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Ottoman Islamic or Turkey?

Brief Analysis of Revolutionary Discourse Problems in

Turkish Independence Movement

Zan Tao

Abstract: Turkish revolutionary history defines the revolutionary struggle of
1919 - 1923 in Anatolia as a national independence movement for the Turkish repub—
lic. This view of history dominated by revolutionary ideology ignores the complexity of
situation at that time and it tints with colour of revolutionary teleology. There were
loyalties to Ottoman dynasty Islam Turkey or mix of these in Anatolia revolution
camp. There was not a clear goal of establishing a Turkish state at the beginning
with more loyalties shown to Sudan - the caliphs. For the purpose of revolution and
requirement of a united front the Republicans led by Kemal had to temporarily
compromise with the powerful conservatives.

Key words: National Movement; Ottoman; Turkish; Kemal
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