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Abstract

Neo-Ottomanism in recent decades has been among ntbst
controversial political debates in related acadsmand literature.
Frequent references to it by Turkish officials ecent years, multiplied
its importance in international relations. The teofviously owes its
significance to the Ottoman Empire Era, and acﬂlm a sufficient
analysis on the challenges of the Empire durindai$$ decades stands
prior to any attempts to understand Neo-OttomaniShe paper thus,
aims at analysing the precautions and countermesistaken by
Ottomans against the western political, economit emtural impacts.
According to the results of the _analk;lss thesentenmeasures compose
magor Identity elements, i.e. Being, N uslim, TurdaViodern, embraced
and developed by Neo-Ottomanists in Turkey.
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I ntroduction

Turkey is experiencing great developments in itdespolitical arena in
recent decades, crystallized in the Islamists gulims country beginning
with the Welfare Party (Refah Partisi) success imitipality elections
in 1994 and Parllamentary elections in 1995, camthto the Justice and
Development Party (AK Parti) government during tlst 14 years.
These changes motivated widespread discussions gampenple in
Turkey regarding their history i.e. Ottoman Empared its heritage for
the republican era. Accordmg_lly, Neo-Ottomanisna déime became one
of the most debated topics in Turkish media, thodggtreased slightly in
recent years. o _ _ N _
Indeed, Neo-Ottomanism is a dramatic shift from ttiaelitional Turkish
foreign policy of the Kemalist ideology, which engsizved looking
westward towards El_JI’OPe in order to avoid the Mmbkta and
sectarianism of the Middle East. The shift awaynfrthis concept in
Turkish foreign policy under Turgut Ozal's govermnhehas been
described as the first step towards neo-Ottomanigiurinson,
2009:119) Yet, It especially has been used to descrurkish foreign
olicy under the Justice and Development Party whaok gower In
00Z under prime minister Recep Tayyip %ﬂi@. (KarPat, 002:524)
Forelgl(n Minister Ahmet D_avu%: spoke ogen about the reorientation
of Turkey’s foreign policy in a November 2009 speéz members of the
ruling Justice and Development Party. “The Ottontampire left a
legacy. The%/ call us ‘neo-Ottomans.” Yes, we amwrOttomans.” We
are forced to deal with neighbouring countries. And even go to
%ricza.log'he great powers are dismayed by that.”e(seombardi,
Moreover, trends towards reviving the glorloushpaﬂint beyond
Islamist currents in Turkish society. In 1999, @d" anniversary of
Formation of Ottoman Empire was vastly celebrateag with various
festivals and programs. éSee; Ozkan, 2011: 119)uemt references to
the past in the renewe |dent|t%/ making procesgunkey makes it
necessary to have a re-focus on the Ottoman Erapdats heritage. The
foremost "question regarding the subjects is; hotor@dns dealt with
destructive challenges, mostly created by the Wiedhe last decades of
their Empire_and how did these measurements ratatthe Identity
elements of Turkish people.

A Brief History of Ottoman Empire

The geographic area which is now called “The Re('f)ubf Turkey”
bears an_ancient history, hosting civilizationsirtiecord goes back to
the Neolithic era almost 7000 B.C. The region hasessed many
developments prior to the Ottoman Empire but wetlthe focus on the
Ottoman Era to give a more related and brief ch
As Shaw and Shaw note; “The rise of the Ottomanadgnto rule much
of Europe and Asia is one of the most remarkabtgiest. In the
thirteenth_century the Ottomans ruled only on afuanber of Turkmen
rincipalities that ringed the Byzantine state iestern Anatolia. Within
wo centuries they had established an empire thatrepassed not only
the former Byzantine lands of south-eastern EusspgkeAnatolia but also
Hungry and the Arab world, and that empire wasriduee into modern
times. (Shaw and Shaw, 1977:106-113)
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The Empire’s name derives from its founder, the killr Muslim

warrior, Osman/Ottoman, who established the dynasiigh ruled over
the empire throughout its history. In its six cer@s of domination, the
Ottoman Empire witnessed many vicissitudes uponchlyhhistorians
28\6(% gg/)lded the long life of this empire into fiperiods; (Rahchamani,

1) Emergence and Development of Ottoman Government: This
Eerlod started in 1299 and continued to 1453. CGdtmnfirst captured
ursa and chose it as their first capital. Theytheved their capital to
Edirne after launching a large invasion to Europe.13th century,
Ottomans gradually dominated all parts of Anatoly. _
In 1402, the Ottoman Empire, like all other parftsvest Asia, was vastly
invaded by Moguls, and Sultan Yildinm Beyazit wéefeated. This
defeat +eopard|zed the political unity of Turks gmeshed them to the
edge of destruction. This period is called the @ranterregnum. After
that and in one century, Ottoman Empire graduakgtared its
organization and power as much that Sultan Muhamithadsually
known as Sultan Muhammad the Conqueror “Fatih”
Constantlno?le in 1453 (later named “Islambol/Ibtdh and chosen as
the capital of Ottoman Empire by Sultan).

2) Great Expansion: This period starts in 1453. In this era, the

successors of Sultan Muhammad the Conqueror annkeagd Egypt,

Algeria, Syria and Hungry to the Ottoman Empiree Thost important

event of this era was the capture of %gypt in 1&4d from that time to

me ?nd of 18 century, the Ottoman Empire called itself the plalof
uslims.

3) Stagnation: 1579 - 1683, until the second siege of Vienna ted

defeat of the Ottomans. During this period, theo@#n sultans were
engaged in war with their rival neighbours and lglaed thus, they were
always in a defensive position. 1t is coincided hwiRenaissance in
Europe which laid the foundations for radical chesign scientific,

literary and technological fields. The Ottoman’duie of the siege of
Vienna in 1683 was the starting point of the dexlof the Ottoman
Empire. In fact, until the peace treaty of Zsitvardk it was not accepted
by the Ottoman sultans that they were equal tor thg&iropean

counterparts in the agreements they concluded.e(BuAri, 2004: 42).

This treaty dated 1606 was the first sign of tHatmmlsth emerging
between the Ottoman Empire and the Europeans be wholly

shaped with the 1699 Karlowitz Treaty. With thisaty, for the first time

in its history, the Ottomans accepted to be on legtaus with other
states. Ahmet R, 1932:87, Cited in Demirag, 2005: 141)

4) Decline: This period starts from 1683; the Ottomans failurehe
second siege of Vienna (the first siege was in 1L588d continued to
1792 and signing the “Yash” treaty which was codell during Sultan
Selim Ill. Sultan Selim took steps towards modengzhe Empire; one
of which was renovation of Army in European sg%dms eriod lasted
almost a whole century. The Ottoman State suffedsdeats in
subsequent wars and lost a large part of its ¢eyritOne of the great
crises in Ottoman Empire during this period wasltimg time wars with
Russia from the early years of "18entury. These wars started with the
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Ottoman’s triumph at the beginning; however, thes$tan forces
eventually won superiority. Finally in 1774, Treaty Kuguk Kainarji
was signed by the war Sides and the Ottomans wered to many
concessions for Russians among them; Separati@rigfea from the
Ottoman Empire, admitting the right of free navigatin Black and
Mediterranean Seas and protectorship over Orth tians living
within the Ottoman territory by Russians.

5) Collapse: From 1792 to 1922, when the last Ottoman Sultas wa
overthrown and the Sultanate was collapsed. Mafoytefwere made in
this period under many titles to restore the Idet%t totally failed.
The last years of Ottoman Empire, witnessed th&t Fvorld War (1914-
1918) ended by their defeat and fragmentation opieen The Republic
of Turkey was established in the remaining teryitor

It sounds necessary to mention the term “Easterest@n” here.
Youssef M. Choueiri (2008: 507) writes: “What wasln in Europe as
the Eastern Question fconventlonally dated from4lf071923) _i.e. the
question of what would replace the Ottoman empivd how — was
prompted by this internal enfeeblement of the Muslempires,
especially of the Ottoman domains, combined withdkternal pressures
arising from the economic and geopolitical expamsid the European
powers and their non-European empires. For as Ngdrolas said in
1853, Europe had a ‘sick man, seriously ill - n-its hands’ (Kiernan,
1969,p.140).0r, as Lord Clarendon put it ‘the to improve [the
Ottomans],is to_improve them off the face of thetra(quoted in
Choueiri, 2008: 507). .

In the same way Malcolm Yapp has pointed out thahtwEuropeans
tended to see ‘as an affair of diplomacy conduatatie chancelleries of
Europe’ — namely, the Eastern Question — was, enNtddle East, ‘a
bloody battle for land’ (1987: 16).

According to Efraim Karsh (2007: 99) “To many Epean
contemporaries the question was not whether then@it Empire would
succeed in arresting its steady decline and fragatien, but rather when
it would actually %asg its terminal breath and whbahsequences this
would entail for the balance of power on the caamin To latter-day
historians, the story is similarly straightforwakaving long coveted the
territories of the ‘declining Ottoman Empire, therd@pean powers
exploited its entry into World War | in order toatf upon the carcass”
and carve up the defunct Muslim empire among themeseAs a veteran
observer of Middle Eastern affairs put it: “So, statesmen of Europe
having decided in their wisdom that the Ottoman HEenpvas sick,
therefore the Ottoman Empire had to die. This ésEastern Question In
a nutshell.” (Karsh, Ibid)

Ottoman Reforms

The sudden defeats of 1774 and 1792 by Russia, ladlé a century
without major wars, made Ottomans become acutelgr@vef their
military inferiority. The disastrous defeat at th@nds of Russia in 1829,
led to"a huge number of Muslim refugees from thacBlSea littoral
entering the country. The most important questias that; “what should
be done in order to’ save the Emglre”. .
Akif Efendi _#ater Paa, 1787-1845) wrote a memorandum in 1822
examining different ways the empire could addréssthreats facing it,
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particularly from Russia. The first option he gawvas defense of the
empire through Holy War; the second was "slaveogy,'toming under
%Ié)glaslzrg;le; while the third was withdrawal to atolia. (B. Lewis,
Obviously, the Ottomans understood that their eurpelitical, military,
and economic positions were not as good as tho&ei@pe, and began
to attempt at solving these problems. The Ottomaeducracy began to
search for the meaning of being European in palitaad social terms. It
was thought that the decline might be stopped lmptwlg the militar
techniques of the West which managed to beat tk@mm@h army whic
was thought once unbeatable. The ambassadorsosém ¥West at the
end of the 18th century focused malnllg/ on thises$tor instance, Ahmet
Resmi Efendi who was sent to Prussia in 1763 meedio with
commendation the discipline of the Prussian Armyhis Sefaretname
(Consulate reports). (Resmi, 1303:33, Cited in Dag)ilbid)

The reforms in this era are known as “Tanzimat’e Tanzimat &Iiterally
"re-orderings”) officially began on November 3, 983with the
promulgation of the Tanzimat Charter, the Hagerif (Noble Rescript)
of Gulhane, just a few months after Mahmud died &ad succeeded by
his son Abdulmecid I (1839-1861). ) o

Zurker believes that “Modernizing the army remairied driving force
behind the whole complex of reforms, at least ul#b6. The transition
to an army dressed, equipped and commanded inul@p&n manner
was made from 1826 with the founding of the “Wedlihed Victorious
Soldiers of Muhammad” (Muallem Asakeri Mensureyi hmmediye).
Conscription on the Prussian model, with a standingy, an active
reserve and a militia, was introduced in 1844. Copson was b
25a7WIAr,] 9)of lots among age classes, as in Europee;(&urker, 1998:
Bernard Lewis states that the Ottomans have noptadothe new
military technologies not because they were unawafe the
developments, but because of the troubles thatOifteman economy
faced (Lewis, 2002), as they had previously adogtezh technologies.
As the value of the Ottoman currency devalued wtiike prices of the
raw material imported from Europe rose, some modenrelopments in
the military industry could not be traced, and tetved to the decline of
the Ottoman army against the West. (Berkes 200R:1i@@he meantime,
another point the Ottomans missed were the devedotsithat were at
the foundation of the technical developments inWst. The scientific
developments had begun in Europe at the 14th atid dBnturies
including the Renaissance, and from the 7th centoege theoretical
developments were applled to technolodizssénglu, 1991: 5, Cited in
Demirag, lbid: 142). o

Thereupon, Shaw and Shaw note that Even if th&linimpetus was
military and modernization of the army and estdisfient of a monopoly
of legitimate violence always remained one of kb;eébrlorltles, in their
efforts to achieve these goals the reformers waneed to cast the net of
modernization ever more widely. The building ofeamy entailed a need
for a census, for efficient recruitment, for thenswuction of barracks
and the improvement of roads and bridges. Enharstiig control was
dependent on communications, which translated timobuilding of an
extended network of telegraph cables from the 18%@sards and of
trunk railways from the 1880s. The reforms credtesir own need for
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modern educational establishments (and a markethfgr graduates).
Shaw and Shaw, 1997: 106 ' _

he utilitarian drive behind the creation of thewngchools is shown by
the fact that a university on the European moded fwanded only at the
very end of the century remarkable, considering #m®@ormous
development of the Humboldtian university in therdpean countries,
which the Ottomans took for their model, in thisweeriod. Instead of
universities, the Ottomans created professionaleges to turn out
engineers and architects (ml|ltal‘)é) doctors annirgaries, accountants
and administrators. (Zurcher, 1998: 2) .
In short, unfortunately for Ottomans, attempts atomrm remained
insufficient to keep the empire intact. Natlona_ﬁﬁ;lrlsmgs, continuous
wars, and loss of territory forced the imperial teento defend the
remaining lands. Moreover, the center attemptedetal with all these
changes through strengthening its autocratic holdr ahe subject
population. Zurker concludes; “The reasons for @ttoman Empire’s
ultimate failure to sustain its viability thus ameanifold. It lacked the
manpower, the money and the industrial base to etan ccessfullﬁl
with EuroPean powers. The prerogatives of the Eemapstates under the
system of Capitulations severely limited its rooan maneuver in the
economic sphere. The religiously over determinedsiin of labor
between a vastly increased state apparatus, dadibgt Muslims and a
modern industrial and commercial sector completdgminated by
Christians under foreign protection meant that eoun growth could
hardly be tapped b%/ the state to increase its reepuAt the same time
the explosive growth of the number of protectedisians and of their
wealth created the social and cultural space inchivhseparatist
nationalisms could blossom. By the time the Ottonadite tried to
counter these with emotional appeals to a shareah@n citizenship and
patriotism in the 1860s, it was already too latdie TYoung Turk
movement, which emerged in the 1890s and held pbweveen 1908
and 1918, was born out of a Muslim reaction agdtmesperceived failure
of the sultan’s regime to stop the weakening of@®man state and the
encroachments of foreigners and local ChristiansheiV external
circumstances gave them the opportunity to actpeddently, identity
POHIIC_S, or solving the ethnic issue, took prigribver incréasing the
inancial and human resources of the state. (Zutket: 10)

As discussed, these efforts neither Frev_en_ted doing of the Empire
nor provided a sound base for identity in its comities. Instead, the
reforms destroyed the traditional order, but neeplaced them with a
new and workable one. Under these circumstances,1gth century
witnessed many debates among the Ottoman inteifigerfor the

olitical orientation of the Empire. ? &l12001: 59) _

egardless to the small and insignificant movemehé&most |mﬁortant
an W|desPread socio-political currents gaining ohamce in the last
decades of the Ottoman Empire were; Pan Ottomarfam, Islamism,
Westernizm, Pan Turkism, and Turkish Nationalism.
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Pan-Ottomanism

The idea of nationalism released and spread bycRrdRevolution
groved_ its effects on the Ottoman society too amgsed the 1821 Greek
Rebellion. The Ottoman elite began to search fonea collective
identity to deter nationalist feelings awakeningthe Ottoman society
that was O,orewously organized under the "milletsteyn and believed
they could only be successful against the natishalirrent by a version
of nationalism which would give everyone an ovendaélntlt%/. .

In fact, the idea of creating an Ottoman nationk®drack to the reign of
Mahmut II. (1808-1839) in which the idea of anddtan state began to
emerge, a state "composed of peoples of diversmnadities and
religions, based on secular Prlnmples of sovetgigs contrasted with
the medieval concept of an Islamic empire."(Ber 8: 90) Mahmut
Il stated: "l identify my Muslim subjects in the sgue, Christian
subjects in the church, and my Jewish subjectseasynagogue. There is
no difference between them. For all my justicedsa and all of them
are my true children"Dogan, 2013: 176) .

As it is obvious in these words, the doctrine afo@tanism (Osmancilik)
stressed the equality of all Ottoman subjects imt@mpt to undermine
the various national movements that threatenedethpire. (Davison
1977: 39-40) In other words, Ottomans tried to trean identity of
Ottomanism which would shove the national idergit@nerging in the
minorities of the Empire. Pan-Ottomanism is a aurief thought which
aims at creating, over all the nationalities of @&oman Empire, awe-
feeling of being Ottoman and an "Ottoman nation'parallel with this
feeling. The main idea was the principle of ittinaahasir (the unity of
components) taking each millet as an equal pad gfeater Ottoman
nation. It was based on two main assumptions: ;A& non-Muslim
subjects of the Empire could no longer be gatharetér the umbrella of
the ‘ancient regime allowing a dominant positionMaslims. Second;
introducing more Islamic or nationalist policies sva more divisive
?Bgrzoa:llczhé) which would lead to further secessiodemands. (Cal)
These were all done according to Tanzimat refornt lzased on The
1839 Gulhane Hatti Humaz/)unu which accepted his raegiis by
defending the equality of all Ottoman subjects befiie law regardless
of their religious beliefs. (Karal, 1983, Vol. V:71I?Shaw and Shaw
assert that “The provisions of the Hatt-1 Himaywere mostly directed
to the non-Muslim millets and aimed at endlng tligsire for autonomy
or independence." (Shaw and Shaw, 1977:129) _
Yet, as far as Muslim subjects of the empire weoacerned, this
represented a "radical breach with ancient Islammadition”, and many
Muslims could not easily accept the idea that thgédel Ottoman
subjects were their equals. (B. Lewis, 2002:107)l, 8 was hoped that
such guarantees "would strengthen the independenténtegrity of the
Ottoman EmPlre by increasing the loyalty of its jeaks, Christian as
\ivgySaASfOMUSIm’ and by diminishing separatist temdes. (Davison
Prior to zhe Tanzimat, the millets had been "littleocracies within an
empire," each under its own spiritual leader. (Bsrk1998:158). With
the Hatt-1 Humayun of 1856, they "underwent seailag constitutional
changes" and became “little nhon-territorial repeliand incipient
nations”. (Berkes, Ibid) At the same time, the dgmaphic situation was
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made even more complicated by the number, diveesity geographic
distribution of the various nationalities in thet@han Empire. They had
gone through centuries of racial mixing, and theiows “religious
combinations, syncretisms of all kinds, and differearieties of crypto-
Muslims" didn't” simplify matters. (Davison, 1973)30he Ottoman
Empire was_in effect "a body politic entirely madgp of ethnic
minorities." (ibid) ) )

With the spread of western-style nationalism basedlanguage and
ethnicity in the middle of the nineteenth centuhg Christian minority
Proups began placing more emphasis on their respegernacular
anguages.” (Davison, 1973:62) For instance, in 18B40s, a growing
Armenian press began to use the vernacular in médke old church
language, %rad_ually brlnglng written Armenian close the spoken
language."(Davison, 1973: 1 1f) _ o
Kemal Karpat points out that for the Serbs andetga_rlans,_rell%lon
was only of secondary importance in the formatibmational identity.
Instead, "language, ethnic culture, and the menadryheir historical
states prior to the Turkish conquest in the fountleecentury served as
the fountainhead of national identity."(Karpat, 3582

Facing nationalist agitation in the 1360s, offic@itoman documents
continued to refer to groups within the empire bligious affiliation,
avoiding even the mention of the concept of naftisma or of
designations such as "Greek" or "Romanian."(David6i7: 51)

In 1869, new laws on nationality were introducele Tirst of these laws
"substituted modem political definitions of natitihhaand naturalization
for the old criterion of conversion to Islam. (Dsen, 1977: 262)
Everyone living in Ottoman territory would now hensidered an
Ottoman subject bar_rlng proof to the contrary, @&itoman subjects
were henceforth required to obtain official pernaesbefore becoming a
citizen of another state. This was aimed at curltivg practice where
Ottoman Christians gained special privileges by ptdg foreign
nationality. (Davison, 1973: 267) ' _

DesPlte all measures, these ideals of equalityfie®tilom provided non-
Muslim communities with inspiration (and also jdis&tion) to form
their own clubs, publish newspapers, and open updals. Thus,
ironically, Ottomanism contributed to, rather thdnndered, the
development of nationalist ideas among non—Muslaputations of the
empire (Mardin, 1962: 89). _ o _ _
The Empire administration saw the impossibility laflding on to its
power through establishing Ottomanism as an (imaperdentity, or
through the establishment of a body of “Ottomaizerns”. It also started
to realize the danger of losing its Ieg_lljumac ,dHstarted to create a
common series of reference markers. Their formufatook place in the
space where the state power and society confrartedanother, leading
to a process of implicit negotiation between poheiders and subjects
(Deringil 1999:45), with the expectation that Islamould provide the
Ideological ties which would bind together what eened of the Empire
(Andac, 2007: 18). Now, there was a turn to Paawmtssm.

Pan-1slamism
The movement of “Unity of Islam” in 19century continued to the early

decades of 20 century. It was both an ideological and pragmatic
movement aiming at a vast Islamic revivalism in teamic World.
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Considerin\%the fact that the Ottoman Empire wash@pioneer line of
facing the West, The Idea of unifying Muslims ardunpowerful center
i.e. Pan-Islamism found its adequate ground amomgynprominent
Muslim personalities as well as Ottoman Sultans.
“Under = Abdulhamit f1876-_ 1909), Islamism became theost
widespread ideological force in the Ottoman Emﬁgevas used as "an
|deoI0ﬂ|caI weapon ... to counter the imperialishine@ Western powers
as well as the minority nationalist movements. {%laad Shaw, 1997:
259) In fact, this emphasis on Islamism and o htfphate. had beézjun
under Abdulaziz (1861-1876), but it was more futiyalized under
Abdulhamit and is often closely associated with lloisg reign. (See;
Lewis, 2002: 123) _ _ _
Mumtazer Turkone too, asserts that Islamism andidiea of being
against the West were discussed before Abdulhdrodame into power,
but what he did was to adopt it as an official idgg. Islamists believed
that the main cause of the decline was the demigleobasic teachings
and values of Islam. it aimed to keep all Muslimople unite
politically, through %IVII’I% them a sense of Islamsocio-political
|dent|j[y.ell'urkone._ 2003: 25) According toSerif Mardin; the Pan-
Islamism of Abdilhamit can be seen as a countesighagainst the pan-
ideologies that emerged in the West, a means andefin the times
when Imperialism gathered strength. (Mardin, 1988) In other words,
the ideology of Pan- Islamism emerged as a read¢taime nationalist,
rationalist ‘and positivist ideas of Western cihalibn and to the
expansionist nature of all kinds of imperialism.a(§g 80, See also;
Davison: 274) Although, some observers believe * Pan-Islamism
of Abdulhamit Il was not a Pollc to confront Pata@sm, or an ideal
for uniting all the Muslims of the World. Insteduds Pan-Islamism was
a response to the movements of Arab sheiks, Matttis(Governors of
Eg}/g , and the separatist Arabs in Egypt, Syrial ¥emen”. (Berkes,
1 -364) However, Abdulhamit simply took advantagetloé Pan-
Islamic sentiments that already existed among hislivh subjects, using
it to "stren%then his hand against enemies bothoate and abroad.”
Shaw and Shaw, Ibid: 259) o

ence, it seems reasonable to say that Anti-Wdstaroame to the fore
during the reign of Abdulhamit Il, ‘as western cudtwvas considered to
be harmful and negative; traditional values wex&gls?éﬁater emphasis,
?/et they were not averse to the use of the wedirhnology. The
slamists also accepted that the West was morel than the
Ottoman State. Therefore, they supported the aolomit the Western
technology, but OEp.osed the imitation of the Waest they believed
Europe was weak in terms_of ethics and morality.tHis context,
Semsettin Gunaltay writes "Europe only thinks okifsits aim is to
exploit other countries. We should not expect Hedpn Europe and we
have to awaken ourselves". Mehmet Akif as well ptseWestern
technical superiority but refuses to imitate thestVéBy Iimitating the
religion, by imitating the customary practices, tethes, by imitating
the way people greet each other, in short by imgagvery sm%Ie thing,
a real social community cannot emerge and live &yTthought that the
only way to prevent the policies adopted by the ¥dasOttoman Empire
and other Muslim countries was a "Union of Islafemirag, Ibid: 148)
Among the prominent intellectuals of the Islamigtymovement, “Pan-
IslamiSm”_ two are more outstanding; Sayyid Jamab-Din
Asadabadi/Afghani and Namik Kemal. Hamid “Enayat O&0 47)
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believes that Say¥id was the most significant relig intellect in Iran
%nd Namik Kemal, the most significant intellectdigiure in Ottoman
mpire. : . , :
Now, same question raised as for Pan-Ottomanisratdd®an-Islamism
save The Empire? Davison argues that; Pan-Islanasnthis point
developed in response to Pan-Slavism and Eqrofpepenahsm, and on
an international scale it rePresented merely "defsearch for military
aid and a sentimental attachment to the concept tlogé
caliphate."(Davison, lbid: 257) However, within t@#toman Empire it
contributed to "a sort of Islamic patriotism" coeglwith rising anti-
European sentiment, and Ottoman d;)lomac?/ grew émanmyielding
than it had previously been."(lbid: 277) The logsatmost all of the
Ottoman territories in Europe as a result of thék&a Wars of 1912-
1913 dealt a mortal blow to Ottomanistm (Heyd,198D:and the Arab
revolt of 1916 signalled the collapse of pan-IskemiBerkes, Ibid: 428)

Wester nism

Realizing technical superiority of the west, th&ardsic world tried to
quickly recover by making necessary changes in abtministrative
methods within Islamic communities since the' t@ntury. However, the
Islamists, while adhering to a notion of historickdsh between the cross
and the crescent, have alwa%/s maintained a kimdesfsianic hope about
the future of the clash between Islam and the wikesta mood of
escapism despite the apparent superiority of thet wige Islamists
believed that the west was destined to fall doweabse of its 'inherent
illness'. Moreover theories of rise and fall of areivilizations have
always attracted the Islamists with the hope tlia¢ ‘tircle of history”
will one day bring down the western civilizationegvif the west escapes
from its inherent deficits and the challenges & Muslims. So, divers
approaches towards the western hegemony mightstiagliished within
the Islamic World at that time, especially amongp@ians. .
Bernard Lewis holds that last two hundred year$wkey is the history
of westernization. Once the late Ottomans realtheddecline of their
state vis-a-vis the rising power of the Europedrey tembarked on a
process of adopting 'western' ways that made tlet \geeat'.(B. Lewis
1968:45-73) It started with westernization of themwy then the
state/government and finally daily lives. This brgtin essence was a
history of the search for the ways to respond tstera pressures in
military, political, economic and cultural/civiliganal realms. At the
very inception the quest for westernization wasedsive in nature, it
was the attempt of a declining power to revive aatth up with the
rising western_civilization.(See also; Rustow, 19%8-95, cited in
DaQ?1 i, 2002: 4) _ _ _ _

In the same way, Binnaz Toprak writes that Ottonméellectual history
of the 19th century is the history of two conflngi viewpoints, one of
which saw Western superiority only in technicalnsrwhile the other
saw a necessity to embrace Western culture as ttellbelieves that
Modernization in the Turkish context has alwaysrbsgnonymous with
westernization. (Binnaz Toprak, 1981: 58) . _

A good example to show different approaches reggrttie West is; The
Port Arthur victory of the Japanese in 1905 agaRgssia was seen
differently by different groups of thought. The pAgestern people linked
the Japanese victory against a European powerstdVesternization
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efforts, while the traditionalists have seen thetony related to Japanese
adoption of Western technology without losing thigientity. (Renee
Worringer, 2004: 207) However, the discussions went amon
Ottoman elites regarding the issue of westerninatind possibility o
borrowing sciences and European technologies whigentaining the
Islamic value system.

As a result the Turks were both threatened andci¢td by the west. It
was both a source of threat and admiration. Thesréhations of the
Turks to the west right from the beginning of thedarn times had a
double edge of love and hate; admiration and f€he challenge and
penetration of the west in the 19th century wadraéto formation of the
early modern Islamic identity too. L

Western ideas entered the Ottoman Empire via difteways. The most
important routes were; Students dispatched by thentan Government
to stud){wln the European Universities were recguieachings covered
fully with Western concepts and values. They ndiyiteansformed same
Eerceptlons when they were back home and workegahers, Paper
Editors or administrative staff. Translated bookd articles specially by
increasing circulation of press had a decisive mlspreading western
ideas across the State. Foreigners working indoatcy as embassy staff
or as contractors in Government prOJIects were theraoute to acquaint
the Ottoman elites and subsequently ordinary peojile the western
norms and values. ) _ o
For a long time, the reluctance of Muslim subjexdt©ttoman Empire in
learning western languages prevented them fromngakivestern
accounts. Muslims did not vyield to learning foreiganguages.
Establishment of Royal Department of Translatioerélime OdasI” was
the first step in esta |IShIn? communication witestv Until the Greek
Revolution of 1821, all royal translators of theddan Empire were the
Greeks. Since 1821, in ‘a change at the adminratMuslims too
started working at the Department. Yet, the govemnsuffered from
the lack of eligible translators from western laa upon dismissing
Greek trsnlators. In 1840, there were only few Turks who knew
foreign languages and a few number” of them readtenesbooks.
Althoudgh Some Ottoman elites secretly studied wadnguages; even
Ahmed Cevdet Ra learned French in secret to save himself from
criticism of people. But after a while and grad%:ﬁMhe Ottoman Empire
witnessed a time that noble families of Istanbuhpeted with each other
in sending their children to learn European langsagt the new and
modern schools. (Agoston & Masters, 2009: 224 & .55ée also;
Landau, 2004: 87) o _ _
The main supporters of Westernization managed tkentleir voices
heard at Abdullah Cevdet’'s journal "ictihat". Themain point was that
the Western superiority had an unquestionable lvalsish was science,
and there was no logic in confronting it. Howeweey can be analyzed
in two groups. According to the moderate modersizeschnique may be
transferred from_ one country to another but ciefian could not.
(Tunaya, 1985:594) Those moderate modernizers akl Qeuri
advocated that what is good for the society's agreent should be
taken from the West and developed within the trawétl values, and
accused Tanzimat reformers to blindly imitating &pe. On the other
hand, for extreme Westernizers, the solution wagemmot less,
Westernization. At this point, they were criticigithe reformers before
them for not going as far as necessary. For ther]atVesternization was
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not an issue of choice, but was a matter of sutvi&khdullah Cevdet
states on the subject 'There is no alternativelization; civilization
means European civilization; and we have to acitepith its roses and
its thorns". (ictihat, no,89, 1890: 594) _
As mentioned before, between 1845 and 1868 "educatias almost
completely secularized,” according to Tanzimat maf (Mardin, 1962:
163) The new Tanzimat educational system also dethé creation of
new elites Who"adopted European tastes in dress iandocial
intercourse, in literature and in thought.” (Rustd973:100) This new
elite soon developed a sense of group identityamnec"the bearers of
public opinion,” and "proceeded to form politicasaciations to give
expression to such opinions."(Rustow, 1973:10@r&was a great deal
of interdependence between political and literafig, Wwhere the major
writers were also at the forefront in the "movemehideas."(Rustow,
1956: 422) In the end, the establishment of the educational system
was an ext(emeIK important development, since Tywskkiture leaders
would receive their educations in the schools faehdduring the
tanzimat. (Rustow, 1973:108 . _ .
Serif Mardin andSukri Haniglu in their studies showed that most
intellectuals of the Ottoman (Joerlod (who were ivgmment's staff) in
the mid 19 century believed that westernization was the amlty to
develop the society and consolidate the politicaivgr of the country.
There was not a vast dissatisfaction among peaplthe society on
westernization of the society to give directiontlie protests. However,
Haniozlu argt;ues that the idea of Westernization becomstematic and
is seen as the primary problem of the nation fr&@@8lonwards. (See;
Hanigslu, 1985: 138) ~ . _
Daghi advocates that it was not only the westfitsa the wider western
%uestlon, as confronted by the Muslims, was antiyegenerating issue.
he western question, as explained, was about” lsovespond to the
western challenge. The dominant currency was wagtgion, adoptin
western civilization in whole as a means of catghup and coping wit
the west. Westernization pursued by Turkish stéitesetherefore was
bound to influence the form of government and tlaglitional way of
life. As such westernization also meant seculaomaby whichthe
traditional Islamic sectors were pushed aside friibm governmental
affairs and_ even from their social leadership ire tbommunity.
Westernization process and policies along a sastuldirection resulted
in the exclusion of Islamic leaders, groups andugiind from the centers
of the power making Islam _in practice irrelevant farkish state and
society. (See; Daghi, 2004: 7)
Almost contrary to this view point, some scholaotdhthat Europe never
became the “other” in the construction of the Tsinkidentity because
there was no colonial legacy or long period of @ation. In the
construction of Turkish 1dentity, the “other” waslimperial and
communist” Russia. (Yavuz, 2005: 273)

Metin Heper_writes: Although from the seventeerghtlie eighteenth
centur)() the Ottoman Empire experienced a wrtuadj%stant ecline it
never became a colony. Consequen}_IP/ the Turks red a deep
resentment toward the Europeans. (Heper, 2004: B68xdds; Turkey
hasbeen one of those exceptional countries that staadransform its
identity from an Eastern to a Western, from the ehdhe eighteenth
century onward, by its own volition. (Heper, 20@87) He explains;
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“the fact that as compared to the contemporarymglastates the
Ottoman Empire was the least Islamic was also aribomory factor to
the ease with which the Turks turned their facth®oWest. Islam played
a relatively less significant role in the Ottomdatacraft because it was
recognized that Islam regulated baS|caII%/ the pwisolife and
interpersonal relations of the Muslims, and thatsash it had little to
contribute to public affairs. (Heper, 2004: 267) o
Eventually it is worthy to mention that the westlamesternization have
emerged "as central concept, a ke[)]/ to_understanilishupolitics in
modern times. As references to the 'Eastern Questb European
Eowers help understand the dorocess of disintegradiothe Ottoman

mpire at the dawn of the 20th century the conceptthe west and
westernization, the latter being a response tddimeer at domestic front,
is a key to analyse the late Ottoman and recenkiJurhistory. The
western question, that is the way to look at, estatand imitate the west,
became a central debate in the attempt of theQ#tmans to "save the
state" against disintegrative pressures of the faao powers. The
debate addressed to the grand question of the early 20th
centuries; how to cope with the challenge of thetywand thus "how to
save the country. It, in practice, turned to beebhate about how to
westernize. Westernization as a concept and progydnenew" the state
and society also became an identity constitutingntation during the
Kemalist Era influencing all aspects of social lifethe country.

Conclusion

The word neo-Ottomanism has rarely been used aiftio@l level. Yet,
it is acquiring widespread usage and hence altdredasic tone of the
Turkish internal and foreign policy in recent yeafbe new image that
we see greatIE/ resembles the outline of the” losg-@ttoman Empire.
The moment that the. AKP government pointed the Midgast as its
number-one area of interest, cooperation, and racilarkish foreign
olicy has inevitably taken on connotations of attofanist revival.
eo-Ottomanism, as this revival is popularly knowsnot peculiar to
the AKP government, since the term was first deepIE)yo assess the
nature of the foreign missions of the Turgut Ozal ia the early 1990s.
What did not gain currency back then, however,dtask strong in 2009
and neo-Ottomanism has come to be understood mceeasing number
of scholars and journalists as the backbone of dyiskambitious novel
design for relaunching itself as a regional powBne idea however,
emerged as a consequence of a realization by Turkigllectuals, a
realization about an increasing ?ap and crisisurkish national identity
due to a willing negligence of some important eleteeof Turkish
Identity during Kemalist Era. _
Indeed, it became quite obvious for many Turkisieliactuals that the
unique way to have a stable and effective socigipal development in
the country owes to the establishment of a commsthe Turkish
national identity comprising of the major elementsembling its real
Personagel. Appreciating the glorious Ottoman hystaimost contrary to
he Kemalist approach, Neo-Ottomanists tried toettlgy and propagate
their perception about religion and Ottoman hedtags the two of the
most profound and effective elements of the Turk&tional Identity
along with Modernism. Apparently, the notion desviégs routs from
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countermeasures_applied by Ottomans during thedesades of their
Empire, Namely; Pan-Ottomanism and Pan-Islamism.
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