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"\icrily We irave sent down rcvclations and explained them.
AIiali guidcs wironr Fie will unto a stralgirt path.

"Arrcl they sa),: We believe in Ailah and the Rasfrl, and wc
obcy,; then after that a faction of thern turn away. Such are
not believers.

".And whcn they appeal unto Aliah and l{is Rasill to judge
bettvccn them, Lo! a faction of tirem are alrrse;

"ilut if right had becn witir thcm they would havc come unto
lrirn (thc Rosill) willingiy" (24:4649)-"
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In the first lecture I have tried to point .oul 
tha! ]:::

titutions in an Islamic state can be examined in tvvo ways:

first, commenting on the basis of the ideology: !he. QuT'ul

and sunn ah: and second, following historical evolution and

interpreting the new formations in tfie light of changing con-

ditions in time and space i i

The institution of the Caliphate(l ) ' based on tlte divine

gur*;t.e is consid€red a predestitt"4, immutable instittrtion'

Eu.n then it appears to have gone under ctrange due to histo-

lrical circumstancesl 
i 

:

Even then it is believed to be potentially ever present'

From this viewpoint Islamic Caliphate is etenral as the re-

ligion itself. As for tle historical interpretation of the C-ali-

phate, it is considered as an institution which had its own

.ou*" of evolution and hacl a different structure in each

period of time.

For Islamic state the basic problem was always to deter-

mine how imfimah, religbus teadership, was to be cornbined

with amdmh political-rnititary power. The twin notions of
DTn wa Dawlah, srrort'ah wa siydsah were expressions of tlte

same dichotomY.

As far as their 66tlination,'or coexistence was con-

cernecl, the elective Caliphate of the early Krulafd' was

essentially different from the zuccessive caliphal 'dynasties

of the UmaYyads and the Abbasids'

The lirst four caliphs followed the strrrn ah of the Prophet

in conductng the affairs of the community as understood by

the dfu. fne Umayyads of Damasctts, not legislating at all,

continued the same policy, HoweVer; under the Abbasids tlte

subsequent dynasties gave primacy in practice to the terttpo-

ral authority ar dmvlah- Under the Buwayhids and, particula-

rly, under the Saljukids there 'occurred a ftrndarnental

devclopment. In 1055 when the Seljukid Sul[an Toghrul

came to Baghdad the'Caliphate had to tunr over temporal
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a'tll'rity, ,'"rtotrot or-fr';.am to rrirn over the oJcr territoricsof the Caripirate. But, in tire trrcory the Abba.sid &riphateu/as still co'sidered thc onry, regitimate authority over thcIslanric utrtnnh. J"rre craini ,,vas trrat Artir ar4rumirlrrr hadsimply delegrtecl his tentporol porver to the Sul.tan.

- I' 1258, the funciamentar, actuairy fatefur, change cameabout u'!re' Bagridacr was capturecr by the Mongors, thanks to
the nrachinations of Ibn al-.Alqamf.

I-arge ]r{uslirn popurations i. centrar Asia, Iran, Iraq andAlratolia fell under thc domination of rreathen Mongors.
Undcr the circunrstances thc principre of the rure of the
$larl'ah gained prinracy in'the intcrpretation of the caliphate.
In otlrer words, ilre actuar'enforcement of the ur;ii i;;'r.ined the isranric chamcter of the community no matteru'hat the rcrigion of the rurer was. And the surlan wrro effi-ciently maintained the apprication of tire $!nrl,a'rt i" rrirt*riitory dese'*cd to bear trre titre of caliph. ii *u, the.historicalco'ditio's 'that 

ciictated this state of affairs and a group of'uletttd, strcssing ilre paranrount significance of the srnrlbhfor the Islamic cornmunity, rcached a new .onr.nru;; ;;caliphal institutio'. The most irnirortant change was that now
tlrc caliphate lost its universar crraracter ouer the umrttort.EachsuJ{in corrsidcred hinrserf crirectry chosen by God to rureover a partic'lar lr'f uslinr conrrnunity. Thus, sultins did notIre.sitate to assrme the ulrusuaily pretentious title'or-nu,ujir

ullalt I Zillulldh.

ob'io'sly, iristorical conditions, the prevarence otp'titi-cal poiver in the newly risirrg sultanates as rvell as the spreadof rrrysticism macre this new interpretation possibre. A Mus_iirn ruler in possesion of real power capabre of protecting a

Yi:lgr,'r'T1 ancr apprv'i'g the srnri'art was ortf ."cognized asA,auJatr. Arong with tiris developrnent came the idea of theforenrost Sult.in in the Islanric worlcl.
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lt can be said that now the unity of th e umnah was sym-

bolized by the pitgrimage: the power which was capable of

keeping safe the pilgrimage routes and protect Harantoy.: 4l
-tlrrifiln was to be considered as the supreme autlority in

the Islamic world. How the primacy claim led to a confronta-

tion betweeen the Mamluks and the Timdrids and- late1 on

betweeri the Mamluks and the ottomans is well known

;;;att On tt"," other land the spiritiral leadershtf. lf.!h..
Islamic lvorld was totally eclipsed. Trub, the Abbasid caliph

under the protection of the Mamluk Sultans in Cairo con-

tinued to send the manslJfrr and othei symbols of legitima-

. tion ('aldmdt-t mulfrklyyi) to the Sultlns all over the Islamic

*"tfO irtcluding those in India and Turkey. But now' therreal

foundation of 
"pti*t.y in the Islamiciworld, was considered

the actilal political potver which would endble the claimant

to be the custodian of the most sacred comriion object of tlte

Islamic world, namely al-Hararnayn al-Slwrifayn'

Now let me explain hbw the ottoman Sultans regenera-

ted and assumed universal Caliphate(3)' l

According to a tradition which apparently origina-

tedinthel8thcentury,tlreAbbasidCaliphal
-Mutawakkil officially transfened to Sul{En Selim

andtolrislreirsallrightstotheCaliphate,ata
ceremony held in the mosque of Aya Sofya in

Istanbul.Infact,ltowever,thereisnocontempo-
rary record of Selim receiving or clairning to re-

ceive the caliphate from al-Mutawakkil. But, in fact,

Selim clairned to the universal caliphate on other

grounds. $

$ whetlrer Al-lr{utawakkil fornrally transfened the E!il6fal to selim
" should be besirles-the point. When the Abbasids of Baghdad and

q;airo, the Isma"ili'Ubiydiyiln of Egypt, the Unuyyads of .Spain
(frornAl-Nisir onwards) and the Mughals of tndia (Akbar toAlam-

iir I) exprop.iated to themselves this office they neither receirad

nor claimed to receiw the Caliphate from anybody. The case of

Se[m appears to be better than theirs. The presence of Al-Muta-
wakkil in Istanbul is the political consent and the posscssion of

the relics of the Rasul(A.S.T.) is the spiritual apology, if any visible

proof was reqd.ired, particularly in his case. Editor'
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During their asccndancy, thc ottonrans iooked at the
Caliphate in a different rigrrt. The clainr which they macle for
tircnrselves was tirat, as forcnrost anrong tire sovereigns of
Islam, thcy were its protccfors. For this reason thcy clairned
to succeecl tire Prophet ancj the carrier caliphs as,iiie best of
iazls and of fighters in the i-iory war' (ofdar ar-guzdttva'ltnujdhiclh), This is the intcrpretation they maciealreacly under Bayezid II (l4sl-lsl2) father of s.ti,'i- In i5l6 in Alcppo, suitd"' selin I assumecr the title,
fomrcrll, held by ihe l{arnlilk sulti's, of ,servitor of the-fivo FIolv sanctuaries' ( Kltdclitn ol IIaroilm1t77 ot-,y1,ai?o1,1,r1,
hc kcpt tire calipli al-h{utarvakkil at his..ourt, and he had the
Prophet's relics sent to istanbul. In so cloing he clail'ed, asthc Mamlfrk sult,{ns had clonc before hirn, io be thc nrost
1ro*'erful sovereign in the Musiirn worici ancl the protectorof Islam. In the prcambles to their legal eclicts (edrtilrt-
rtdtrtc)suitin sclirrr and his successors emprrasized trris title.

The protection of rr{akkah, Ir{acri'ari anci ilrc pirgrinrage
rottte's conferrcd a title to prccrlilclce on Selirri in the worldof Islanr. Annoulcing his victory in Egypt to the sirirvan-sltah,.srltfn serim craimecr thar the Marnrrik] ;;; #;il:arpable of protecting the pilgrim routes in the I-lijaz againstdepredations, and tirat coi ,i,t entnrstecr hirrr rvitir tirc taskof bringirrg orcrer to ilre rands of Isranr and of ,.n,ring-i;;rtrol.trttil, a paranqrrin syrnboiizing poriticar auilroriti,. o' trresegrounds selim clairnecr the oberjience of all thc nrlers of Islam.IJe adclcd in his rcttcr trrat firc rvrrore of thc l{rjaz incrucring

h4akkair ancl lr{arrirra}r \va.s now suhject to iiirrr, ancr ri,arnedtlrai lic u'oulcl srrortry appear in pcrsia ancr corrqrei- it. ircde'ranclccl that shir'a'-siiair srrorriri acccpt his ,Exartcci 
cari-phatc' (Klritifati'{./ 

1,fi) arrd ha'e liis tlr'1c nretrtionecl in thelltulhalt Later, ir tirc Icttcr *,hich sulcylna' the Mag.ificentscnt on his acccssion to tire srra,ii of A4akkah, hc announccirtiiat God hacl brougirt hinr toltre ilrrone of lrrc sLritalratc ardtltc position of trre cariphate. I'rris rcpry trrc .!lrarii"fttrir.rr,
confirmed that Suicyman had by the will of Gocl conre tooccLrl))/ 'the scat of the sublirrie sultanatc and ilre ciignity of
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the Great Caliph ate' (sarlr al-Sult;na al''(Jz.ntfr wa nasnad al

-$ltildfa al-Kubrd)adding 'by conquering the countries of the

Franks and of their likes, you are senior to us and to all the

Sultans of Islam'. These letters are noteworthy for the Sultdn's

claim to the Great Caliphate. In the prelace to the Qfurfrrr'

rtdme of Buda, drawn .up by Abu's-Su'frcl Efendi, Sultdn

suleyman is described as "lnheritor of the Great caliphate"'

Possessor of the Exalted Imamate, Protector of the sancturary

o f the Two Respected Holy Places' ( wqit! al-Khildfa al-Kubrd

. $6,i2 al-lttrudrtta al!Uzmd, Hdttti Hinfi al-IIarantayrrul'

Ivlulrtammnl,tr). Wlen ttre-uusiim ,.tritt of tnoia ancl of

central Asia asked for suleyman'shelp against tl're Porttlguese

and the Russians, the Suliln claimed in his reply that God

had granted him the dignity of 'caliph of the Face of the

Earth and that it washis duty to keep the pilgrim roads open'

This conception of the caliphate was no doubt partly

different from that formulated under the Abbasids, since for

one thing the Ottoman Sultdn did not come from the tribe of

Qu.ay$. In, the reign of suleyman the Magnificent the qu.:t-

tion whether it was licit for the Ottoman sultans to Use the

titles of ilndnt and of Calipfu, in the absence, o[ any lineal

descent from Quraysh, was in fact posed. According toLutfi
Pe'$d, Suleyman, o, tl',. effective ruler of all the Muslim lands

from tfie Habsburg frontier to the Yaman, "is the infint of

the Age in fultilment of the relcvant stipulation relating to

the ntaintenance of the Faith and guardianship of the ltome-

land of al-lslam. . . He is the hrfim of t|e Age withotrt dubiety

arrd he is truly t5c defender of the Shar'. Obedience was due

to him as Imdnr".'Tlle Great Calipfiate'and 'Exalted Imamate"

as represented by tle Ottomans, was a new concept born of

historical circutttstanccs. Ottoman Sultans considered their dc

facto position as tfte most powerful rulers and protectors of

Islanr, to be the result of God's will. This conception was in'

fact only an extension of the idea of t|e Caliphate which prc-

vailed in the Mlslinr world in tfte fourteentlt century' an ex-

tension required by fresh historical developnrents. Thtts,

every Muslinr ruler *lA possessed de facto sovereignty and
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assunrcd the task of inrplernenting the ,sl,tarl'alt corrld cali him-
sclt Calipir. T'he innoiration rvhjch the Ottontails introduced
into this conccption \r'as to rel"ive the idea of an exalted Caii-
phatc applicable to thc rvhole rvorld of Islarn $ In othcr
rvorcls, as thcy consic'lcrcC jt thcir task to defcnd thc world of
Islarn against Christian attacks and to protcct N{akkah,
h'{adinalr and the Pilgrirnage routes, all of which werc rnatters
of common Muslitn coticcrn, thcy rvishcd to exercisc a llrcdo-
minant infltrcncc throughout Islarn. In tiris, rvay thc new con-
ception of the Caliphate scrv'ed a policl' secking to cstablislt
Ottonran inlluence and nrastery ovcr tlte world of Islarn. The
idea \\/as otrviousll' clerivccJ from tne *razi traclition. What
happcncd was that aftcr Selirl I thc Ottornan statc dcvcloped
tlre old traclition ol a gltdzi bordcr-statc, ancl revived the old
Islanric caliphatc in a new fonn. Thc ncw conception of the

Caliphate rvas based on tlte fuifilment of the tasks of gltazw'dt

and of the clcfeiice anr-1 protection of islam. As Lutfi Pa$t
madc it clcar, it restcd on tlie po\\/er actually exerciscd by the

Ottonian state. In the succecding agc o[ decadence, the

Ottolnaps cltanged their standpoint by tunring to tlte theore-
tical conception of the Caliphate developed uttder the
Abbasids and e.nshrincd in fiqh formularies, in which tltey
hopcd to find a source of stren$h.

In his capacity as Caiiph, reptcscnting Strnrt1 Islam, the

Ottortran Strltan cottsidered thc poptrlation nrled try tlie Safa-

vicls as hcretics who ltad to be forcccl into subjcction. Around
155(r-l 707 tlrc vierv was acccptcd that two intdnlJ coexisted,

thc Ottomatr Strltans ancl t|e Indian h{oghal cmperors, whose

separate existence was made possible by tlte ocean rviliclt
cljvicled thcir respective ciorninions. Towards the cnd of the

cigJrtccntlt ccntttry Tipil SultEn's attelnpt to use tlie Ottoltrart

Caliphate for his political aLns is iilustrative of the concept of

Lincl cr thc Umay,yacls of Dama scrts the ttnivcrsal I!!titifah retnainecl

in force i;r thc tJrree continents, Ertn a[tcr its fra$nentation the

nanre of thc Abbasicl Khulafi'alone was anllouttcctl frotn all the

pulpits of the Mrtslittr donrinions_til! strch tinie t[e 'U[aidiypn (the
r\nti{^aliphs) in 975 .A..C. (al-'Aziz) assumed sovereignty in Eg}'pt.
Ed itor.
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the universal Caliphate at that time(a' Frorn the fifteenth to

the nineteentlt bentury close relations were maintained,

tlrrough the sr7fs, pilgrims and merchants between India and

Ottoman territories. As Seydi'hf Re'is noted in 1555 Indian

Muslims had a real veneration for the Ottoman 6latifah(s).
Now all this formed the background to the Khildfat move-

ment and ottoman pan-Islamism in the nineteenth and twen-

tieth centuries

It was not a coincidence that the Khili-fat movement in

India coincided, in its successive pfuases' witfi the Ottoman

-Turkish struggle for suwival against christian powers in the

nineteenth century.In his book, Britaitt,India and the Turkislt

Ettrltire, Rdm lhukla(6 
), depending almost exclqsively on the

British sources, ieveloped the theme that in the beginning it
was qnglish dip-lomacy that was responsible.for the rise of the

gfrif afal mou"ment 
' g, and the idea of the.Universal Caliphate

of the ottoman Sultans in the second haif of the nineteenth

century. Using the ottoman Caliphate, he s1id, Britain aimed

to obtain two objectives,. First, it was hoped to create a com-

nlon front against Russian expansion from central Asia to

the eastern Mediterranean, and-second to win over the Indian

Muslim loyaltY.

The British tried td exploit the plan first during the 1857

uprising and "obtained a proclamation from the Ottoman
Sultan calling on Indian Muslims to remain loyal to British
rule(t)". However, during Turco-Russian war in 1854-1 856,

Ri'm Shukla observes(8), "Indian Muslims were utterly in-

differeii".' It was only during Russo-Turkish war in
1877-1878 that sympathy for the ottoman Turkey took tlte
character of an active movement. An address is then sent to

Queen Victoria asking fier support of the Caliph, and meet'

Despite the Annistice (Nov. I l, l9l8) Istanbul was in occupation
of the Allies and the Gliph SullE^n was their prisoner in his own
palace. Muslim feelings ran high. It was precisely at this juncture
that an All Parties Muslim Conference was held at Lucknow on

January 26,19l9 which decided int'er alia to constitute the Khilafat
Committee. Editor.
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ings rvei'c organizecl jn various 1:laces in inciia, and moltey was
coilt:ctcci to aicl the Caliph(9). "The lrro-Turkish nrovement
anlong the Indian Mrrslims", a Eritisir niemorandunr said,
'?apidly sprcad and tlierc was no place in Indil, horvever
smail, witere meetings v/cre nct heid in lnoral and financial
support of Turkey. All h,{usiilns irrespective r:f sccts and
crecds joined the rnovcment(r 0 )rr. Tlic Ottonran Caliph had
declarcd Jihdcl, A lctter fronr Ttrrkcy asscitccl that it rvas in-
cunrbcnt on all h{uslirns to hclp the Calipl(i t ). The rnovemcnt
gained nronrentunr among inclian-lt{irslims(t 2), and novr the
Britisir \\/cre rvorriccl that tlic Caiiph's call of a Jilrdd night
lead to anti-British clcnronstrations. l'.he situation slrorved
that the idea of caliphate iracl a great political potential.
Thcrcupon Disnreli delcarccl that in fact llngland was flre
greatest il{uslirn po\ver in the worlcl anci the ottonra n caliph
\vas receiving her zupl)ofi(r 3). Englanci rvoulcl pursue the
samc policy iater on by trying to takc uncier hcr protection
the last ottonran suitin caiipli vajridecldin anrl, when this
failed, by encouraging sharif Husiryn to take the titie. T'he
British manouevcrs would be the main reason rvhy h{ustafa
Kernal regprded the Khilafat moycrteill. itsclf rvitir clistnrst in
a latcr pcriod. i-lou'ever, the assu*ptio'lirat in tire nineteenth
century the pan-islamic rnol,emcnt was an invcl.rtion of the
Brtisli diplomacy is eviclently an r-rnjr.rstificri vierw. It ignores
the long history of tlie ottonran ciliirhate and relations
bctrvecn tire ottornan sultan-caliprr ancl the .souilr Asian
N{uslims. Aftcr tlre Russo-Tur}rish rvar of 1817-l g7s Indian
Muslinrs went to action again to support tirc ottonran caliph
and rurkey during the Greco-Trrrkish war of lg97 and rhe
Balkart \\'ar of 1912. In the nlcantirnc unclcr'z\bcluihanri-ci II
thc univerual Kiiil.ifat liolicy and pan-lslanrisin had bcconre
the cornemtorre of thc Ottoman forcigp policl,(to).ln Western
litcrature thc scope of tliis reoricntation in cttcrnan policy
is oftcn r'i'irnizcci cr rnisinterprcted ilasically,, ottornan
ideology grcrv or-rt of internal con,Jitions. During tirc second
Itaif of the ninetcentii centurl,'therc existecl parallel and
interconncctcd nrovcnlcnts of Isiarriic revival in,,,aricltrs parts
of tirer Islarlic n'orld. in Eg5,pt, North Africa, Turkey and
Incia(l s ). I{eccni studics confirin tlrat thcsc nlovsnrcnts rvcrc
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rrot independent and isolated frotn each other; but N{uslinrs

and Muslim leaders lrom all parts of the Islarnic rvorld were

ilr contact through pilgrimage and trade, and religious and

political ideas spread in a relatively short time, tltanks to
tlre improved means of communication. The imllact of journa-

lism should be particularly emphasized in the period.

Then, in Turkey and alnong the North Indian Muslims

two parallel movements werc in progress. In Turkey wester-

nized intelligentsia, composed mostly of military and civil
bureaucrats, advocated the idea that modernization througll
westernization was the only way for Islamic societies to re-

generate and progress as well as to sltun European tutelage

and domination(16). But the'(JIwd believed'that the answer

to these problems was a regeneration of lslam based on the

true foundations of the religion. I believe this cleavage was

actually a recurrence in a new form of theleternal rivalry
between bureaucra ts, kuttAb, and'Ulomd in Islamic history.
While in power during the period l'839-1871 the Ottoman'
btrreaucrats introduced radical westernizing reforms Tanzi'
ntdt, not ionly in the technical areas but also in law and

administration. They were whole-heartedly zupported by the

British government in their liberal policies rvhich were re-

sponsible in opening up the Ottoman market for the rapidly '

growing English industrial capitalirm(11). As to the Indian
It{uslims, keeping always in mind the dissirnilarities due to tlie
different conditions and circunrstances between the two
cases, the Ottoman TanTind't movernent can be conrpared to

the Aligarh School in India. On the other hand, the relorm
activities of the Ottoman'lJluttd such as the codification of
the ltlajallo and refornrs in the training of the Qadis and in

tlre sJrad-'ah law courts(18) corrcspondecl to tle rcforming
activities of the Deoband School and similar educational
rellornr nrovements among Indian lt{uslims. I anr also tenrptcd
to explain tlte alienation frorn Britain of the Ii{uslirn scholars
of the Aligarh school as a consequence of the arrti-Ottoman
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policy of lhc British follorving the occupation of Cyprus and
Li_eypt in I 878 and I 882 respectively $.

l}is is aiso the periocl in which Britain played *itir tt.,.
idea of creating an Arab, as opposed to a Turkish Caliphate.
At any rate, aftcr i87B both Turks ancl Indian Muslims be-
camc inclependcnt of tire Ilritish in their Caiiphate policy and
their cooperation wa's actually directcd agalnst the British
inrperialism $.

The tlieory is niai:rtainecl that the Khildfat movement in
Inciia was nrore an irrtcrnal clcvcioirmenfiirning at the Islamic
consciouslress and soliciaritl, tlian a rcligious movenient. It
was expiici Lli, so in the pericd I 91 9-1924 as quite convincing-
ly e xplaincd in Gail Minault's new book(1 e ). I{e suggests that
in 1857 thc finai eliminaton of the Mughai crnperor who had
embodicd tire symbols of the Isiamic unity and solidarity for
Indian h{uslims created a vacuum. The use of pan-Islamic sytrF
bols, now born by the Ottornan Sultan{aliph served to forge
a pan-lndian Musiinr political unity out of Muslim masses
dividc.d by regional, linguistic, class and sectarian differences.
Irr the pcriod 1919-1922, for the westernized bureaucrats,
rrationaiists and Turkish people at large, as well as for the
Indian trtlusiims tlie delive rance of tire scat of the Caliphate
fronr captivity was the raliying point. Caliphate had become a

synrbol oi the struggle for the Anatolian peasants and the In-
clian Iduslinrs to fight and achieve independence against 'the
infidcl" power, England. Both ntovements werd fundamen-
tally national in character, and there was a complete agreement
ancl solidarity bctrvcen thc Turkish and Indian Muslirn moye-
rnerrts at the beginning. In Irrcia, by the decision of non-co-
operation and issuing the fatwfr of l92l July, forbidding In-

$ lr'ladras.s.rh u'as cstablished in 1875 while the College in 1877.

I{erc thc ar-rthor is hirnsclf rcfutfurg the prcsunrptions of Shukla.
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clian Muslilns to serve or enlist themselves in the British army

the Khildfat leadershad provided not only a moral encourage-

n.,.r,T to the Kemalist itruggle against England but also a

clecisive support to the Turkish nationalist cause. Because of

the strone'ieeling against mobilization at home, the Britislt

government's only chance to put pressure on Mustafa Kemal

was to raise recrultr in India. The Khilffat movement elimina-

ted this possitrility for England. This was u grcu't help to the

Turks. WSen at tle climax of the KJril[fat movement the

,Lllartrd declared that Islam ancl living,*o.t a non-Muslim rule

were incompatible, an exodus of Indian Muslims started to-

wards neighboring Muslim countries. This can be seen at the

same tirne as a national uprising though it was expressed in

religious terms. A special term, proto'flationalism, has been

invented for this type of religio-national movements whiclt
owing to particular reasons could not express itself fully and
explicitly under properly nationalist symbol(?ol. The theory
of the socalled 'proto-nationalism' ancl political symbolism,
Itowever ingenious in interpretation of an emerging nationa:
lism may be, still ignores one essential point for the Indian
Muslim awakening, that is Islam, the very content of the

lnovement. Without considering it one cannot understand the

future development among Indian Muslims. The very fact

that the statehood acfiieved thirty years later was to ltave an

Islamic character supports our contention.WherPas in Turkey,
the movenient developed into a secular nation*tate because

of the particular historical background as well, as the strong

leadership of Kemal and a westernized group of bureaucrats.

Ziya C'6klp, sociologist and the spiritual father of Tur-
kish nationalism, attempted to interpret mutual relationship
of religion and nationalistn( 2 I ). Socioiogically, he said,

national consciousness is a higher stage in social e'volutiort
and basic social reality is nationalitywhile theummal1, the re-

ligious community embracing many nations, brings an addi-
tional identity to the individual. Turkey reached to the stage

of national consciousness duringthe war of independence. The

Caliph as the head of the religious community, he contintred,
iras to be exclusively d religious authority and spiritual guide.
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I-lis clairrr to halc a potitical arrtiroriiy in a nation-state can
onllz lcad to con[licts cJctrimcntal to both nation arrd rcligion.
r\s Islarn and utttttnli,ltc aryrrcd, Arc also social and religious
realities, a caliph as the head and synrbol of thcm is nece-
ssary for thc unity of Islarl. In liis carljer writing(2 2 ) Gdkalp
lrad warmly advocated "the re-opening of the gate of ijtilfid"
for rnodcrnizing thc Islarnic conrmunity as far as wordly
a ffa irs wcre cottcerned.

In 1922, for the Kcnralists the nrost urgent problem
subscqucrrt to victory ovcr the Greek arrny u,as to make the

Aliiecl Powcrs rccognizc the objectives of thc Indcpendence
\\/ar in a fornral trcaty(23). 'Ihis in turn raisecl the funcla-n

nrental cluestion of the country's regiile: rvho was going to
rcirresent the Turkish state in the coming peace conference?
The clairn of the Sulidn's governrncnt to this effect triggered
off th e "great irtkildb"orrevolution. h{ustafa Kernal reacted by
deciaring tirat absolute sovercignty of the Turkish state is
emboclied in the Grand Nationai Asscnrbly (GNA). Only
thrcc clays aftcr the Sultdn's clainr, Kenral proposed to the
GNA the separation of the Caliphate frorn the Sultanate and
tlic aboiition of tire latter (Novernber l, 1922). A fortnight
later the Sultdn Vahidedciin fled aboard an English warship,
still u'ith the clainr of being the Caliph of the Muslims of the
rvorld. A new Caliplt, Abdulrnejid Efendi, was elected by the
GNA. J'hen, the question canle up whether the new Gliph
was to be consiclered as thehead of the statc andwould enjoy
political powcr in the Turkish state, Tire question was asked
b1, rnany deputics including the klt6jas, i-e., nien of religion
and tirc nrost inflLrcntial nationalist Ieadcrs and companions
of Kcural, R.auf, anci Refct. At tire GNA, Kenral strcssed that
tlic T'rrrkish nation ,',o* ,clrhcccl tirc state of ,'Uthrnan $ in
sovereignty and took its.destiny in its own hands. " Niltional
suJlanrtc rncl sovcrcigirty", he said, "is enrbodied only in the
GNA conrposcd of the rcprese ntativcs of tlte nation. As to the
qucstion of the future of the Caliphato, history gives example

" Srrltin 'Uthrn;in ChazI (1299-1326) thc foundcr of thc <lynasty.
110 .
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of the Caliphate continuing side by side wit[ the Strltanate'

Now that Sultanate is gone the caliphate will stay as the

spiritual arrd rcligious center of the wfiole Muslim world' The

sultanate now is replaced by the powerful body of the delega-

tes of the nation and from now on it wilt be able to take care

of tlre nation's affairs towards amodern prosperous socity"' In

these words Kemal declared the fundamental revolutionary

change in the regime of the country and summa rized its future

policv. Against the primacy of the GNA IQfiia Sirkfii,

a traditionalist 'dlim claimed that according to Islamic

principles the Caliph should be the head of the Islatnic

state or the head of the GNA, and rhat his ratification rvas

necessary to make the acts of the GNA valid laws for the

community or nation. However, sonp other Khoia srlppor-

ted the nationalist interpretation, and infildbgltis joined them

in using, as an argument, Istamic law and history. One of
them &6fu Rasih, emphasizing the irnportant place of social

action in Islam, asserted that exercise of political power is to

be entrusted as a trubt (emdnet) to the most capable person

or body for the good and salvation of the Islamic communi-

ty. The most important thing is to defend and maintain, he

said, the independence of the Muslims.Istam, he said, is in-

compatible with bondage. Islam is based on the absolute

equality of the Muslims. He also asserted that brotherhood and

equality are the foundations of the Islamic community.
Islam commands management of their affairs in fifrfi, that is

in consultation. Citing verses from the Qur'an in his article he

asserted that government by a body elected by Muslims is the

only valid form of government based on Islamic foundations.
Many $!fiia using exclusively Islamic arguments;' supported

Kfija Rasih's view. Later, MustafaKemal was goihg to use all

the Islamic arguments to defend absolute sovereignty of;the

nation as represented at the CNA against those who advoca-

ted sovereign rights of the Caliph in the Islamic state. Rasih

Efendi's emphasis on indepen{ence of the Muslims was parti-

cularly impOrtant in support.of .Mustafa Kemal's authority,
and Islanric leaders in Indh would whole-heartedly espouse

these Islantic arguments of the nationalists. When Kemal

found a potential ofposition in the GNA, including some of
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tlre arnry gcnerals, on tirc i.ssrre of thc powcrs of the Caliph,
Kcnral decicled to creatc a politicai party ancl to gather the
nation around himsel f as t:otdskar $.162'i, the saviour of the
fatlierland. In a specch il Iznrir he rejected ttrc idea that the
caliph should be consicicrcd as the hcad of the state, or a
dignitary w'itjr any politicai rcsironsibility. I,re argued that
since the grcatcr part of tlre h{uslini u'orld was at the moment
under foreign dorninetion, the cNA took the Caliphate under
its protection until the tirnc wiren other Muslirn countries be-
carne independent and gave a definitive form to the Caliphate.
In thc meantime, lrc said, thc nerv calipir Abdulmcjid will be
wise enough to realtze his real position and cautious enough
not to cause a crisis by arr inappropriate action or behaviour.
Ail along the carnpaign ire addressed himsclfto two different
groups separately, tlie kltalq, conrmon peoplc, artisans, pea-
sants, iandorvners and far:ncrs on the one hand and, on the
otlrer, gengler or' nt1nevverdtt, that is students and the in-
telligerrtsia.ln the meetings in every city he visited, the
KItdios, clerics, canle forward as thc spokesmen of the Uolq,
people, a function established in the traditional ottoman so..
ciety. Questions posed by both groups centerecl around the
position of the caliph and Islam within the new state- Since
Kenral's opponents claimcd that the caliphate could not be
separated frorn tire. state and tire new Caliph hacl to assume
real responsibly in the state,the future of the caliphate hhd
becorne the most fundamental and emotional issue across the
country.

Irr his answers to khdja.r, Kcmal used the religious argu-
ments forwarded by tlie Islamic mociernists saying that Islim
originally depcnded on consuliative government, and the
comnrunity's sovereigntl, \vas an esse ntiai principle in early
Islam. But on the other hand Kemal must have been aware
tlrat the usc of Isiarn for the iikildb was contraclictory- The
kJtojas wcrc using it ccnfidentiy agahst the inkildb before a
religior"rs mass ready to listen. on this platforrn no real agree-
rnent was possiblc, for the funclamentalist !!6ias were talking
aboLrt thc Islamic untrnoh,or conrnrirlrity ruled by tlre Religi-
orrr Law and itsadministiator tlie calipir, rvhile tlienkildbciTs
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were considering the people as a nation whose government

was based on the national will. In his speeches Kemal care-

ftrlly distingtrishcd the modernist Ut6ias by calling tltem !'the

enliilrten ed 'ulantd while [e accused the conservatives of

following the example of those 'uland who served despotic

Caliphs for their own personal interests. Kemal talked about

consenyat ive Hdia.t as a class with vested interests in defence

of the traditional order. Many of thern actually made trp

part of the powerful body of notables in the provinces. FIe

d.nornrrd them as enemies of the nation fomenting against

the inkitdD wfiich had restored the nation's sovereign rights'

Kemal emerged as a radical revolutionary when lte was

speaking to tfie youth and m'inevvers, an elite with secular

and professional education, during the campaign. In Konya, a

city known traditionally as being unsympathetic to the Otto-

rnan dynasty, in an emotional speech Kemal declared that "if
they (the supporters of the caliphate) make a wrong move he

shall consider it not only an opposition against his personal

beliefs and goals but a conspiracy and a deadly danger against

the lifb and existence of his nation. When this happens the

only thing that he and his comrades sharing his ideals can do

is to pass to action and fight until their total oblivion/exiinc-
tion". This was a declaration of war against those who lropecl

to create a movenlent agAinst the iltkildb. Confrontation was

inevitable.

With a personality combining tfte idealist and statesman,

Kemal was at tfie same time a strategist, and a pragnratic

politician. He asserted in his speeches to the youth that the

inlsilabs|is definitely are going to win the stnrggle. The assu-

rance came front the fact that lie had full control over the
armed forces.

When he was back in Ankara from the tour he had the

GNA pass a law to t|e effect that anyone actipg contrary to

tlte GNA's clecision on the abolition of the Sultanate and the

legality of tfie acts of t|e GNA s|all be sued under the law

for treason against'{he corrnlry.
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l'his political can.lpaign of Kenial in early 1923 has a

cnrcial sigrrificance not only for his major inkilab with the
radical charrges in tire political orclcr of tlre country, but also
for pirblicly expressing thc ciranges Kenral and hjs ur kilabq,!i
conrpanions wcre piarrning for the friture, First and above all
hc rnade it pe rfcctly clear that tlie cNA rcpre.senting national
sovercignty rvas the only soLlrcc of 1>olitical porvcr in Turkey
and no political responsibility was going to be accorcled to a
tttcmbcr of tire Ottonian dynastl' under wiratever nanle or
office. He declared the Ottoman state dead and repiaced by a
nerv Trukish state. Thjs declaration rvould logically lead to
the pronruigation of tire republic and ilre aboiition of the
Caliphate.

Representing aii the traditic;nal forccs in the country, the
Calipirate had the potentiai to beconrc tire center of reaction
to tlre inkilafy'nd to tire modenrizing refonns of the future..tJ

J'lie incitlents leading to the abolition of the caliphate in
1924 are *,cll known.

A rathcr practical matter, tlie question of rvlro actually
rvas the iread of the state, carrie to the forc when the Allied
Po"vcrs at l-ausanne made it an issrre. conscn'ativcs turned
thcir eyes naturally to theCalipir. Sutisecluently, Abclulmejid's
bchavior and the attention lic \\'as gctting in the corrntry and
abroacl iecl the inkitdbcJLir to make a revolutionary move
u'hich u'as to be achieved through the GNA. scverr nronths
after Kemal's totrr in Anatolia, and three nronths after the
signing of the pcace trcat1,, the Rcpubiic u,as pronrulgatecl by
the GNA and Kenial was elcctecl as its first presicient. Isrnet
becamc prinre nrinistcr. This new irtkil1b fr.rrther estranged
the Raul group fronr Keinal, and wlien the rumoun of the
Caiiph's resignation spread, tire opposition beseeched him
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not to do it because this, as Ltrtfi Fikri, cltairlnan of thc

Istanbul bar,put it, "would tftrust tfue worlcl ipto a calantity" $'

A letter zupporting the caliph written.bv ttre Inclian Mus-

lim leaders to ismet Pasla was publisled in an Istanbul new-

spaper before it reached the addressee. .This as was rvell as

Raufs visit to the caliph in Istanbul, made Kernal and Ismet

decide to make the final nrove and abolish the caliphate

tluough the GNA.

what was accomplished by the abolition of the caliphate

and tlte imrnediate measures of secularization was a radical

change. As count ostrorog, a judicial consultant to the otto-

man government and a close observer of the changes in Tur-

key in 1924, pointed out, this was "one of the most cqn-

siderable .u.ni, that has lappened in the history of the Last

since the fourteenth century". !

If by the word 'world'Lutfi Fikri meant 'the world of Islam'-which

he certainly meant-, for visualizing and foreseeing the ttntold, un-

prececlented, nrinous and nihilistic 'colamitfes' which the lv{uslim

World was to unO.r!o after 1924, this trlune'ver Turkish son of

Islam must be ,..irln',*d as a reliable 'prophet' (one who ntakes
,i

prophecies):

Six Turlish Muslim Republics under td dii comnrunism, Boit al

-.voqdis under Zionism,'fight between Shi'i 'Anlal N{ilitia and strrtrtf

palestinianr, lrrn-troq 
. 

*ri, figirt.between lr{trslims in nn Sltrib ol

-aqs.d' over w.st.ri L1tt?, i,-tT*t?"ittent belligerency betuden the

two Yamcns, dangerous rivalry between radical and conservative

members of t'he Arib League and the daily massacre of the Eritrean

kalitilah reciters are not zufficient examples of our mlonrity'lDo
rve not require inlggZ a powerful neutral Ktildfalt with effective

nrilitary backing for the entirc Muslirn world? [ditor'
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