hint Yarimadasi’nda dinsel 6zgiirliik, kiiltiirel dncelikler ve toplumsal kim-
lik konularinda siyasi, ekonomik ve askeri gii¢ kayb1 yaganmustir.

Miisliimanlar 1857 den sonra Rusya, italya, Fransa ve Yunanistan ile is bir-
ligi icerisinde olan ve 1916’dan sonra siyasi, ekonomik ve askeri giiclere zarar
veren Osmanlilar ve Tirkler iizerinde uyulmasi zorunlu kavramlar ile sartlar ko-
yan Ingiliz kolonicilerin bastiriimis objeleri haline gelmislerdir Koloniciler hem
Hindistan’da hem Osmanli Devleti’nde bol ve yonet politikasini giitmiisler ve
esas hedef Miisliiman toplumlarin direnis¢i giicli olmustur.

Hindistan’da Babiir Devleti’ni yiktilar ve 20. yilizyilin bagindan beri Osmanli
Devleti’ni kademeli sekilde zayiflattilar. Dini 6nyargilar, gii¢ i¢in olan miicade-
lede yer ald1 ancak Ingiliz Basbakani Lloyd George tarafindan 1920°de Hintli
Delege Maulana Muhammed Ali ile olan gdriisme esansinda reddedildi-ki bu
Seyyid Sabahaddin Adbur Rahman ve digerleri tarafindan zikredilen en énemli
faktordiir.
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Aga Han ve Seyyid Emir Ali Tarafindan Temsil Edilen Kraliyet Yanhla-
rinin Tepkisi

Insanlar ve elit tabaka hem Britanya Hindistani’nda hem de Osmanh
Devleti’nde Kral taraftar1 ve devrimciler olarak ikiye ayrilmisti. Onlar dev-
lete kars1 olan ve Britanya Hindistani’nda acik bir sekilde goriilen ve Ingiliz
Hiikiimdarligin1 baskilamaya c¢alisan Urdu basimindaki genis capli yorumlar,
toplantilar, gosteriler, tehlikeler, bagislar, delegasyonlar, tibbi misyon ve diger
aktiviteler seklindeki en ufak harekete kars1 alarmdaydi. Bu, Libya, Misir, Fas,
Arabistan, Balkan Savaslari, Ermeni meselesi, Canakkale Bogazi’ndaki miitte-
fik saldiris1, ve Mondros ve Sevr gibi diisiiniilmeden imzalanan antlagsmalarda
Sultan’in acizligi, ¢aresizligi ve esaretini de i¢eren Tiirkiye’nin pek ¢ok kismi-
n1 yeniden ele gecirme ¢abasinda goriilebilir. Britanya Hindistani’n1 baskilayan
Urdu basimi ve Ortodoks ag1 Londra’ya delegeler gondermekteydi (Hint Ulusal
Kongresi ve Miisliiman Dernegi gibi iki 6nemli siyasi gruplagma tarafindan des-
teklenen) ve Ingilizler bir ¢ok durumda 6rnegin Paris Baris Goriigmeleri, Sevr
Antlasmas1 ve Lozan Antlagsmasi’nda sert bir sekilde sikistiran Hint Liderler ve
sempatizanlar tarafindan desteklenen iilke genelinde tahrik unsurlar1 yaratmak-
taydu.

Bu baskaldir1, niyetini ve giiciinii Ingiliz emparyalist giiciine yerel cephede
kars1 koymanin ve Hindistan’daki bu siyasi gelisme de Ingiliz karsit1 hareketinin
althigimi olusturmustur.

Kral yanlis1, reformist ve batililastirilan kamplar, Ingilizler tarafindan kis-
kirtict Miisliimanlart sakinlestirmek ve siyasi miicadeleden kagmalari i¢in onlari
cesaretlendirmek i¢in kullanilan bir siird kisiyi kapsamaktaydi.

Onlar, Ingilizlerle egitim, is ve bariscil ortak platformlarinda yer almaya zor-
landilar. Diger bir deyisle, Britanya Hindistan1’ndaki Miisliimanlarin, Ingilizlerin
cikarlarinin s6z konusu oldugu hem yerel hem uluslararasi alanda pasivize olma-
s istiyorlardi.

Ingiliz emperyalizminin kolonici seytanlarinin yerine Hint egemenligini kur-
mak isteyen tehditlerle daha ¢ok ilgileniyorlardi.
Ulkedeki Hintliler ve Miisliimanlar arasinda biiyiik ayriliklar yaratmak i¢in

koloniciler tarafindan akillica kullamlan Hint egemenligine kars1 Ingiliz destegi
bulmaya calistilar.
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Diger taraftan, Misliimanlarin radikal ve Ortodoks kismi dagilmalarmdan
once Geng Tiirkler tarafindan da desteklenen Ingilizlere karsi birlesik bir miica-
deleden yanaydilar.

Ancak, su da bir gercektir ki kral yanllar1 da sessiz protestoslarini ingiliz
gazetelerinde, derslerde, mektuplarda, anilarda ve toplantilarda buyurgan ve zor-
layic1 degil, secenek sunarak ve davetkar sekilde siirdiirmekteydi.

Aga Han ve Tiirkler

Bunlar arasinda en ¢ok 6ne ¢ikanlar Hakim Seyyid Emir Ali (1849-1928)
ve aslinda Sultan Muhammed Sah olarak bilinen III. Aga Han’dir (1877-1957).
Her ikisi de kendilerine muazzam saygi gosteren ingiliz Liderlere olan yakinlik-
lar1 ile bilinirdi. Dogu ile Bati arasindaki baglar1 kuvvetlendirmek istediler. Sir
Samuel Hoare, Hindistan Devleti’nin eski sekreteri, Aga Han’1 “dogu ve batidaki
tanidigim herkesten fazla olarak yasamin farkli yonleri hakkinda en ¢ok bilgiye
sahip olan vatandastir. Yagam sanatinin sirrini bilmektedir.”! seklinde 6vmekte-
dir. Hindistan’daki Ingiliz yoneticilerle olan erken isbirligi ile devlet adamlari,
diplomatlar ve Avrupa’da tanistigi elgiler ile olan miinasebeti onun tizerinde derin
bir etki birakmustir.?

0, Ingiliz Imparatorlugu’nun ¢ikarlarmi gozeten ve Hint ulusalligmi so-
miirgeci fikirlerle yeniden bagdastirmak isteyen bir emperyalistti.* Ayn1 zaman-
da, emperyalist fikirlerine ragmen bir Islamciydi. 1914-1921 aras1 Hintlilerin
Anadolu’daki Tiirklere ve Araplara kars1 yiiriittiikleri politikalar1 ile desteklenen
anti-Ingilizcilige karsiydi. JalianwalaBagh Katliami’na ithaf edilen anma tore-
ni i¢in para bagislamay1 da reddetmistir.* JallianwalaBagh Katliami, 13 Nisan
1919°da saldirgan olmayan protestocular JallianwalaBagh, Armitsar ve Punjab’ta
toplandiginda, Ingiliz Hint askeri birlikleri tarafindan Reginald Dyer emrinde
atese verildigi zaman vuku bulmustur. Resmi Ingiliz Hint kaynaklari, kimligi
belirlenen 379 olii ve yaklasik 1,100 yaralinin oldugunu agiklamislardir. Hint
Ulusal Kongresi tarafindan tahmin edilen yarali sayis1 1,500°den fazla ve olii
sayisi da yaklasik 1,000 civarindadir.’

Aga Han, Biiyiik Britanya’y1, Miisliiman {iilkelerle Hintlilere tam bagimsizli-
gin garantisini vererek ve onlarla is birligi yaparak daha da biiyilik yapma hayalini
kurmustur.

Kendisi, Britanya Uluslar Toplulugunu kendi amacini gergeklestirmek igin
bir ideal olarak goren emperyalist bir devlet adamiydi.® Avrupa’da uzun yillar
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yasamasi esnasinda, hem Ingiltere hem de Fransa’da ayrilik¢1 sosyal aglarla ha-
sir nesir oldu. Bombay’da kurulan Willingdon Spor Kuliibii’niin kurucularindan
biriydi. Kral VII. Edward’in tag giyme torenindeki davetlilerdendi ve resmi to-
rensel faaliyetlerde aranilan 6nemli bir sahsiyetti. Kendisi sik sik York Evi’ne
davet edilirdi ve Kral Edward’in hastaligindan énce Buckingham Sarayi’na da
cagirilmaktaydi. Avrupa’da iyi bir devlet adami, sportmen ve Ingiltere dostu ola-
rak taninmaktaydi. Temmuz 1937°de Uluslar Birligi Teskilati’nin Bagkani olarak
secildi.” Lloyd George’un Aga Han hakkindaki izlenimi Barig Konferansi’nda su
kelimeler ile aktariimaktadir®:

L. G. Aga Han’mn tanimis oldugu en bilgili adam oldugunu belirtmis-
tir. Genel kiiltiirii sasirtictydi. Siradisi bir sekilde iyi egitimli ve diinyanin
hemen her yerinde uluslararasi yakin temas iliskileri vardi. Genis ¢apli ola-
rak seyahat etmekteydi, 6zellikle yakin dostlarinin bulundugu Avrupa’nin
baskentlerini devamli gezmekteydi. Bilgi depolama konusundaki basarisi
dikkate degerdi. Edebiyatin hemen her dalina temas etmis goriiniiyordu ve
bilim konusunda da bilgiliydi. Bu 6zelliklerin hepsinin bir arada olusu ile,
¢ok siradis1 bir adamdi.

[.Diinya Savasi’nin safaginda, Aga Han, Hintli Miislimanlara yazdig:
“Hindistan Zamanlar1” adli eserinde, Tirkler ile higbir miinasebet i¢ine girme-
melerini tavsiye etmis ve Tiirklere Avrupa’dan edindikleri mallar1 birakmalarini
sOylemistir. Diger yandan, Maulana Abul Kalam Azad bu makaleyi uygunsuz
ve yanlis yonlendirici olarak degerlendirmistir.’ Hindistan’daki Tiirk bilginler,
Avrupali Devletler yaninda Tiirkiye’nin kaderi ve Osmanli Devleti konusunda
huzursuz hissediyorlardi. Fas’taki Frank—Alman is birligi, Italya’nin Libya’y1
isgal etmesi ve devlete kars1 Balkanlardan gelen tehditler Miisliimanlarin bakis
acisini sarstl. Miisliiman basini, Trablusgarp ve Balkan savaslarinda Tiirklerin
ve Araplarin c¢ektigi acilara genis Ol¢lide yer verdi. Ekim 1912°de, Maulana
Mohamed Ali, Delhi Jama Mescidi’nde, duygulu bir konusma yapti ve Balkan
savaglarini, Tiirklerin son savasi olarak degerlendirdi. Tiirklerin kendi davalari
icin savastigini ve bunun hakl sebeplerle oldugunu onayladi.'

1905’lerin baslarinda, Hindistan Zaferi ile taninan Lord Curzon doneminde,
Ingilizlerin Iran ve Afganistan’a karsi tavirlari Miisliimanlarin gdziinde siiphe
cekmeye basladi. 1912’ye kadar, Hintli Miisliimanlarin, Ingiliz politikasinin ta-
rafsizlik adi altinda Tirklere karsit bir anlayis besledigine dair yaygin inanis-
lar1 vardi. Ingilizlerin, Tiirk garnizonunun Misir iizerinden gegerek Italyanlara
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karg1 savagsmasini reddetmesi gibi birka¢ somut 6rnek bu inanis1 destekledi. Bu
konuda, Madras Ulemast, kralin valisine bir mektup gonderdi."" Bu, Ingilizlerin
Miisliman devletlere karsi olan politikasinin agik bir gostergesiydi. Disisleri
Bakanlig1 6zel sekreteri Viscount Errington, Harding’e, “Su anda Miisliiman
ve Hristiyanlar arasindaki miicadele ile yiizlesmekteyiz” seklinde yazmustir.'
O zamanin kabine bakani Winston Churchill, Balkan devletlerini savunmus ve
Tiirkleri, Hristiyan Avrupa’dan siirmek i¢in hakli sebepleri olduklarini séylemis-
tir.!* Tiirklerin Balkan savaslarinda ugradigi bozgunun safaginda, Avrupalilar gii-
lerek bu zaferler karsisinda mevcut durumun degistigini soylemislerdir.'* ingiliz
Basbakani Herbert Henry Asquith (1908-1916), 6 Kasim 1912 aksami Londra
Guildhall’da su agiklamay1 yapmustir:'®

“Dogu Avrupa’nin haritasi yeniden diizenlenmelidir. Avrupa’daki genel fi-
kirde katildigim en biiyiik nokta, galiplerden biiyiik bedel 6deyerek kazandiklari
zafer meyveleri ¢alimmamalidir.”

Hindistan Tip Harekati, Balkan savaglarinda Tiirk miiltecilere hizmet et-
mesi i¢in Doktor M. A. Ansari ve Kizilhag tarafindan, Kizilhag’in Miisliiman
karsiligi olarak kuruldu.'® Kizilhag toplulugu Londra’da da Seyyid Emir’in bas-
kanliginda miiltecilere gerekli yardimlar1 saglamak ve destek olmak i¢in kurul-
mustur. Aligarh Miisliiman Universitesi, Tiirklere tibbi yardim saglamak igin
30,000 Rupi’yi Londra’ya gonderdi. Tiirklere verdikleri destegi ifade etmek icin
Hindistan’in her yerinde biiyiik mitingler diizenlendi. Muhammed Ali daha sonra
gbzlemlerini;'? Ingilizlerin Tiirk, iran ve Fas’in diismanlarma kars1 sergiledigi
tavir, 1911°den itibaren Hintli Miisliimanlarin sempatisini azaltmis ve bu irk i¢in
yabanci olan Ingiliz Hiikiimeti’ni elestirme cesaretinde olan Hintlilerin, vatanla-
rindaki radikal politikacilara tepki gostermesine neden olmustur, seklinde pay-
lagmustir.

Sir Seyyid Emir Han’in 1898’de dliimiinden sonra Miisliiman liderler Urdu
dilini koruma miicadelesine girmis ve onlarim Inilizlere kars1 olan zit tutumlari ,
Hindistan Ulusal Kongresi’nde pasif yandasgiliktan politik kigkirtmaya dogru bir
degisime sebep olmustu. Bu politik hareketliligin yurtta ve uluslararas1 diizeyde
oldugu 1900°lii yillarin bastydi. Bu dénemde, Ingilizlerin Arap diinyasindaki po-
litikalar1 Miisliimanlara kars1 diismanca bir hal almisti.

Ingiliz Hiikiimeti, Tiirkiye’ye Taba konusunda ultimatom vermis ve
Misirlilarin yaninda taraf tutmustur.ingilizlerin Sudan’a harekati daha énceden



OSMANLI DEVLETI VE HALIFELIGIN KALDIRILMASI: AGA HAN VE EMIR 1565
ALI TARAFINDAN YAZILAN MEKTUPLARIN ANALiZI

Miislimanlar1 kizdirmisti.’®* Fazal-i-Husain (1877-1936), Lahor’un vekilligi-
ni yapmis ve 1906°da Ingiltere ve Tiirkiye arasinda gecen gekisme déneminde,
Hindistan’daki Miisliimanlarin %95 inin, Ingiltere’ye borglu olduklari sadakati
gostermeyeceklerini soylemistir. "

Aligarh Okulu, Hindistan Valisi’ne?*® Mayis 1906’da su mektubu yolladi:

“Aligarh Islamcilari, Ingiltere’nin Tiirkiye’ye 1zdirap ve panik igeren iilti-
matomunu duymus ve siz Hazretlerinden Ingilizleri bir Anglo-Tiirk savasinin
¢ikmamasi i¢in ikna etmekte Hint hiikiimeti {izerindeki etkinizi kullanmanizi rica
etmektedir, bu sekilde Ingiliz Hindistani’ndaki biitiin islamcilarin minnetini ka-
zanabilirsiniz.”

Ingiliz Valisi Lord Minto, Hindistan Bakan1 Lord Morley’e, Ingilizlere kars
diismanca bir Panislamizm hareketinin Hindistan’da var oldugunu ve Tiirkiye
ile bir savas durumunda fanatikleri sinirda Rajlara kars1 kigkirtmanin yardimi
olacagini sdyledi. Misir, Sudan ve Hindistan’da askeri harekatlari ile bilinen Lord
Horatio Kitchener (1850-1916), Lord Morley‘e, Tiirklerin lehine isyan ¢ikarabi-
lecekleri ihtimaline karst Miisliiman birlikleri kullanmamay: tavsiye etti. Vali,
sinirdaki kabilelerin Amirlerinden ve Hindistan’taki islami niifustan ciddi endise
duymaktaydi.?! Panislamizm hareketi Cemaleddin Afgani (1837-1897) tarafindan
19. yiizy1lin seksenli yillarinin basinda, Ortadogu’daki Miisliiman iilkeleri Ingiliz
zulmiine kars1 birlestirmek igin baslatilmistir. Bu akim, emperyalist Ingilizlerin
altinda ezilen Hintli Miisliimanlarca sempati ile karsilandi.

Seyyid Ahmed Han {izerinde tim diinyaca bilinen Sah Muhammed, onun
her zaman Panislamiszm ile miicadele edemeyecek kadar mesgul oldugunu ve 2.
Sultan Abdiilhamit’in Hint Miisliimanlarina halife olma fikrine meydan okudu-
gunu soylityordu. Ancak yandaslarin cabalarma ragmen bile Ummetcilik hareketi
Hindistan’da biiyiimeye devam etti.?

Seyyid Emir Ali ve Tiirkler

[lerleyen paragraflarda Seyyid Emir Ali’nin hakkaniyeti tanitildiktan sonra,
onun Osmanli Devleti igin tasidig1 endiseler tartisilacaktir.Sadik bir Ingiliz va-
tandas1 olmasina ragmen, Seyyid Emir Ali Miisliimanlarin hem politika hem de
egitim olarak gelismesini istemis ve bu yiizden 1877’de Kalkuta’da Ulusal Islami
Birligi’ni kurmustur. Bu kurulus Ulusal Merkezi Islam Birligi olarak bilinmekte-
dir. ingiliz Hindistaninda, Miisliimanlara egitim ve is verilmesi konusunda ingiliz
Hiikiimeti’ni ikna etmede Oncii oldu. Seyyid Ahmed Han’in aksine, Emir Ali
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Miisliimanlar agisindan politik aktiviteleri destekliyordu. Onun Miisliiman poli-
tikasina katkilar1 Seyyid’inkinden daha belirgin ve gii¢lidiir.”* Ancak Seyyid’in
iinii Emir Ali’ninkini ge¢misti. Seyyid baslt basina bir kurulusken, Emir Ali’nin
kurumu aktivitelerini batida Karagiler’e, giineyde de Bengalore’ye kadar genis-
letmisti.2* 1904’te Ingiltere’ye yerlesmis, ancak Hindistan’daki Miisliimanlara ve
Tiirkiye’ye olan ilgisi sabit kalmistir.

Seyyid Emir Ali 1849°da dogdu ve Hindistan’da egitim goriip, Londra’da
hukuk egitimi ald1. Ayrica bagkanlik ve yargi gérevlerinde bulundu. Islam hu-
kuku iizerine uzmanlasmist1 ve Ingilizce, Urduca, Iran ve Arapca’ya da hakim-
di. Haziran 1911°de Seyyid Emir Ali 28 Eylil 1911°e kadar uzanan mektup-
lari1 Londra’da The Times’ta yayimladi ve italyanlarm Tiirk hakimiyetindeki
Trablusgarp isgalini ele alip, ingiliz Hiikiimeti’ni, Hindistan’daki Miisliimanlarin
giicenmesi konusunda uyardi. Bunu, uluslararas1 baglamda sozde Hristiyan {il-
kelerin kanunlarinin agik bir ihlali olarak degerlendiriyordu.” Birka¢ giin son-
ra, The Times’ta 9 Ekim 1911 tarihli baska bir mektup yaymlamis ve Ingilizleri
Italya’nn Tiirkiye’ye actig1 savastan dolay1 Miisliiman iilkelerdeki (Hindistan,
Gliney Afrika ve diger yerler) kizigsma konusunda bilinglendirmisti.

O zamanlar Papa, Italyan Amiral gemisi iizerinde Tiirklere kars1 zaferin bir
gostergesi olarak durmasi i¢in kutsanmis hag gondermisti.Sadece birkag¢ giin 6n-
cesinde, Londra’da yasayan bir italyan, Tiirklerin Avrupa’dan ve diinyadan tipki
Yahudiler gibi silinmesini ileri siirdiigii rapor edilmigken Papa, havarilerin el¢isi-
nin, Trablusgarp’ta Hristiyanligin ylikselmesi i¢in kendisine bir mesaj gonderdi-
gini not etmisti.?® 13 Ekim 1911°de Trablusgarp’ta yasanan vahset ve katliam ile,
savasa dahil olmayanlarin idam edilip sokaklarda siiriiklendigini anlattig1 baska
bir mektubu yayilandi. “Bu hareketlerin birazi bile Ttirkler tarafindan yapilsay-
d1, Ingiltere’de bir kizginlik dalgasi olurdu”?’. Hint gazetelerinin savaslar ve pro-
testolar1 haber yaptigini belirtti. Ingiliz Hindistanin’daki Miisliimanlar daha 6nce
Rus-Tiirk Savasi’mi protesto etmisti. ingiltere’nin Hristiyan kadin ve erkekleri
gecmis giinlere ait bu barbarliga ses ¢ikarmayacak miydi??® 11 Kasim 1911 tari-
hinde Maulana Mohamed Ali tarafindan yonetilen Delhi gazetesi The Comrade,
onun Italyan isgalini ifsa ettigi ve Britanya’yr Dogu diinyasinda kalmaya tegvik
ettigi bir mektubunu yayinladi.?

30 Kasim 1911 tarihinde The Times’ta yayinlanan, italyan gii¢lerinin
Trablusgarp’ta igledigi barbarliklari lanetleyen bagka bir mektubunda da benzer
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endiseleri tasidig1 goriilmektedir.’® Mektubunda, ilk islam Halifesi’nin askerleri-
ne verdigi talimatlarindan alint1 yapmistir:?'

“Hainlikten kacginacaksm. Dogru olan yoldan sapmayacaksin. Hi¢ kimseyi,
cocuklari, yaslhlari ve kadinlar1 6ldiirmeyeceksin. Hurma agaclarini veya insanlar
ve canlilar i¢in yiyecek tasiyan agacglar1 yakmayacak ve kesmeyeceksin. Tasarruf
yapmak icin deve siirlilerini 61diirmeyeceksin.”

Balkan Savas1 sirasinda, savastan yarali donen veya savas alaninda bulunan
Tiirkler icin Ingiliz Kizil Hag Toplulugu’na bagvurdu.? Edwin Pears’in Halife’nin
gorevlerine dair yaymmladigi “Arap Isyam” makalesine itiraz etti.® 1914’te,
Ingiliz yetkilileri, islami anlayis1 kaldiracaklarini duyurdu; bdylece Ingiltere,
savasin etkilerine kars1 Cizre, Mezapotamya ve Arabistan’in kutsal yerlerinin
giivenligini emniyete almis olacakti.** Bu ayrica Ingiltere nin Tiirkiye’yi pargala-
mak ve yok etmek niyetinde olmadigi, ancak Tiirk topraklarinda ters eksen stra-
tejisinin bir pargasi olarak silahli bir miicadele vereceginin de gostergesiydi.* Bu
birtakim Miisliman endiselerini dindirdi ve Miisliiman liderlerin Miisliimanlari
sakinlestirmek ve Ingiltere tarafindan I. Diinya Savasi’nda Miisliimanlara kars1
kullanilan yaklagik 800,000 Hint silahli giiglerinin, ordusunun ve niifusunun ta-
sinmasinda insiyatif kullanmalarina onciiliik etti. Aga Han ve arkadas1 Abbas Ali
Baig, Islamiyet’i referans gostererek Hintli Miisliiman askerleri sakinlestirerek
Ingilizlere kars1 boyun egmeleri i¢in Misir’1 ziyaret etti.

Savastan dnce ne batilagtirilmis grup ne de dindar Miisliimanlar Tiirkiye’ nin
savasta yer almasini istemiyordu, ancak Britanya Tiirkiye’ye savas ilan ettikten
sonra dindar Miisliimanlar Tiirkiye’ye destek vermeye basladi. Hindistan’daki
Miisliiman toplulugun biiyiik bir bolimii, Lord Asquith ve Lloyd George (1863-
1945)’un Tiirkiye, Islamiyet ve Peygamber’e kars1 sdylediklerinden giicendikle-
rini ifade ettiler. Bombay’in yoneticisi Lord Willingdon, Hardinge’e “Buradaki
gercek durumu bilmiyorlar ya da anlamaya g¢aligmiyorlar, bizim ve sizin alti-
nizdekilerin gérevlerini iki kat zorlastirtyorlar” seklinde bir mektup yazmigtir.>
Hardinge bu gercegi kabul etti ve Willingdon’a cevap vererek, Miisliimanlar
icin Osmanlt Devleti’nin tek Miisliiman giic oldugunu ve en sadiklarinin bile
Tiirkiye’nin yikilmasimi veya diinya haritasindan silindigini gérmek istemedik-
lerini soyledi.?’

Biiyiik protestolar, hiciv yazilari, konusmalar ve boykotlar, Hindistan’daki
Miisliiman politikalarinin baslica &zellikleri haline geldi. 1919°da ingiltere ve



1568 ARSHI KHAN

Arabistan’a el¢iler gonderen Miisliiman Birligi ve Hindistan Ulusal Kongresi’nin
destegi ile Hilafet Komitesi’ni kurdular. Onlarin asil amaci, Tiirkler tarafindan da
yanlig anlasilan hilafeti korumakti.

Aga Han ve Hindistan’da Hilafet Hareketi

Pek ¢ok Hindu sempatizanini da igeren ve bati karsiti Miisliimanlarca or-
ganize edilen Hilafet Hareketi, daha sonra Is Birligi Karsit1 ve Sivil Itaatsizlik
Hareketi ile isimlendirilen, tiim Hindistan politikasini kapsayan bir harekete do-
niismiistiir. Hilafet harekatina, batililasmis Miisliimanlarca kars1 ¢ikilmistir ¢iin-
kii Hindistan’daki ve yurt disindaki Ingiliz ¢ikarlarma kars1 isyan ve protesto
iceriyordu. Hilafet hareketinin asil amaci, 6zellikle Maulana Mohamed Ali goze-
timinde Tirklerin bolgesindeki biitiinliigii korumak, kutsal yerleri giivence altina
almak ve devletin kontroliinde giineyde ve Dogu Anadolu’nun dogusunda bol-
gesel hakimiyeti saglamakti. Ingilizler bu tarz bir giivenceyi vermislerdi ancak
uygulamada olan devlet karsiti uygulamalari Hint Miisliimanlart miimkiin olan
her yerde ingilizlere kars1 protesto yapmaya itiyordu.Diger bir deyisle Mohamed
Ali’nin hilafet hareketi, Tiirkiye’yi diinyadaki tek Miisliiman giic yapmay1 hedef-
liyordu, ki bu da pek ¢ok acidan Hilafet sistemi ile Miisliimanlar arasinda birligi
saglamak i¢in oldukca gerekliydi. Onlar devleti cogunlukla Ingiltere, Fransa ve
Italya’dan olusan emperyalist sisteme kars1 Miisliiman iilkeleri bir arada tutacak
en organize devlet sistemi ve bir sosyo-dini ve politik bir ¢apa olarak goriiyorlar-
di. Mualana Mohamed Ali ve yakinlari tarafindan yapilan konugmalardan anla-
sildig1 tizere, Araplar’in devletten ayrilmasi, onlart Avrupali giiglerin pengesine
stiriiklerdi.”® Bu yiizden de, Devletten ayrilmanin 6n asamalari olarak gordiikleri
ozerklik ve bagimsizliga karsiydilar. Buna zit olarak, Batililagsmis devlet adam-
lar1 ve gorevlileri, Hintli Miisliimanlar1 Tiirkiye ile bu tarz bir iliskiye girme-
meleri konusunda uyarmis ve Ingiltere’ye kars1 baglilik gostermislerdir. Ancak
Batililasmis liderler bile Tiirkiye’nin kaderi konusunda endiseliydiler.

Hindistan’daki Miisliimanlara karst bu konuda ileri siiriilen fikirlerin sami-
miyeti o zamanlar tam olarak takdir edilmis gibi gdézilkmemektedir ve bugiin
bile yanlis yorumlanmaya agiktir. Ornegin, hem Lord Curzon hem de Mr.
Montagu’nun eserlerinde hilafetin ger¢ek dogasini yanlis yorumladigim diisii-
nenlere karsi olarak onun o dénem olaylari iizerinde yorumlarmin bir dereceye
kadar mitkemmel oldugu soylenebilir, ¢iinkii o “Hint Miisliimanlarin arzuladigi,
Islam’1n askerleri adina Londra’daki etkilerini gdstermek igin Sultan’1 kurtarmak
degildir” seklinde ifade etmistir.>
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Aga Han ve Emir Ali ‘nin 1919°daki Mektubu

The Times (Londra) 6 Haziran 1919°da Tiirk bariginin hiikiim ve kosullariyla
alakali Barig Konferansi hakkinda Aga Han ve Emir Ali’nin ortak mektubunu
yayimladi.*® Mektupta, Tiirkiye nin iiyelikten ¢ikarilma tehdidinin Miisliimanlar
arasinda yarattig1 keder ve 1zdirabin 15181nda, Bagbakan’in resmi taahhiidiiniin
arkasinda durmanin Ingiltere’nin iizerine diistiigiinii sdyliiyorlardi. “Halihazirda
Miisliiman bakis agisin1 kabul etmis 6nde gelen halk adamlari tarafindan alinti-
lanan kelimeleri, tekrar edilerek giiclinii kaybetmeyecektir” demislerdi. Girigilen
savasin yiikiiniin baz1 noktalarina degindikten sonra su sekilde devam etmistir:
“Biz ne Tirkiye’yi baskentinden, ne de Anadolu ve Trakya’dan yoksun etmek
icin savasiyoruz.” Sozlerine verdigi glivenceyi perginleme adina devam etti:
“Tiirk wkinin Istanbul’daki baskentiyle birlikte anayurdunun devamina kars1 ¢ik-
mamamiza ragmen, Akdeniz ve Karadeniz arasindaki ge¢idin uluslararasilagtiril-
masi ve tarafsizlagtirilmasi i¢in Arabistan,Ermenistan, Mezopotamya, Suriye ve
Filistin’in ayr1 ulusal durumunun taninma yetkisi bizim kararimiza baglidir.”*!

Devaminda, “Dolayistyla, Tiirkiye’nin toptan yikilmasinin imparatorlu-
gun cikariyla ya da Ingiltere’nin baris ve cevresi i¢in sorumlu olan Hindistan
Bakani’na olan iyi niyetiyle bagdasmadigi, durumun ciddiyetinin abartilma-
dig1 ya da Basbakan’in taahhiidiiniin reddedilmesinin Hindistan ve bagka
yerlerde hosnutsuzluk ve kizgmliga yol agtigi hususunda Itilaf Devletlerini
ikna etmek Ingiltere’nin elindedir.*> Mektup sundan da bahseder: “Su anda
Hindistan’da biiyiik bir anayasal reform tasaris1 yoldadir. Tiimiiyle basaril
olmasi biiyiik 6l¢iide Majestelerinin Hindistan halkinin samimiyet ve vefakar
ig birligine dayanmaktadir. Kanaatimizce, 80 milyonun {izerindeki Miisliiman
toplulugun 6fkeli hosnutsuzlukla uzak durmasi durumunda felakete doniige-
cektir. Mektup, ¢ok genis Siinni cemaatinin Halifesi olarak Tiirk Hiinkari’nin,
Suriye’nin kuzeyiyle bisbiitiin Ege sahilinden baslayarak ¢ogunlukla halki
Tiirk olan Karadeniz’e kadar Istanbul, Trakya ve Anadolu’nun yegane sahibi
olmas1 gerektigini One siirmektedir. Bizim fikrimize gore bu topraklarin en
ufak pargasinin baska birilerinin ‘hirslarini’ tatmin etmek i¢in Tiirk hiikiim-
darligindan koparilmasi zalimce bir davranistir. Bat1 Asya’ya baris getirmek
yerine, boyle bir alan etkilerinin sadece savas agilan tilkeyle sinirli tutulama-
yacagi stirekli savasglarin tohumlarini ekecektir.”*

Konu Trakya, Istanbul ve Tiirk milletinin ana yurtlar1 olunca, Miisliiman his-
siyatinin kesinlikle ne sekilde olursa olsun Sultan’in hiikiimdarligina herhangi



1570 ARSHI KHAN

bir miidaheleye karsi oldugunu dogrular. Bu noktada Lord Sinha (1863-1928) ve
Bikanerli Maharaja Ekselanslar1 ya da General Maharaja Sir Ganga Singh (1880-
1943) Tiirkiye’nin hakli sebeplerini desteklemis ve boliinmesine siddetle karsi
cikmisti. Cumhurbagkani Mr. Lloyd George’a bir donem Hindistan Konseyi
ve Hindistan’daki dnemli bir Miisliiman devletin Divan iiyesi Sir Abbas Ali
Baig (1859-1932) de dahil olmak iizere niifuzlu Miisliimanlardan bir bildiri
de gonderildi. Bu sirada Tiirkiye’nin yaklasan kaderinin uyandirdig: hisler
Hindistan’daki tiim siniflar ve topluluklar arasinda gerilimi yiikseltiyordu ve
The Times’a giden 2 Agustos 1919 tarihli bagka bir ortak mektupta Aga Han
ve Emir Ali:*

“Bizim de imzalayan taraflar arasinda oldugumuz, genis capta
Miisliimanlar, Hindular ve Ingilizler tarafindan imzalanan yeni bir bildiri
Cumhurbaskani’na gonderilmistir. Tlirkiye’nin parcalanmasi ve Tiirk ulu-
sunun dagilmasi i¢in Barig Konferansi’na atfedilen yeni tasariya siddet-
le kars1 ¢ikmaktayiz. Makul bir belgedir ve Mr. Lloyd George ve bu ¢ok
mithim konuyu ellerinde tutan ¢alisanlarindan gereken ilgiyi gorecegine
inantyoruz.”

Divanligin 1765’te Delhi Imparatoru tarafindan Dogu Hindistan
Sirketi’ne verilmesinden ve 1802°deki Lord Lake Antlagsmasi’ndan beri
Miisliman faktorler Britanya Kraliyeti’nde en degismeyenlerden olmustur.
Ve simdi bu savastaki yardimlar1 Miisliiman askerlerin Ingiltere nin ilkeleri-
ne sarfettigi fedakarliklarla kiyaslanamayacak belirli iilkelerin “toprak acl-
&1” hirslarint durdurmak i¢in, ifadeyi yumusatmak gerekirse diiskiinliiklerini
hayata kiismeye benzer bir duruma doniistiirdiik. Hindistan Miisliimanlarinin
Tiirkiye ya da Osmanli Hiikiimdari’na dair hissiyatinin eski ya da yeni oldugu
ehemmiyetsizdir. Bu canli ve evrensel bir hassasliktir ve uygulamali politikada
bir faktor olarak degerlendirilmelidir. Yasayan bu fikre Baris Konferansi’nin bize
anlatildig1 gibi 6ne siirdiigii sekilde muamele etmek mantikli ve insani midir?”

Yine Aralik 1919°da Bay Edwin Montagu (1879-1924, 1917 ve 1922 yil-
lar1 arasinda Hindistan Disisleri Bakani olarak gérev yapmis) onuruna verilen
bir aksam yemeginde Aga Han Tiirkiye’nin gelecegi ile ilgili:*

“Hintlilerin Asya dis politikasina gozlerini kapatmaya razi oldugu
ve lizerinde hicbir etkisinin olmadig: giinler gegmis ve asla geri gelmeye-

cektir. Misliimanlara bahsettigim problemler, ki dini ve sosyal hassasiyet
yaratt181 i¢in dokunaklidir, 6yle yakindir ki gergekte dis sorunlar olarak ad-
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landirilamaz. Birgok yolla Hindu yurttasimiz géstermistir ki bize 6ylesine
destek olmus ve kendilerinin Almanya’nin tehdit ve tatli sdzleriyle hitkme-
dilmesine izin vermis bir avu¢ dolusu adamin hatalar1 i¢in bu olaganiistii
ve tarihi yarisin dogmamis iiyelerini cezalandirmayacak olan Tiirkiye ile
zengin bir barig ortami istememize dylesine katilmislardir ki bunu diiriist-
¢e ulusal bir Hindistan sorunu olarak adlandirabiliriz. Temennimiz artik
daha 1srarcidir ¢linkli 6yle makul temellere dayanmaktadir ki iki y1l dnce
Cumhurbagkani’nin Britanya Imparatorlugu Miisliimanlarin1 yatistirmak
ve Prusya askeri hirslarina karsi olan savasta is birliginin devamini sagla-
makta biiyiik katkida bulunan meshur konugmasindan daha iyi dile getirile-
mezdi. Itilaf amaglarmin dniine gegirilen dzgiirliik ve kendi kaderini tayin
etme hakki politikasinin Hristiyan topraklarina oldugu kadar Finlandiya
ve Giircistan’da tam olarak oldugu gibi Dagistan ve Azerbaycan igin
Miislimanlara da uygulanmasi gerektigini makulen talep ediyoruz.”

Aga Han,* Mezopotamya Hiikiimeti’ni Arap ellerine emanet etmedeki ge-
cikmeyi Britanya’nin iistlendigi manda ruhuna uygun olarak The Times ve diger
yayinlara katkida bulunan bir dizi 6zel makalede elestirmis ve o tilkenin yonetimi
icin kurulan detaylica hazirlanmig yonetimin agir bedellerine dikkat ¢ekmistir.
Tiirkiye ile uzun siire gecikmis ¢6ziim hususunda ise Itilaf devlet adamlarma her
firsatta kalic1 baris ve iyi niyet bakis agisindan savas siiresince yapilan taahhii-
tiin gerceklestirilmesinin énemini vurgulamisti. Hem Avrupa ve Anadolu’da
Yunanistan’a birakilmis genis topraklar, hem de sozde kendi hakimiyetinde
kalan bolgelerdeki Tiirk saltanatinin yok edilmesi hususlarinin gdzden gegci-
rilmesi ihtiyaciyla ilgili pek ¢ok s6zlii ve yazili, kamusal ve 6zel temsilcilik-
lere katilmistir.

Aga Han ve Ankara Hiikiimeti

Antlagma, 1921 baharinin baslarinda Londra Konferansi’nda revizyon altin-
dayken, Aga Han naibin ricasi lizerine Konferans’tan dnce Hintli Miisliimanlarin
bakis agisini belirlemeye yardimer olmak i¢in Hindistan’dan ayrildi.Oturumlar
sonucsuz kaldi ve Yunanistan Anadolu’da Ankara’da kurulan gegici Tiirk
Hiikemeti’ne kars1 askeri operasyonlara bagladi. Tiirkiye’deki belirli Ingiliz mah-
kumlarin saliverilmesi icin Ingiliz Hiikiimeti tarafindan yapilan talep sebebiyle
ciddi bir catisma tehdidi vardi. Ekselanslar1 araya girdi ve Ankara yonetimini
bu mahkumlarin serbest birakilmasini saglama yoniinde ikna ederek kritik bir
durumu rahatlatt1.*’
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Mustafa Kemal Pasa Anadolu’da Yunan Ordusu’nu kacgisa zorladiginda
[zmir’in yakilarak yok edilmesi ve Kemalistlerin Canakkale iclerine ilerlemesi,
Lloyd George Hiikiimeti (Eyliil 1922) tarafindan somiirgelerin savasta Tiirklere
karg1 yardiminin istendigi savas¢i bir resmi bildiriye sebep oldu. Boyle bir yii-
kiimliiliik beklentisi Ingiliz halki i¢in son derece nahostu ve Yunan istekleri igin
daha fazla savasa karsi giiclii protestolar basladi. Aga Han, daha sonra Harp
Bakani Ingiliz giiglerine saldirmanin ciddi risklerini Ankara yoneticilerine sun-
mak ve gecici bir ¢6ziimii askiya alip herhangi diismanca bir eylemden kaginarak
Kemalistlerin stratejik konumunun pesin hiikme vardirilmamasi gerektiginin gii-
vencesini vermek adina Lord Derby tarafindan ¢agrildi.*® Antlasmanin yeniden
g0zden gecirilmesi konusu iizerine yapilan ilk Lozan Konferansi sonugsuz
kaldi. Aga Han, miizakerelerin nihai basarisina biiyiik oranda katkist olan
her iki partinin de dostu olarak ancak tamamen gayriresmi bir sekilde ikinci
Lozan Konferansi’na katild1.*

Lord Beaverbrook Ingiliz Hiikiimeti ve Ankara Hiikiimeti arasindaki iliski-
nin korkun¢ durumunu tartismak i¢in Aga Han’1 Deauville’de ziyaret etti.Lord
Beaverbrook, Mustafa Kemal ile goriismek i¢cin Aga Han aracilifiyla diizenle-
meler yapti. Eyliil 1922’nin ilk haftasinda Istanbul’a vardiginda tiim durum ta-
mamen degisti. Lord Beaverbrook’un kanaatine gore Ingiltere icin Yunanistan
emperyalizmini desteklemenin patlamis politikasinin pesinde kosarken Tiirkiye
ile savagmak her ne pahasina olursa olsun kac¢inilmasi gereken korkung bir ha-
taydi.’® Doniisiinde Anglo-Tiirk barisi ¢ikarlarinda 6zel ikna kabiliyetini kullandi.
Lloyd George, Lord Birkenhead ve daha sonra Koaslisyon Bakanligi’nin tim
konseylerini yoneten Winston Churchill ile uzun goriismelerde bulundu. Ne ya-
pip edip Tiirk karsiti tutumlarinin katiligindan vazgecip Tiirk Hiikiimeti ile onur-
lu bir anlagmaya varmakta ¢ok zorlanmayacaklarina dair tavsiyelerde bulundu.’!
Lord Beaverbrook Yunan yanlisi egilimleri ve bozguna ugramis Yunan ordula-
rinin Izmir’den geri ¢ekildiginde felaketle sonuglanan Anadolu isgali sirasinda
Yunanlilar1 destekleyen Koalisyon Bakanligi’na karsi miicadelesine devam etti.
16 Aralik’ta Avam Kamarasi Noel tatilinden ¢iktiktan bir giin sonra The Daily
Express sansasyonel bir demegte bulundu:*

“Izmir’in diisiisiiniin ilk on giinii iginde Yunan bozgunu ¢oktan basladi-
ginda ve Yunan Hiikiimeti bizzat Anadolu’daki askeri durumunun umutsuz
oldugunu farkettiginde, Bay Lloyd George, Yunan ordusunu direnmelerine
devam etmeleri i¢in cesaretlendirdi. Bu, Bay Lloyd George’un arastirmalar
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yaptiktan sonra Yunan ordusunun aktif Ingiliz para ve mithimmat yardi-
mi1 olmadan tutunamayacagina dair bilgilendirilmesinden yalnizca birkag
giin once bu eylemi gerceklestirdigini ortaya ¢ikardi. The Daily Express
daha sonra 2 Eyliil’de Yunan ordusu ¢oktan kagmaya baslamigken Atina
Hiikiimeti’nin bir miitareke diizenlemesi i¢in Lloyd George’un yardimina
basvurdugunu ve Basbakanlik Ozel Sekreterlerinden birinin Yunan elgili-
gine ‘Hiikiimetlerinin 1918’de Almanlarca yapilmis hatadan kaginmak igin
cok dikkatli olmalar1 gerektigini ve bir anlik panikle kiigiik diisiiriicti bir
miitarekeye varmamalari gerektigi’ne dair telefon actigini belirtti.”

Canakkale felaketi daha once Ingiltere’deki belirli siyasetciler tarafindan
Tiirkiye’ye kars1 koklesmis bir diismanlik yaratmisti ve s6z konusu politikacilarin
etkisine karsilik Aga Han’1n baska bir savastan kacinma ve Ingiltere ile Tiirkiye
arasinda bir uzlagsma gerceklestirmedeki zorluklar artti. Tiirkiye’yi Avrupa’dan
atmanin, geriye kalan topraklarindaki egemenligini sona erdirmenin plani bura-
dayd1 ve sinsi, iistii kapali ve giiclii bir hareket bu sonu basarmak i¢in ayarlanmig-
t1. 1918-1922 yillar1 dolayisiyla Ingiltere ve Tiirkiye arasinda baris1 saglamadaki
yorucu, devamli ve uzun vadeli yillardu.

Aga Han’m kizginhig1 Tiirkiye adina giiclii fakat vakur cagrilarinda ifade
buldu. Fakat en biiyiik basarisi yiiksek mevkili Ingilizlerin yardimiyla Tiirkiye ile
baska bir savas1 6nlediginde gerceklesti. Bu, kendisinin Imparatorluga barisin ve
insanligin kutsal amacina yonelik verdigi en biiyiik hizmetti. Tiirkiye ile ikinci bir
savag patlak verseydi Miisliman devletleri, Ekselanslarinin Miisliiman somiirge-
lerini ve tiim Hindistan’1 ingiltere’ye diisman edecekti.*

Aga Han ve Lozan Antlasmasi

Nihayet Lozan Antlagmasi imzalandiginda Aga Han tim diinyadaki
Miisliimanlara barigsever bir mesaj verdi:**

“Bu mesaji, yakin tarihte ilk kez Bati’nin Siiper Giigleri ile esit ko-
sullar altinda Misliiman bir ulus tarafindan bir antlasmanin imzalandig:
Lozan’dan yaziyorum. Bu antlasma Mustafa Kemal Pasa ve Ismet Pasa’nin
sarsilmaz itibarin1 yansitmaktadir.Aynm zamanda Ingiltere, Fransa ve diger
Bat1 giiglerinin Tiirkiye ve Islam ile dostlugunun yiirekten arzusunu aciga
¢ikarmaktadir. Bu muhtesem antlasma ile Tiirkiye iki yiiz yildir ilk defa ba-
gimsiz ve biitiin bir ulusal devlet haline gelmistir. Tiirkler, Istanbul, Edirne
ve Trakya’y1 kurtarmigtir. islam bu hayli memnun edici uzlasmayi biiyiik
ve kahraman Tiirk fedakarligina, cesaret ve sebatina; ayni zamanda Biiyiik
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Britanya, Fransa ve Italya’daki halklarin iyi niyet ve derin baris arzularina
borgludur. Ayrica Genel Vali H.E. (Lord okuyor) ve Hindistan Hiikiimeti’ne
siirekli destegi icin siikran bor¢luyuz. Bu baris, gegmis kavgalarin bittigi ve
unutuldugunu gostermektedir. Artik 6zgiir olan Ulusal Tiirk Devleti simdi
Avrupa ve Amerika ile esit kosullar altinda kalic1 dostluk kurmaya yeterli
olmalidir. Hintli Miisliimanlara belirtmek isterim ki, inancima gore, Tiirk
devlet adamlar1 Ingiltere ile dostlugu can-1 goniilden arzulamaktadir ve
eminim ki Ingiltere ile ticaretin ilerlemesini memnuniyetle karsilayacak-
lardir. Ayrica Hindistan’daki arkadaslarima Tiirkiye ile Ingiltere arasinda-
ki yeni iligkileri mahvedecek ya da kurulan dostlugu bozacak higbir sey
yapmamalart konusunda ¢agrida bulunuyorum. Vakti gecmis ve Tirkiye
icin higbir faydasi dokunmayacak eylemler yerine Hindistan Miisliimanlari
Tiirkiye’nin refahini yeniden kurmasi igin yardim etmelidir. Tiirkiye ¢ok
biiytik kayiplar vermistir ve insanlarma dogrudan yardim gerekmektedir.
Saglik hizmetlerini iyilestirmek, hastaliklarla savagsmak, saghg: gelistir-
mek, cocuklarin mutlulugunu saglamak ve sosyal refahi tesvik etmek i¢in
Hindistan’dan 6zel heyetler gondermeliyiz. Tiirkiye’nin kurtulusunu ara-
mamiz gereken yer Tiirk gengligidir ve bunu yalnizca g¢ocuklara yardim
ederek yapabiliriz. Tiirkiye’deki yetimler i¢in Tiirk delegelere burada 1000
pound teslim etmis bulunmaktayim. Antlasmanin Arap halkini hosnutsuz
bir durumda biraktiginin ve Araplara 6zgiir bir biitiinlik getirmediginin
farkindayim, fakat bana gore Arap sorunu umutsuz degildir...”

Aga Han, Batili efendilerinin farkina varamayacagi Araplarin bagimsiz-
liginin sampiyonu olmasiyla bilinir. Arabistan haklarinin istikrarli ve yiirekli
destekgisi olmustur.Bati’ya olan asir1 inanci burada agikga belirtilmistir:>

“Nagizane tahminime gore Arap sorununun dogru ¢6ziimii daha
biiyiik bir devlet idaresini ve Biiyiik Britanya ve Fransa liderlerinden
Dogu’nun herhangi bir uluslararasi probleminden daha genis bir ba-
kis acisim1 gerektirmektedir. Bir yil 6nce Tiirkiye ile adalet ve diiriist
anlasma konusunda 1srar eden sokaktaki adam, savas boyunca Itilaf
Devletlerinin amaglarina biiylik hizmetlerde bulunmus Araplar i¢in ¢ok
gec olmadan, ayrica miidahele ve kontrolden muaf bir sekilde ulusal
bagimsizligini kazanmasi gerektigi konusunda 1srar etmektedir.”

Seyyid Emir Ali ve Tiirkler

Bir diger yandan Hakim Seyid Omer Ali’nin, Cumhurbaskani’nin
Manchester’daki konugma haberi {izerine acili sagskinligin1 gésteren mektubu
dikkate degerdir. Hakim Ali ingilizlerden énce Tiirklere kars: islenen suclar
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ve Ermeni iddialarinin yanligligt sorularini 6ne siirmiistii.Krala ve aralarin-
da yasadiklar1 Ingiliz kolonisine sadakat bor¢lu olan milyonlarca Miisliiman
iizerinde yapacag etkiyle ilgili endiseli, hatta asir1 derecede endiseliydi:*®

Istanbul’dan 6nce daha evvel hi¢ tehdit edilmemis sdzde “Bogazlarin
Ozglirligli”niin korunmasi i¢in alman korkung¢ dnlemlerin gergekte “Sark
zihniyetini etkilemek” ve Tirklerin yenilgiye ugramig diigmanlarini
Trakya’ya siirmesini ve halkinin kurtulusunu engellemek igin tasarlandigi
artik kabul edilmektedir. “Sark zihniyeti” Bakanlarin hayal ettigi kadar ba-
sit degildir, onlar yalanlar1 gérebilmekte ve bu kuskuyu dogurmakta ve nef-
reti biiyiitmektedir. Katliam1 ve biiylik yangini 6nleme fikrinin Yunanlilar
Anadolu’da basibos birakildiginda devlet adamlarimizin aklina gelmeme-
si ¢ok tiziiclidiir. Binlerce hayati kurtarabilir ve hem Miisliiman hem de
Hristiyanlarin tarifsiz acisint dindirebilirdi.

“Katliamlar” hakkinda atilan nutuklarda Yunanlilar tarafindan is-
lenmis dehseti kinamaya yonelik tek bir kelimenin bile olmamasi dikkat
¢ekmeye degerdir. Kadinlar ve gocuklar camilere ve baska binalara kisti-
rilmig, daha sonra atese verilmis, kasabalar ve koyler kiile donmiis, tarlalar
harabeye cevrilmis, kutsal haneler saygisizliga ugramis, geri ¢cekilen Yunan
birliklerinin saldirilar1 her yeri ger¢ek anlamda insan viicutlariyla kapla-
mist1! Keza Ingilizlerden 6grendigimiz kadariyla bu karisiklik ve katliamin
ortasinda Tiirk ordusuna uygulanan baski ve disiplinin dogrulanmasi ile
ilgili de tek bir kelime bile bulunmamaktadir.

Ermeni ve Yunanlilarin Tirkler tarafindan katledildigi iddialarinin gii-
liing bir sekilde abartilmasinin yani sira, kati surette basit bir mantik vardir.
Kendisine karsi islenen vahsete sessizce gdz yumulmasina ragmen daha
yeni 6zgiirliigiinii kazanmis bir ulusa karsi nefreti koriikklemek igin bireyler
tarafindan iglenmis eski sug¢larla oynanmistir. Belli ki Lloyd George Dogu
Hristiyanlariin bir su¢ isleme potansiyelinde olmadiklarina inaniyordu.
Amerikan, Ingiliz ve Fransiz muhabirler tarafindan en giincel raporlara
kadar Carnegie Komisyonu’ndan gelen tiim kanitlar1 okumadan gegmisti.

En coskun aninda bile Amalekitelar1, Tirkleri ve Tiirk yanlilarini
cezalandirmaya ¢iktiginda Tiirklerle ayni inanci paylasan milyonlarca in-
sandan olusan uzaklara yayilmis imparatorlugun basi oldugunu ve 6fkeli
konusmasina “kilig” séziinii dahil etmekten kaginmanin akil kari oldugunu
hatirlamis olmaliydi. Dogu ile tanisik olan herhangi biri bu tarz sdz sanat-
larinin ne kadar tehlikeli oldugunu ve harfiyen o sekilde algilanmaya ne
kadar yatkin oldugunu ona sdylerdi.
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Seyyid Emir Ali ve Aga Han’in Mektubu, 1923

Hakim Emir Ali ve Aga Han”’ tarafindan yazilan 24 Kasim 1923 tarihli ortak
mektup yeni Tiirkiye’nin siirekli dostu olduklarini belirterek baslar:

“...Diinyanin 6zglir milletleri arasindaki nezaketinin bagimsiz bir
iiyesi olma amaglarin1 paylasarak, izninizle, stinni mezhebine mensup
genis kitleler arasinda Halife- Sultan’in uyguladigi belirsiz durumun pek
rahatsiz edici etkilerine Bilylik Millet Meclisi’nin dikkatini ¢cekmek istiyo-
ruz. Biiyiik tizlintliyle farkettik ki biiyiik ahlaki ve birlestirici bir gii¢ olarak
Islam, Halife’nin itibar ve prestijindeki, agirhg: ve etkisindeki azalma yii-
ziinden siinni topluluklarin biiylik boliimiinii kaybetmektedir. ..

Siinni mezhebinde ruhani liderligin Islam taraftarlarim koca bir ce-
maat olarak birlestiren baglantiy1 olusturdugunu belirtmemize gerek yok-
tur. Halife dig saldirilardan dolayi risk altinda oldugunda diinya ¢apindaki
Miisliman hisleri oldukga tedirgindi ve Hindistan Miisliimanlari, bagim-
sizliklart i¢in savagirken ayni zamanda Miisliiman dayanismasini semboli-
ze eden kurumun korunmasi icin de savastiklarina inanarak Tiirk ulusuna
ilgisini ve destegini verdi.Bu kritik zamanlar boyunca gayretli bir sekilde
Tiirk amaglarmi savunduk. Trablus ve Sirenayka’daki Tiirk-Italyan sava-
sindan itibaren bir ingiliz Miisliiman &rgiit tiim enerjisini Tiirk halkmin
acisint azaltmak i¢in harcamistir. Gézlemlerimiz ve onerilerimiz dolayi-
styla bizi ve tlim Miisliimanlar1 derinden ilgilendiren bu sorunla ilgili Siz
Ekselanslar1 Hiikiimeti tarafindan inantyoruz ki nazikge isitilecektir.

Goriislerimizden, halkimizin temsilcilerinin gilicti herhangi bir sekilde
kisitlanabilecegini istedigimiz bir an bile distiniilmemelidir. Saygiyla ileri
siirdiigiimiiz sey siinnilerin dini lideri seriat ile uygun olarak siirdiiriilmeli-
dir. Kanaatimizce Halife’nin prestijindeki herhangi bir azalma ya da Tiirk
siyasal organinda Halife’nin dini bir faktér olarak ayrilmasi islam’in ¢éziil-
mesi ve diinyada ahlaki bir gii¢ olarak ortadan kalkmasina sebep olacaktir.
Eminiz ki ne Biiyiik Millet Meclisi’'ne de Cumhurbaskan1 Cenaplar1 Gazi
Mustafa Kemal Pasa bu olasiliga ilimlilikla bakmayacaktir.

Bize gore Halife-imam, siinni cemaatinin birligini simgeler ve Tiirk
ulusunun kurucu iiyelerinden olmasi gergegi Tiirkiye’ye Islam devletleri
arasinda seckin bir yer saglar.

On dort ylizyil boyunca ehl-i siinnet olmanin temel prensibi olmus-
tur. Bu konuda inaniyoruz ki Halife, Peygamberin vekili, siinni mezhebi-
nin imamidir ve onunla inananlarin arasinda Ehl-i siinneti bir arada tutan
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bag vardir. Bu mistik faktor, Islam diinyasinda karisikliga sebep olmadan
Miisliiman zihniyetinden ¢ikarilamaz.

Siz Ekselanslarina, Halife gegici olarak giiciinii kaybetmisken bile
krallarin ve liderlerin kendisinden unvanlarint gegerli hale getirmek
icin tayin bekleyip elde ettiklerini hatirlatma geregi duymuyoruz. Eger
Islam diinya {izerindeki yerini biiyiik ahlaki bir gii¢ olarak koruyacaksa,
Halife’nin konumu ve itibar1 higbir sekilde Roma Kilisesi’nin Papa’sindan
daha az olmamalidir.”

Bu sebeplerden dolayi, digerleri arasinda esit derecede ikna edici olan
biz, Tiirkiye’nin ger¢ek dostlari olarak Biiyiik Millet Meclisi ve onun bii-
yiik ve 6ngoriilii liderlerine Islam’m dini ve ahlaki dayanismasini siirdiir-
mede Halife’nin Miisliiman uluslarin giivenini koruyacak ve bdylece Tiirk
Devleti’nin essiz itibarini uygulayacak temellere dayandirilmasini saygila-
rimizla vurguluyoruz.*

Gazi Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin iilkesine verdigi muhabere hizmeti ka-
bul ediyoruz. Ancak Siinni milletlerin dini lideri olarak Halife’nin duru-
munu sarmalayan belirsizliginin islam’in ayrigsmasina sebep olmas1 muh-
temeldir. Bu soruna Tiirk Meclisi’nin dikkatini ¢ekebilecegimizi diistindiik
ve Stinni diinyasinin giivenini korumak ve kendisinin prestijini stirdiirmey-
le ilgili olarak Halife’nin itibarinin emin bir konuma getirilmesini vurgu-
lamak istedik. Tiirkiye Hiikiimeti’ne higbir sekilde engel olusturmak gibi
bir istegimiz yoktur. I¢tenligini uzun keder ve miicadele dénemlerinde ka-
nitlamis olan Tiirkiye’nin iki daimi dostundan gelen boyle bir dneri yanlis
anlagilmamalidir. Bizzati boyle bir ithama biiyiik 6l¢tide icerlerim.”>

Hakim Seyid Emir Ali, Halifeligin kaldirilmas1 haberlerinin iizerine kendisi
bir beyanda bulundu:*

“Islam’a ve medeniyete gelecek felaketi kesinlestirecektir.Nesillerdir
saygi duyulan, Miisliiman diinyasinda Islam birliginin sembolii olarak gé-
riilen bir makamin yok edilmesi ahlaki gii¢ olarak Islam’in dagilmasina
yol agacaktir. Tek bir ortak tlkiiyle Siinni mezhebine ait olan inancin 250
milyondan fazla takip¢isini bir arada tutmustur. Medeniyeti tesvik etmeye
ve ruhani olarak Peygamberleriyle Halife yoluyla irtibatta olduklari ev-
rensel inancla birlestirilen gelisgmemis toplumlar arasinda yine medeniyeti
gelistirmeye vesile olmustur. Korkarim ki bu {ilkiiniin yok edilmesi, genis
capta stinni olan bu gelismemis ve yari-medeni halklar1 devrim saflarina ve
kargasaya sokacaktir.
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Ulusal bir organin Islam’in 14 yiizyildir taninan kurallar1 altinda
Siinni mezhebinin dini makamlarinin ayrilmaz bir pargast olmus ruhani bir
kurumunu kaldirmaya nasil giicii yettigi ciddi siiphelere agiktir.”

Son Sozler

Hem Hakim Seyyid Emir Ali, hem de Aga Han tarafindan yapilan 6nceki
aciklamalarin, Islam ahlakina ve Ingiliz imparatorlugu ¢cikarlarina baghliklarinda
“dualizm”e yorulan kendi kisiliklerinin daha genis baglamda goriilmesi gerekir.
“Duygu Ikilemi”, ayn1 seye kars1 olumlu ve olumsuz duygularin birey iginde bir
arada yasamasi, Hindistan’da Osmanli Devleti’ne ve Devlet dostu orgiitler ve
hareketlere karst Aga Han’da giiclii bir sekilde mevcuttu. Her ikisi de dogduk-
larindan bu yana Islami egitim ve kiiltiirde giiclii koklere sahiplerdi. Her ikisi
de Sii mezhebine bagliyd: ama devletle ilgili endiselerinde Islam’in evrenselci
yoniinii yansitirlardi. Kendi goriislerindeki biiyiik degisikliklere ne sebep olmus
olabilirdi? Goriislerindeki bu denli degisiklikleri Batili degerlerdeki egitimleri ve
oryantasyonlart, kiiltiirel takdirleri ve yonetimin modern sistemi olusturmus gibi
goriinmektedir.

Stanley Jackson, Aga Han’in kendi propagandasi i¢in milkkemmel bir ajan
oldugunu belirtmistir. Kisisel girisimleri ve Ingiliz Hiikiimeti’nin tam is birligi
ile, I. Dilinya Savag1 sirasinda en hassas yolculuklardan bir ¢ogunu iistlenmisti.
Misir ve Arabistan’1 ziyaret etti, dini ve siyasi liderlerle bir araya geldi ve iimmet-
cilik viriisiinlin zaten hayal kiriklig1 olanlar1 yiireklendirmis goriindiigii her yer-
de fazladan direng gosterdi®. I. Diinya Savasi sirasinda Aga Han’in askere alin-
masi, Hindistan’1n her yerine sonu gelmeyen seyahatleri, konusmalar yapmasi,
kaynak toplamasi, binlerce goniillityii askere almasi ve her zaman Ingiliz karsiti
propagandalarla ile pek ¢cok ydnden miicadele etmesi, Ingilizlerin goziinde onu
cok degerli kildi. Kral V. George kendisine on bir silahin selam1 ve yasam boyu
Bombay Baskanlig1 Birinci Sinif Bagkani riitbesi vererek onun savas hizmetleri-
ni ddiillendirdi®®. Aga Han Tiirkleri destekleme konusunda vatandaglardan daha
cok Ingilizlere giivendi. Hintliler arasindaki bu giivensizlik, I. Diinya Savasi’nin
¢ok oncesinde Arabistan’daki Ingiliz ¢ikarlarmin yogun niifuzu hakkinda onu
naif gosteriyordu. 1901 ve 1903 yillarinda, yarimada igerisine istihbaratir yaymak
icin yapilan resmi teklifler, ilk kez ciddi sekilde karsilandi. Hint Genel Valisi
Lord Curzon’un Koérfez turundan sonra, yeni bir politik delege Kuveyt’e agildi,
Ozellikle istihbarat ihtiyaglarimi karsilamak ve Hint hiikiimetinin ikiz projeleri
olan Basra Korfezi, Umman ve Orta Arabistan atlasi ve Arabistan’in yeni haritasi
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tanitild1®. Elbette, bolgedeki bir¢ok somiirgeci ¢ikar1 motive eden petrol, uzun
siiredir biiyliyen bir endise kaynagi olmustu. 1914 yilinda savagin patlak verme-
sinden hemen sonra, Basra Korfezi’ndeki Anglo-Persian Petrol Sirketi koruma
gerektiren bir miilktii*. Siyasi delegelere, ayrica Ingiliz Hiikiimeti’nin Levant
Konsolosluk Makamlaria, Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nda siyasi istihbarat toplan-
masi dahil, siyasi fonksiyonlar emanet edildi®.

Hilafetin kaldirilmasi sirasinda Seyyid Emir Al ile ortaklaga yazdigi mektup,
Hint Miisliimanlarinin destegiyle Tiirk Basbakani’n1 hatirlatan nazik ve diisiince-
li bir iletisim oldu. Mektubu zamanindan énce yayimlayan Tiirk editor, Istiklal
Mahkemesi tarafindan suglandi ve cezaevine konuldu. Her iki yazar da Ingiliz
Hiikiimeti adina hareket eden ‘yabancilar’ olarak itham edildi®. Ancak yine de
bunun daha fazla sorgulanmasi gerekmektedir. Aga Han kuskusuz Miisliiman ve
Hintli bir vatandas goriiniimiinde Ingiliz bir adamd1 ama aym zamanda Osmanli
Devleti igin endigselenmesini gerekli kilan kimligini Giiney Asya’da korumakla
da ilgileniyordu. Bunu yaparak, islam’in takipgisi ve Miisliimanlarin arkadas
olarak kendini savunma durumunu giivence altina aldi. Bu nedenle, yerli veya
bolgesel zorlamalar bu tiir bir isin ger¢ek yiiziiniin korunmasi i¢in énemli fak-
torlerdi. Seyyid Emir Ali, Ingiliz bir adam olarak kategorize olmamak i¢in daha
iyi bir konumda gériinmektedir. 1911-1924 déneminde Balkan Savasi, Italya’nin
Trablusgarp’1 isgali, Barig Konferans1 ve Tiirkiye’deki Tirklerle ilgili ciddi en-
diselerini gosteren on besten fazla mektup yazdi.” Aralik 1913°te Londra’daki
Ingiliz Hiikiimetine bir Beyan ve 1919°da Ingiliz Disisleri Bakani’na ve Ingiliz
Bagbakanina Barig Yerlesmeleri ile ilgili alti “Bildiri” yazarak tanindi®.
Yazdiklar1 agik¢a gdsteriyor ki omzundaki Ingiltere’ye sadakat yiikii ile Tiirkler
icin endiseleniyordu ama bu yiikii ve sadakati onun istediklerini savunma konu-
sunda durdurmadi.®®
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