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REVISITING THE ROLE OF ENVER BEY IN THE 31 MARCH
INCIDENT

Furkan UCAR” Hasip SAYGILI™

ABSTRACT

The 31 March Incident is a significant event that left a lasting mark on the final years of the Ottoman Empire due
to its causes and consequences. This uprising, which opposed the Constitutional regime, resulted in Sultan
Abdiilhamid II being deposed and his brother, Sultan Resad, ascending the throne. In this context, Staff Major
Enver Bey, who had played a pivotal role in the proclamation of the Constitutional Monarchy, was once again
actively involved in the course of events, marking a critical advancement in his military and political career.
However, many studies in the literature have not sufficiently examined Enver Bey’s role following the 31 March
(13 April 1909) revolt. This study seeks to revisit the role of Enver Pasha, who wielded significant influence
over the empire’s fate in its final years, specifically in the suppression of the 31 March Incident and the period
that followed. Although the event itself will be discussed, the focus will primarily be on Enver Bey’s
perspective. To this end, memoirs and archival sources will be utilized to illuminate Enver Bey's role in the
dethronement of Abdiilhamid and his activities in Istanbul during the rebellion. The article will examine the
influence of Enver Bey’s presence as a military attaché in Berlin when the 31 March Incident erupted, his swift
arrival in Istanbul to confront the insurgents, his loss of a close comrade during these conflicts, and the trauma
this caused him, along with his actions in this context. Additionally, within the scope of this incident, Enver
Bey’s interactions with Staff Captain Mustafa Kemal Bey, who would later become the founding leader of the
Republic, will be assessed, and findings will be presented regarding the impact of the suppression of the
rebellion on Enver Bey’s charisma.
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1. INTRODUCTION

As a result of the initiatives of the military wing of the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP),
Sultan Abdulhamid Il announced on July 23, 1908, the reinstatement of the 1876 Constitution, thereby
marking the beginning of the Second Constitutional Era. However, the declaration of the
Constitutional Monarchy did not bring the expected order. Primarily, the CUP's desire to be the sole
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authority in governance, excluding opposition factions, dealt the first blow to the liberals.
Consequently, the number of opponents to the CUP increased, particularly among those who disagreed
with the party's policies. Furthermore, in October 1908, during the same week, the Austro-Hungarian
Empire annexed Bosnia-Herzegovina, the Principality of Bulgaria declared its independence, and
Crete announced its union with Greece. These three major developments strengthened the CUP’s
opposition, and the suppression of these opponents further escalated tensions.

Among those who harbored resentment against the CUP were also noncommissioned officers and
madrasa students. The retirement of many noncommissioned officers after the proclamation of the
Constitutional Monarchy fostered a deep-seated hatred within this group against the administration, a
sentiment that would eventually lead to the 31 March Incident. In addition to the soldiers, madrasa
students were also dissatisfied with the current government. Their discontent stemmed from a
requirement that they prove their student status in an exam to avoid military service. Thus, these two
groups, joining the opposition front, would become the main actors of the 31 March Incident.

In this tense atmosphere, the assassination of opposition journalist Hasan Fehmi, who became the
victim of an unsolved murder, was the final straw for the opponents. On April 13, some of the infantry
battalions previously brought from Rumelia to protect the Constitutional Monarchy revolted under the
slogan "We Want Sharia." As law and order deteriorated in Istanbul, Mahmud Shevket Pasha, the
commander of the Third Army stationed in Rumelia, formed an army called the "Action Army" and
entered Istanbul. The army's chief of staff was Major Enver Bey, the military attaché in Berlin. Upon
hearing of the uprising, Enver Bey left Berlin, arrived in Thessaloniki, consulted with the CUP
headquarters, and then proceeded to Yesilkdy. Taking command of the army there marked a turning
point in his career. This study will examine Enver Bey's role in this incident and discuss the
significance of the event from his perspective.

The 31 March Incident is an important event for the Ottoman Empire and holds a significant place in
Enver Bey's life. This article will analyze both the 31 March Incident and Enver Bey’s position within
it, exploring what this event represented for him. The study will also discuss the consequences of this
event for Enver Bey and the Ottoman Empire, creating a work centered on both the 31 March Incident
and Enver Bey. Thus, the study will first provide information on Enver Bey’s life up to 1909 and the
31 March Incident, then explain his involvement in the incident, with a focus on the relationship
between Enver Bey and the 31 March Incident. In other words, it will explore the changes that this
incident brought about in Enver’s life and within the Ottoman Empire.

This study primarily utilizes memoirs and other primary sources. It begins by collecting the memoirs
of individuals who personally witnessed the event. The memoirs of notable figures of the time,
including Mahir Said Bey, Finance Minister Cavid Bey of the CUP, and Ali Fuat Tiirkgeldi, who held
critical positions during the late Ottoman period, were examined. Articles written by contemporaries
such as Celal Nuri and Ahmet Bedevi Kuran, who also directly experienced the event, were also used.
In addition to these, eight documents from the Ottoman archives were used, ensuring that previously
unused documents were prioritized over frequently cited ones. Likewise, writings obtained from the
Atatlirk Library were also utilized, thus outlining the main points of the topic under study. The life of
Enver Pasha, the central figure of this article, was researched in depth using both his own memoirs and
other sources. Ultimately, this research was synthesized with insights from contemporary sources,
accompanied by interpretative analysis.

The primary aim of this study is to re-examine the importance of Enver Pasha's role in the 31 March
Incident—a pivotal event in his life and one that has not been sufficiently emphasized in historical



studies. While most sources and online encyclopedias briefly mention Enver Bey’s role in this
incident, this study seeks to highlight it in more detail. It strives to present the incident from Enver
Bey’s perspective. Therefore, works focusing both on Enver Pasha's life and the 31 March Incident
have been utilized. Although primary sources are the primary focus, contemporary sources have also
been frequently referenced. Furthermore, an important historical event is conveyed within the context
of a key historical figure.

2. THE LIFE OF ENVER BEY
2.1 Enver Bey’s Life up to 1909

Enver Pasha, known to be of Gagauz Turk descent, was born on November 23, 1881, on Divan Yolu,
in today’s Cagaloglu district (Turkey Diyanet Foundation Encyclopedia of Islam, 1995, pp. 261-264).
Enver Bey initially attended a primary school and then, upon his father's appointment to the Monastir
province, he enrolled in the military junior high school there. Despite his young age, Enver Bey was
admitted to this school and graduated in 1893 (Mayatepek, 2015, p. 44). In the same year, he entered
the Monastir Military High School, a secondary-level institution. In his memoirs, Enver Bey notes that
the Cretan War broke out during his final year in high school. He completed high school in 1897
(Enver Pasha, 1991, p. 8). Consequently, he gained the right to attend the Ottoman Military Academy,
from which he graduated with distinction, placing him among the 45 officers selected for the General
Staff class. His time in the General Staff class marked many significant events in his life, one of which
took place at Yildiz Palace. One day, Enver Bey and his uncle, Halil Bey, were suddenly taken from
the Military Academy and brought to Yildiz Palace, where they were interrogated. The primary reason
for their questioning was the visit of Prince Abdiilmecid’s German teacher to Enver Bey's residence
(Enver Pasha, 1991, pp. 11-13). Enver Bey considered himself innocent in this matter, yet this incident
left a deep scar in his heart against Sultan Abdulhamid I1. This event, along with later experiences, led
Enver Bey, like many officers of the time, to become a staunch opponent of Sultan Hamid's rule.

Enver Bey graduated from the General Staff class in 1902 as a staff captain (Enver Pasha, 1991, p.
17), marking the official start of his military career. He first interned in various locations in Rumelia,
where he engaged in battles against gangs formed by various ethnic groups (DABOA, October 29,
1906a). Notably, after being promoted to the rank of major in 1905, Enver Bey participated in 54
skirmishes against Greek and Bulgarian gangs, emerging victorious each time. He was awarded
multiple medals and decorations and was promoted to the rank of major in 1906 (Enver Pasha, 1991,
pp. 25-28).

While stationed in Rumelia and still a young officer, Enver Bey experienced an incident that left a
deep spiritual scar. This event involved a Russian consul whipping a gendarme named Halim,
claiming that Halim had failed to salute him (Bardakgi, 2015, pp. 84-85). In the aftermath, Sultan
Hamid’s administration sentenced Halim and another friend to death. Having witnessed this event
firsthand, Enver Bey came to the firm belief that Sultan Hamid’s rule was destined to collapse, a
conviction he emphasized in his memoirs (Enver Pasha, 1991, p. 20). This incident became a crucial
factor in Enver Bey’s opposition to Sultan Hamid’s regime (Saygili, 2013, p. 83). From that point on,
Enver Bey was determined to overthrow the rule of Sultan Hamid. Given his efforts against Greek and
Bulgarian gangs, it can also be said that Enver Bey was a supporter of the Constitutional regime.

Enver Bey's entry into the Ottoman Liberty Society in Thessaloniki, facilitated by his uncle Halil Bey
while he was a major, marked a significant turning point in his life. Knowing Enver Bey’s views, his



uncle Halil Bey, himself an officer, helped him join the society (Enver Pasha, 1991, p. 30). After
joining, Enver Bey was tasked with establishing the Monastir branch of the society, a task he
undertook with the help of Musa Kazim Bey, later known as Kazim Karabekir, a significant figure in
the founding cadre of the Turkish Republic. During this period, Musa Kazim Bey assisted Enver Bey
in strengthening the Monastir branch (Enver Pasha, 1991, pp. 34-36).

Following this, Enver Bey devoted himself to opposing Sultan Hamid's administration. An important
event in 1908 would seal Enver Pasha’s destiny: the meeting between the Russian Tsar and the British
King in the Reval region. Reports suggested that the Russian Tsar and the British King would partition
Ottoman lands between themselves, a rumor that caused a great stir among the opposition, especially
among those critical of the administration (Bardake1, 2015, p. 91). Consequently, the opposition, with
the CUP leading the charge, decided to overthrow Abdulhamid’s regime and establish a constitutional
government.

Before the Reval meeting, the Committee of Union and Progress decided to assassinate Nazim Bey,
the commander of the Thessaloniki garrison. They assigned this task to Enver Bey, a curious situation
since Nazim Bey was also Enver Bey’s brother-in-law. Yet Enver Bey was undeterred, for to him, this
was a matter of patriotism. Regardless of who stood in his way, Enver Bey was determined to
complete the mission. Indeed, he attempted an unsuccessful assassination on Nazim Bey. When a
warrant was issued for his arrest following this attempt, he refused to surrender (Midhat Sertoglu,
2011, p. 3412). Around this time, the Reval meeting shocked Sultan Hamid’s opponents.
Consequently, the CUP decided that Enver Bey should take to the mountains, an act that would
become the first step in his journey to becoming a “Hero of Freedom.”

Sultan Abdulhamid II, finding himself in a precarious situation following Enver Bey’s and Resneli
Niyazi Bey’s withdrawal to the mountains, decided to send his loyal and experienced Pasha, Semsi
Pasha, to the region. However, this decision did not benefit Sultan Hamid, as Semsi Pasha was
assassinated by Lieutenant Atif Bey, a CUP member, at a telegraph station in Monastir, costing
Abdulhamid one of his most valuable assets (Unlii, 2021, pp. 112-114). The CUP did not stop there;
they also arrested Marshal Tatar Osman Pasha, a loyal supporter of Abdulhamid (Midhat Sertoglu,
2011, p. 3413). These events compelled Sultan Hamid to re-enact the Ottoman Constitution on July
23, 1908, thus marking the start of the Second Constitutional Era in the Ottoman Empire. Enver Bey,
who had a direct impact on these events, would subsequently be celebrated as a “Hero of Freedom.”

Enver Bey’s subsequent career would be shaped by this event and the title he earned. He was now a
recognized and beloved officer, and his rise within the CUP would continue. The final phase of this
ascent began in January 1914 when he was promoted to brigadier general and appointed Minister of
War. His fame grew steadily from this point on, with his reputation evolving as those around him
viewed him from different perspectives.

2.2 Major Enver Bey in Berlin

After the proclamation of the Constitutional Monarchy in July 1908, Enver Bey was assigned a new
position: the inspection of the Rumelia provinces, a region he knew well. Enver Bey assumed this role
on August 23, 1908, and held it for approximately 4.5 months (Bardakei, 2015, p. 103). Having spent
significant parts of his life in Rumelia and played a role in the proclamation of the Constitutional
Monarchy there, he willingly accepted this assignment.

The role that would profoundly change Enver Bey’s life came in January 1909 when he was appointed
as the military attaché to Berlin with a salary of 5,500 kurus (DABOA, 1909a, January 16). This



position significantly influenced Enver Bey’s political stance in later years. During his time in Berlin,
Enver Bey became well-acquainted with the Germans, particularly the German army, which would
later lead him to support the Ottoman Empire’s entry into World War I as an ally of Germany. There
were several reasons behind Enver Bey’s decision to bring the Ottoman Empire into an alliance with
Germany in 1914. At that time, no other nation was willing to form an alliance with the Ottoman
Empire, so Germany was essentially the only option. Another reason for this alliance was Enver Bey’s
observations during his tenure as military attaché in Berlin in 1909, which fostered a strong affinity for
Germany (Aydemir, 1971, p. 210). The German military discipline and the ideas of the German
Emperor deeply impressed Enver Bey. The rapprochement policies initiated by Sultan Abdulhamid Il
with Germany years earlier had already influenced the younger Ottoman officers. Emperor Kaiser
Wilhelm II’s visits to Istanbul in 1889 and 1898 had also won him favor among the Turkish public,
with the German Fountain in Istanbul serving as a gift from the emperor. Enver Bey further
strengthened relations with this ally, to whom the Ottoman Empire was already closely connected.
Moreover, this affinity was mutual, as the Germans also showed great interest in Enver Bey (Aydemir,
1971, pp. 199-200). In the end, Enver Bey, known for his disciplined and charismatic personality
compared to other soldiers of the time, drew significant attention. Consequently, this assignment
impacted both Enver Bey and the Ottoman Empire.

Enver Bey’s appointment to Berlin was influential in shaping future policies for both him and the
Ottoman Empire. However, as explained below, this assignment also played a role in the inability to
fully maintain order in Istanbul during the 31 March Incident. The appointment of Enver Bey and
other prominent officers (such as Ali Fethi [Okyar] in Paris, Ali Fuat [Cebesoy] in Rome, and Hafiz
Hakki Bey in Vienna) as military attachés in Europe weakened the military wing of the Committee of
Union and Progress (CUP) at the center (Aydemir, 2011, p. 141). As the opposition atmosphere in
Istanbul intensified, the absence of key CUP military figures like Enver Bey and the young, educated
staff officers sent to Europe contributed to the outbreak and escalation of the 31 March Incident
(Aydemir, 1971, p. 126). Tensions were rising in the capital, and key figures of the CUP were abroad.
Upon learning of the uprising, Enver Bey quickly returned to the country, arriving from Berlin to
Thessaloniki, where he took on the role of Chief of Staff for the Action Army as it set out from
Thessaloniki and entered Istanbul. Following the successful suppression of the rebellion, Enver Bey
returned to his post in Berlin (Turkey Diyanet Foundation Encyclopedia of Islam, 1995, pp. 261-264).
To understand the events leading up to the 31 March Incident, it is necessary to discuss the
developments after July 1908.

3. TOWARD THE 31 MARCH INCIDENT...
3.1 Events Following the Proclamation of the Constitutional Monarchy

After the events in which Enver Bey played a central role in July 1908, the Ottoman Empire entered
its Second Constitutional Era. Initially, many, particularly those in the Committee of Union and
Progress (CUP) and the general public, felt content. However, the revolution did not bring the
anticipated atmosphere. The CUP’s portrayal of the Constitutional Monarchy as a cure-all and the
subsequent failure to fulfill these promises created a negative sentiment among the people (Safi, 2018,
p. 272). In other words, after the re-proclamation of the constitution, events began to unravel rapidly.
The most significant occurrences happened in October, with three major developments within one
week. First, the Kingdom of Bulgaria declared its independence, followed by the Austro-Hungarian
Empire’s announcement of its annexation of Bosnia-Herzegovina the next day. During the same week,



the island of Crete also declared its unification with Greece (Danismend, 1972, pp. 366-367). These
events marked a shift in the winds. Following this, opponents of the CUP began to emerge and grew
rapidly. Even before these events, the opposition party known as the Ahrar Party, led by Prince
Sabahaddin, had already been formed to counter the CUP (Aksin, 1972, p. 550). After these events,
the party gained further strength, with former CUP member Mizanc1 Murat Bey also supporting it and
opposing the CUP (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, p. 3424).

Political developments alone did not drive the formation of CUP opposition. Madrasa students and
noncommissioned officers in the army also strongly opposed the CUP. Each group had its reasons.
Firstly, madrasa students, who had previously been exempt from military service, now had to take a
simple exam to retain this exemption, which caused great discontent among them (Ar1 and Ozan,
2018, p. 228). Consequently, resentment toward the Minister of War grew among madrasa students
(Aydemir, 1971, p. 127). In addition, the fear among noncommissioned officers of being purged led
them to oppose both the school-educated officers and, eventually, the CUP (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, p.
3441). These two factions formed the basis of opposition leading to the 31 March Incident. Later, the
“Sharia-minded” factions also supported this opposition group. Certain figures, chanting “We want
Sharia” slogans, manipulated noncommissioned officers and madrasa students to further their aims,
treating these individuals as mere pawns. One prominent figure among them was Dervis Vahdeti, a
writer for the Volkan newspaper, who published anti-CUP articles, supported Sharia law, and made
his living by reciting mawlid (Islamic poetry) (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, p. 3424). His fiery and
vehement writings began to fuel tensions. Already inclined toward opposition, certain groups became
further inflamed by these articles.

Unlike other opposition journalists, Dervis Vahdeti’s newspaper name, Volkan (\Volcano), was apt, as
his articles erupted with fury. He instilled a strong hatred for the CUP among people, using Islam to
influence his audience. He accused the CUP leaders and Young Turks of irreligion and took a harsh
stance against them (Ar and Ozan, 2018, p. 235). Consequently, CUP opposition began to emerge
among those with strong religious sentiments. For instance, on April 3, Vahdeti held a mawlid
ceremony at Hagia Sophia, attended by many (reportedly around 100,000), essentially turning it into a
show of strength (Sezer, 2017, pp. 145-146). A few days later, Vahdeti’s writings grew even more
incendiary following Hasan Fehmi’s death, making him one of the most significant factors in the lead-
up to the rebellion.

In addition to his newspaper writings, Dervis Vahdeti established a society called /ttihat-1 Muhammedi
(Muhammedan Union) in February 1909. Although this society opposed the CUP, it maintained a
“Sharia-minded” stance, which increased its support (Sehsuvaroglu, 1952, p. 1457). The society’s
main asset was Vahdeti’s intense writings, which were so impactful that they influenced even the
soldiers. In early 1909, the state issued a declaration prohibiting soldiers from engaging in politics
(Mithat Sertoglu, 1999, pp. 45-46). However, this action was seen as futile and went unheeded. On the
morning of March 31, the fourth battalion at Istanbul’s Taskisla barracks would be the first military
unit to initiate the rebellion (Ertekin, 2022, p. 73). Although these battalions were originally brought
from Rumelia to protect liberty and the Constitutional Monarchy, they gradually deteriorated due to
lack of discipline (Kodaman, 1994, pp. 1335-1336). Incited by certain individuals, they became
opponents of the Constitutional Monarchy. These battalions left Tagkisla on the morning of March 31,
gathered at Hagia Sophia, and, numbering around 10,000, initiated the rebellion (llgar, 1968, p. 23).

This was the general atmosphere leading up to March 31. A strong opposition existed, and they had
convinced people that Islamic principles were being neglected and that society was straying from



Islam. While the rebels primarily demanded Sharia law, their fundamental desire was to return to the
year 1878. The single word that characterizes the rebels’ intent is “reactionism” (irtica). In an article
written in 1918, the 9th anniversary of the incident, Celal Nuri Ileri, who witnessed the event
firsthand, viewed the 31 March Incident purely as a reactionary movement (Nuri, 1336, p. 593).
However, he emphasized that a return to Sharia was impossible without employing Western or
European ideas, which were contrary to it. At that time, the Ottoman Empire did not have any of the
capitalist or religiously incompatible practices prevalent in contemporary European states. Therefore,
those demanding Sharia simply wished to return to the old order, maintaining the status quo. In short,
their aim was reactionism.

According to Celal Nuri Tleri, turning back was impossible, as the sun did not set in the east, nor did
rivers flow backward. Only two historical movements succeeded by looking back: the Renaissance
and the Reformation, which were rooted in scientific values (Nuri, 1336, p. 593). For this reason, the
31 March Incident was a revolt initiated by a group of conservatives and opponents of progress (Nuri,
1336, p. 595). Lacking any real foundation, the rebellion ultimately failed. The rebels were unaware of
the issues at hand or what they were demanding, which underscored the dire situation.

Ahmet Bedevi Kuran, who also witnessed the event, described the uprising as opposition to the CUP
and viewed it as a reflection of public dissatisfaction with the negative events following the
Constitutional Monarchy (Kuran, 1950, pp. 557-558). Kuran’s observations as a soldier in the military
academy at that time were significant. In sum, there were people who were dissatisfied with certain
issues. These individuals or groups were exploited by those with a religious identity within the context
of this event. The people were unsure of their own demands. Even though Islamic principles and
institutions remained within the state, the rebels’ chants of “We want Sharia” indicated their lack of
understanding (Aydemir, 1971, p. 139). The quick suppression of the rebellion reflected the weakness
of the rebels. One thing that must be stated is that the impact of the 31 March Incident continued for
years. Even today, the event remains a topic of debate, with the deposition of the sultan enhancing its
historical significance.

3.2 What Sparked the Fuse?

Ultimately, a series of developments had brought the situation to a boiling point. The pot was already
simmering, and only a spark was needed to set everything ablaze. That spark came on April 7, when
Hasan Fehmi, a reporter for the opposition newspaper Serbesti, was assassinated on the Galata Bridge,
and his friend Sakir Bey was wounded (DABOA, 1909a, April 7). This event strengthened the resolve
of the opposition, and newspapers published fierce articles about the incident (Cavid Bey, 2014, p.
30). As a concrete event highlighting the restrictions on freedom of expression and the superficial
nature of liberty, it became a powerful weapon for the opposition. This incident would become the
starting point of a rebellion.

The funeral for Hasan Fehmi was a grand affair (Pekmen, 2023, p. 43), reflecting the hatred toward
the government and, particularly, the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP). The fuse had been lit.
Fiery articles continued to be published in Volkan newspaper, and the situation had reached a breaking
point. On the Rumi calendar date of March 31, or April 13 in the Gregorian calendar, the soldiers of
the Fourth Infantry Battalion in Tagkisla first imprisoned their officers and then proceeded to Hagia
Sophia Square. They began protests in front of the Chamber of Deputies, where religious leaders
joined them, chanting “We want Sharia” (Cavid Bey, 2014, p. 35).

3.3 The “Reactionary Incident” Begins...



With the revolt of the infantry battalions, the rebels gathered in front of the Chamber of Deputies,
causing a great uproar. The deputies remained inside the building. The rebels’ main demand was a
change in government, followed by the dismissal of the Minister of War, Speaker of the Parliament
Ahmet Riza Bey, and the CUP deputy Hiiseyin Cahit Bey. So consumed with hatred were the rebels
that they Killed a deputy and a minister whom they mistook for these individuals. One of these was
Minister of Justice Nazim Pasha, who was killed after being mistaken for Ahmet Riza Bey (Tiirkgeldi,
2021, pp. 30-31). Although he had no connection to the recent developments, some claim that his
death was intended as revenge for journalist Hasan Fehmi (Pekmen, 2023, p. 139). Similarly, Arslan
Bey, a deputy from Latakia, was murdered in cold blood, having been mistaken for Hiiseyin Cahit
(Cavid Bey, 2014, p. 36). Arslan Bey, an entirely innocent young man, was mercilessly killed by the
rebels. Mahir Said Bey, a CUP opponent present in the Parliament, detailed the events of that day in
his memoirs, noting that the rebels occasionally fired randomly into the building (Pekmen, 2023, p.
123). He also witnessed Arslan Bey’s body. Meanwhile, Hiiseyin Cahit Bey, the CUP leader and
future Finance Minister, escaped to Thessaloniki with Cavit Bey. After the Action Army restored
order in Istanbul, the two men returned to the capital (Cavid Bey, 2014, pp. 38-43).

In the end, the rebels killed numerous people, not only in front of the Parliament but also in various
places across Istanbul. The noncommissioned officers, who harbored deep hatred toward school-
educated officers, killed over twenty of them, discarding their bodies in corners (Aksin, 2007, p. 60).
Among them was Ilyas Efendi, a lieutenant from Trabzon, who single-handedly tried to confront the
rebels. He bravely responded to the rebel crowd on the Galata Bridge with his weapon and was
ultimately Killed, his body left on the bridge for 24 hours (Koz, 2015, pp. 9-11). Ilyas Efendi’s murder
illustrated the unchecked brutality of the rebels. Another significant event that demonstrated the
disorderly nature of the rebels was the killing of Ali Kabuli Bey, commander of the Asar-i Tevfik
battleship, in front of Yildiz Palace and in the presence of Sultan Abdulhamid II. This incident, which
took place on April 15, the third day of the rebellion, was triggered by fears that Yildiz Palace might
be bombed. Prince Sabahaddin was reportedly behind this plan, having ordered that the palace be
bombed if the Constitutional Monarchy was in jeopardy and the rebellion could not be contained
(Aksin, 2018, p. 30). Ali Kabuli Bey had been informed of this decision. Upon hearing of it, the crew
became furious and detained their captain. They brought him to Yildiz Palace, where he was presented
before the sultan. Already battered on the way, Captain Bey was in a pitiful state as he appeared before
the sultan, who ordered him to be taken to the cellar. At that moment, someone prodded him with a
bayonet, prompting others to attack. Targeted by numerous bayonets, Ottoman Major Ali Kabuli Bey
died at the hands of the rebels (Pekmen, 2023, p. 96). The rebels even desecrated his corpse. This
incident underscores the extent of the violence that claimed the lives of many innocent people who had
set out under the slogan “We want Sharia.”

Returning to the front of the Parliament, tensions were high. The Grand Vizier Hiiseyin Hilmi Pasha
and other ministers believed that resigning was the only solution. Consequently, the Grand Vizier
resigned, and a new cabinet was formed by Ahmet Tevfik Pasha (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, p. 31). The most
significant change in the new cabinet was the appointment of Gazi Ethem Pasha as Minister of War in
response to the rebels’ demands, replacing Ali Riza Pasha (Pekmen, 2023, p. 132). This change was
also endorsed by Sultan Abdulhamid II. It pleased the rebels, as the new Minister of War, Gazi Ethem
Pasha, was a religious man with war experience, respected and admired by many (Olmez, 2013, p.
212). His great success in the 1897 Greco-Turkish War had earned him respect among soldiers and
bolstered his military charisma. Thus, the rebels held great respect for this old, seasoned statesman



(Olmez, 2013, p. 213). Ethem Pasha himself even managed to subdue the rebels to some extent.
However, the soldiers continued to act disorderly (Pekmen, 2023, p. 135).

On April 14, Dervis Vahdeti re-entered the scene. Aware of the rebellion, he advised the sultan, “It is
within your power to dissolve the Parliament” (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, p. 3443). Meanwhile, the
military’s disobedience persisted. Another issue worth emphasizing here is the inability to suppress
these unruly rebels. The 30,000-strong Imperial Guard Regiment stationed in the capital was not
utilized in the rebellion by their commander, Mahmut Muhtar Pasha (Borak, 1992, p. 360).
Consequently, the rebellion escalated, and Mahmut Muhtar Pasha demonstrated a remarkable lack of
foresight.

Nevertheless, a significant development during those days would alter the course of events. This was a
telegram from the prominent CUP member Ismail Canbulat to the CUP headquarters, stating, “The
Constitutional Monarchy is finished” (Tirkgeldi, 2021, pp. 34-35). This message awakened the pro-
constitutionalists in Rumelia. Mahmud Shevket Pasha organized a massive rally in Liberty Square on
July 11, attended by many people, including non-Muslims (Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i Osmaniye
Heyet-i Tahririyesi, 1911, p. 12). Under the leadership of Mahmud Shevket Pasha, an army was
formed, consisting of the Second Army, the Third Army, and volunteers. Many of these volunteers
were Greeks, Bulgarians, and Albanians who had previously engaged in anti-Ottoman insurgencies
(Ciftgi, 2016, pp. 218-219). Although the stated purpose of this movement was to restore the
Constitutional Monarchy, the diverse composition of the Action Army called its legitimacy into
question. In the following days, this army would march toward Istanbul.

4. THE ACTION ARMY IS COMING!
4.1 Formation and Departure of the Action Army

The establishment of the Action Army changed the course of the 31 March Incident, as this army
would set out to suppress the rebellion in Istanbul. The order to form the army was given by Third
Army Commander Mahmud Shevket Pasha. However, the idea originated from Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha
and his Chief of Staff, Captain Mustafa Kemal Bey, who named it the “Action Army” (Aydemir,
1971, p. 164). Furthermore, the first units of the Action Army to arrive at the gates of Istanbul would
be under the command of these two leaders (Borak, 1992, p. 364). In fact, the declarations issued by
Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha were penned by Mustafa Kemal Bey (Borak, 1992, p. 369). Until Mahmud
Shevket Pasha and Enver Bey arrived, Mustafa Kemal and Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha were the primary
leaders responsible for the army, with Mustafa Kemal even planning its strategy (Atatiirk, 2015, p.
564). The army was initially divided into two divisions, with Hiisnii Pasha commanding one division
and Mustafa Kemal serving as its chief of staff (Ertekin, 2022, p. 74). However, once Enver Bey
assumed the overall position as Chief of Staff, Mustafa Kemal’s role was diminished. At the start of
the incident, Enver Bey was still in Berlin.

While in Berlin at the onset of the incident, Enver Bey gave an interview to a German newspaper on
the second day of the uprising, stating that the rebellion would be suppressed within a day and blaming
the Ahrar Party as the instigators (Ozden, 2021, pp. 592-593). Likely realizing the seriousness of the
situation, Enver Bey decided to return to his homeland, leaving Berlin on the evening of April 14.
After meeting with his friend Hafiz Hakki Bey, the military attaché in Vienna, he arrived in
Thessaloniki on the evening of April 16 (Ozden, 2021, pp. 594-595). Following his meetings there, he



traveled to YesilkOy, where he would assume the role of Chief of Staff for the army. The Action
Army’s approach and subsequent operations upon entering Istanbul are worth examining.

The army, assembled in Rumelia, arrived in sections at Hadimkoy. Von Der Goltz Pasha, a former
German military advisor to the Ottoman army, praised the Ottoman Empire’s ability to transport
thousands of soldiers to Istanbul in a short period (Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i Osmaniye Heyet-i
Tahririyesi, 1911, p. 15). This demonstrated the seriousness of the situation, as such a mobilization of
troops and supplies was akin to a state of emergency. The Action Army initially set up headquarters in
Hadimkdy, with the first units under Hiisnli Pasha’s command, including Mustafa Kemal. Upon
reaching Yesilkdy, the army issued two telegrams, one directed to the Ministry of War and the other to
the public. These telegrams, which defined the purpose and legitimacy of the Action Army, are
historically significant and deserve further examination.

4.2 Activities of Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha

On April 6, the Action Army had reached the gates of Istanbul. Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha, as the army’s
commander at the time, sent two important telegrams: one to the General Staff and another to the
people of Istanbul. In his telegram to the General Staff, he condemned the conscienceless and selfish
individuals who, under the guise of demanding Sharia, had sought to hand over the Constitutional
Monarchy to the “executioners of tyranny” and had stained the nation’s honor. He stated that these
individuals had brought great shame upon the Ottoman army and that, to cleanse this shame and
restore order, the Action Army would enter the capital to re-establish peace (Hiisnii, 1325a, pp. 4-5).
He also outlined two main conditions. The first was that the military would no longer intervene in
politics and would focus solely on its duties, with soldiers even swearing an oath on the Qur’an. This
was an attempt to prevent internal divisions within the military, addressing one of its most significant
issues. The soldiers’ oath on the Qur’an was also seen as a tactic to counter the rebels by affirming the
military’s religious commitment, thus creating balance within the army. The second condition
stipulated that no one should oppose the measures and penalties applied to the individuals who had
revolted under the guise of supporting Sharia. This condition foreshadowed the impending executions,
warning that no one should object to the punishments imposed on insurgents, whether they were
clergy or soldiers (Hiisnii, 1325a, p. 5).

On the same day, Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha issued a proclamation to the people of Istanbul, stating that
the Action Army had come to strengthen the Constitutional Monarchy (Hiisnii, 1325b, p. 5). He
assured the innocent public that they would not be harmed and that only the rebels would be punished.
The statement aimed to reassure the public and promised that those responsible for the deaths of the
martyrs would be held accountable (Hiisnii, 1325b, p. 6). This proclamation’s primary goal was to
rally public support for the Action Army. Emphasizing repeatedly that the innocent would not be
harmed and clarifying the army’s objectives served to inform the public. In this way, Hiiseyin Hiisnii
Pasha completed the groundwork for the operation, effectively concluding a form of propaganda. All
that remained was for the army to enter the capital and restore order. This would occur on the night of
Friday, April 23. However, before this, the leaders of the Action Army stationed outside Istanbul
would meet with the deputies to make important decisions. With their support, the army would then
enter Istanbul.

4.3 Enver Bey and the Action Army Enter Istanbul!

After Hiisnii Pasha’s preparations, the army was fully ready. With the army in place, Mahmud Shevket
Pasha arrived in Yesilkoy on April 22 to assume formal command (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, p. 3445).



However, the army could not enter Istanbul immediately, as Sultan Abdulhamid Il sent his trusted
officials to YesilkOy to negotiate with the Action Army. This delegation, led by Hursit Pasha, returned
without any results (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, p. 35).

The crucial event was the arrival of several deputies in Yesilkdy, who had traveled there at the
suggestion of CUP leaders (Pekmen, 2023, p. 186). The deputies aimed to meet with the Action Army
and make decisions. This meeting, held on April 22 after Mahmud Shevket Pasha’s arrival, was
chaired by Kiigiik Said Pasha and convened under the title Meclis-i Umumi-i Milli (General National
Assembly) (Kursun, 2024, pp. 330-331). Although certain decisions (such as the deposition of the
sultan) were made, they were kept confidential. However, the most significant outcome was the
alignment of the Chamber of Deputies with the Action Army (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, p. 3445). The
day after this assembly, the Action Army entered Istanbul.

On the evening of Friday, April 23, the Action Army entered Istanbul (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, p. 37). Enver
Bey and many other young officers were part of this army. They first launched an operation at the
Davutpasa barracks (Olmez, 2013, p. 231). After capturing this location, the army divisions moved to
various parts of the city. Enver Bey led an advance toward the Tagkigla and Taksim barracks
(Aydemir, 1971, p. 168). However, the Action Army encountered fierce resistance here, with the most
intense clashes of the 31 March Incident occurring at this location. Civilians were even caught in the
crossfire; one such victim was a non-Muslim woman named Eleni, a seamstress (DABOA, 19093,
June 8). The army itself also suffered significant losses, most notably Enver Bey’s close friend Muhtar
Bey (Aydemir, 1971, p. 168). This deeply affected Enver Bey, who engaged in direct combat and
played a key role in capturing the barracks. After capturing Taskisla, affected by the loss of Muhtar
Bey, Enver Bey imposed harsh penalties on several rebel officers (Candemir, 2009, pp. 81-82). Enver
Bey took an active role throughout the suppression of the rebellion, personally commanding nine of
the twenty-four battalions and successfully quelling three revolts in Pera (Ozden, 2021, p. 600). He
also led volunteer units formed from militias and was among the commanders present at Yildiz Palace
during Sultan Abdulhamid’s deposition (Aydemir, 1971, p. 172). Though Enver Bey played a
prominent role in the uprising, he returned to Berlin after not receiving the expected appointment from
Mahmud Shevket Pasha (Ozden, 2021, p. 614).

As the events of April 24 concluded, the Action Army had almost completely established control over
Istanbul. On Sunday, April 25, martial law was declared not only in Istanbul but also in Bilad-1 Selase
[Eyiip, Galata, and Uskiidar] as well as Kartal, Beykoz, Izmit, Gebze, and Catalca (DABOA, 1909a,
April 26). Mahmud Shevket Pasha, commander of the Action Army, effectively took control.
Following the uprising, numerous individuals were sentenced to death or exile. The primary figures
held responsible for the rebellion were Dervis Vahdeti and Mizanc1t Murat. Dervis Vahdeti was
sentenced to death (DABOA, 1909a, July 14), while Mizanct Murat was exiled to Rhodes and spared
his life (DABOA, 1909a, June 14). Besides punishments, the Action Army implemented certain
reforms, notably purging the military and police. For instance, 852 police officers were dismissed for
their involvement in the uprising (DABOA, 1909a, May 24). Additionally, all revolvers with a barrel
length exceeding 15 cm were confiscated to maintain security and order (DABOA, 1909a, May 12).
Thus, martial law was employed to restore order in Istanbul. Ultimately, the rebellion that began on
March 31, known as the “Reactionary Incident,” was quelled.

The most significant outcome of the incident was the deposition of Sultan Abdulhamid Il. This
decision had been made secretly during the assembly in Yesilkdy on April 22. After the rebellion was
suppressed, it was resolved to act on this decision, and a joint session of the Chamber of Deputies and



the Senate was convened at Hagia Sophia. The assembly decided to depose the sultan, and
Abdulhamid II was sent to Alatini Mansion in Thessaloniki (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, pp. 42-43). A fatwa
from the Sheikh al-Islam was also obtained for this deposition on April 27 (Olmez, 2013, p. 241), and
Sultan Mehmed V (Resad) ascended the throne.

It should be noted that neither Sultan Abdulhamid Il nor the CUP can be deemed primarily responsible
for the incident. Sultan Hamid had stated that he was willing to cede the throne to his brother upon the
arrival of the Action Army, and Ahmet Riza Bey expressed that the sultan was not involved in the
incident (Danismend, 1972, p. 370). The sultan had also urged against resistance to the Action Army
(Tirkgeldi, 2021, pp. 36-37). Moreover, according to Ali Fuat Tiirkgeldi, Talat Pasha, one of the
leading CUP figures, affirmed that the sultan had no involvement in the 31 March Incident (Tiirkgeldi,
2021, p. 51). However, since the sultan’s deposition ultimately benefited the CUP, they were
perceived as the orchestrators of the event. But it is implausible that a newly established and
unaccepted party would intentionally alienate the public (Kursun, 2012, p. 54). Furthermore, many
school-educated officers who suffered in the incident were valued by the CUP, making it unlikely that
the party would “shoot itself in the foot” by targeting its supporters. The incident was fueled by a
discontented faction, which was exploited by Vahdeti and the Ahrar Party. Enver Bey, in an interview
with a German newspaper, correctly identified the Ahrar Party as the culprit. However, since Prince
Sabahaddin was a member of the royal family, he was not held accountable after the rebellion
(Kursun, 2012, p. 59). Thus, the matter was closed, leaving behind only a failed rebellion instigated by
the prince and his European connections.

5. EVALUATING THE INCIDENT FROM ENVER BEY'S PERSPECTIVE

As previously mentioned, Enver Bey was serving as a military attaché in Berlin when the uprising
began. Upon hearing of the events, he quickly traveled to Thessaloniki and then to the outskirts of
Istanbul. Before delving further into these details, it is worth mentioning one of Enver Bey’s
prominent qualities. He was, above all, a courageous individual with a love for taking initiative. He
was prepared to sacrifice everything for his country—more specifically, for the state. He had proven
this by fighting mountain bandits in his youth and later by rebelling against the existing government at
the risk of becoming an outlaw. In other words, although he was a man of duty, he possessed the
strength to do whatever was necessary for the state. Thus, one of the reasons he hurried from Berlin to
Istanbul when the 31 March rebellion erupted was this very trait. Enver Bey recognized that the
country, especially its freedom, was in danger. Regardless of the outcome, he knew he had to be there.
His swift journey to the capital reflected this internal conviction. There was also a pragmatic side to
his motives; Enver Bey wanted to be seen as a savior, as this role would pave the way for his future.
Without a doubt, Enver Bey left Berlin with this ambition in mind.

Following the outbreak of the 31 March uprising, the Action Army was established in Thessaloniki,
comprising units from the Third and Second Armies and volunteers (Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i
Osmaniye Heyet-i Tahririyesi, 1911, p. 16). While Mahmud Shevket Pasha founded this army,
Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasha was appointed as its commander. Mustafa Kemal Bey, who was in Thessaloniki
at the time, served as the chief of staff (Atatiirk, 2015, p. 564). As the army advanced in parts toward
Yesilk0y, some administrative changes took place. Mahmud Shevket Pasha’s appointment as
commander of the army, which had been anticipated, was formalized here (Aydemir, 1971, p. 166).
He would enter Istanbul with the demeanor of a conqueror, refusing to let anyone else assume this
role. But this was not the only administrative change; when the army reached Yesilkdy, another key



position was reassigned. The chief of staff position, originally held by Mustafa Kemal Bey, was given
to Enver Bey, who had come from Berlin (Mayatepek, 2015, p. 50). This event marked a crucial step
in Enver Bey’s career trajectory, which would culminate in his role as Minister of War. Although
Mustafa Kemal was a strong candidate for chief of staff—having already served as Hiiseyin Hiisnii
Pasha’s chief of staff and contributed to planning the operation—he was sidelined upon Enver Bey’s
arrival.

Enver Bey’s hurried journey from Berlin to Thessaloniki, and from there to Istanbul, was not a mere
coincidence. He desired the position of chief of staff for the Action Army, a role he sought directly
from the CUP leaders upon his arrival in Thessaloniki (Aydemir, 1971, p. 166). Given his prominence
within the CUP, this role was granted to him. Moreover, key CUP leaders also supported Enver Bey’s
appointment. As the Action Army was led by Mahmud Shevket Pasha, a non-CUP member, Enver’s
involvement helped maintain balance among the CUP’s military wing (Pekmen, 2023, p. 194). When
Enver arrived in Yesilkdy, he was warmly greeted by many who kissed his cheeks (Pekmen, 2023, p.
188). Enver was now gradually stepping into the spotlight, which would lead to further high-level
responsibilities within the CUP and government.

Upon arriving in Istanbul, Enver Bey took over the chief of staff position from Mustafa Kemal Bey.
While Mahmud Shevket Pasha entered the capital as a "conqueror,” so did the 28-year-old Major
Enver Bey. This alliance between Enver Bey and Mahmud Shevket Pasha would resurface in 1913
when Enver, after orchestrating the violent coup known as the Bab-1 Ali Raid, appointed Mahmud
Shevket Pasha as Grand Vizier (Danismend, 1972, pp. 398-401). However, after suppressing the 31
March Incident, Mahmud Shevket Pasha’s relationship with prominent CUP leaders, including Enver
Bey, was strained. Although Enver Bey had expected a significant role in the capital—likely as an
undersecretary—he was disappointed and subsequently left Istanbul (Ozden, 2021, p. 614). In his
journal, CUP leader Cavit Bey noted that Mahmud Shevket Pasha’s pride caused disappointment
among CUP members, including Enver and Talat, who had anticipated promotions (Cavit Bey, 2014,
p. 48).

The 31 March Incident held great significance for Enver Bey for several reasons, chief among them
the enhancement of his charisma and prestige. Having previously been hailed as a “Hero of Liberty”
following the proclamation of the Constitutional Monarchy in July 1908, he had now come from afar
to aid the pro-constitutionalists in their time of need. Enver had become the savior of both the
Constitutional Monarchy and liberty. Despite his young age, he enjoyed a level of prestige comparable
to that of a general. His role as chief of staff further boosted his status. After the 31 March Incident
was suppressed, Sanli Ordu, the newspaper representing the Action Army, reported that Mahmud
Shevket Pasha and Enver Bey’s names were being discussed on the streets of Istanbul (Karaman,
2014, p. 260).

Thus, Enver Bey was quickly ascending the ranks. His entry into Istanbul as chief of staff and the
recognition he garnered bolstered his prominence within the CUP (Ozden, 2021, pp. 613-614).
Although he had been sent to Berlin, distancing him from the center, his swift return solidified his
authority. This incident strengthened his position within the CUP and enhanced his reputation in
Istanbul, paving the way for his marriage into the royal family later that same year (Aydemir, 1971, p.
176). These factors contributed to the rise of the figure we know as Enver Pasha. While many
recognized him as the figurehead of the Constitutional Monarchy, it was his role as chief of staff in the
Action Army during the 31 March Incident that cemented his authority in Istanbul.



This position’s significance is underscored by the resulting tension with Mustafa Kemal. Mustafa
Kemal was deeply disappointed at not being appointed chief of staff (Aydemir, 2011, p. 146). This
incident laid the foundation for the rivalry between Mustafa Kemal and Enver Bey, which would
persist for years. In fact, during the same year, Mustafa Kemal, attending the CUP congress, would
insist on the separation of the military from politics, partly influenced by his experience with Enver
Bey (Aydemir, 1971, p. 176). Mustafa Kemal likely believed that Enver’s presence in the Action
Army was due to the CUP’s support, fueling his advocacy for the separation of the military and
politics. This viewpoint would later prove justified, as the Balkan Wars exposed the consequences of
political divisions within the military. However, the CUP would reject Mustafa Kemal’s stance,
leading to his eventual departure from the organization (Aydemir, 2011, p. 136). His appointment as a
military attaché in Sofia and subsequent minor roles signaled his fall from favor (Aydemir, 2011, p.
173). In contrast, Enver Bey continued to rise within the CUP. In 1913, he staged the Bab-1 Ali Raid,
overthrowing the government and securing full power for the CUP. Later that year, Enver recaptured
Edirne from the Bulgarians and was promoted to colonel, eventually becoming Minister of War.

In conclusion, the 31 March Incident was far more than a mere uprising. Its impact was profound, as
Enver Pasha, who would eventually lead the empire into World War |, saw his ascent accelerated by
his role as chief of staff in the Action Army. This was a critical milestone in his unstoppable rise, as it
also introduced a lifelong rival: Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, the future founding leader of the Turkish
Republic. Their rivalry would reach new heights during the national struggle when Enver Pasha
arrived in Batumi, seeking entry into Turkey, only to be thwarted by Mustafa Kemal’s victory in the
Battle of Sakarya as Commander-in-Chief. Although the 31 March Incident ended, its repercussions
would echo for years.

6. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, Enver Bey played a significant role in the 31 March Incident. While serving as a
military attaché in Berlin, he gave interviews to German newspapers about the uprising, stating that it
would soon be suppressed. He identified the Ahrar Party as the instigators, a reasonable assessment
that demonstrated his foresight early on, providing insight into those behind the events.

Realizing the seriousness of the rebellion, Enver Bey quickly traveled to Thessaloniki to meet with
CUP leaders, making important decisions, including his appointment as the chief of staff for the
Action Army. Upon reaching Yesilkdy, he assumed this role. Meanwhile, Mustafa Kemal Bey, the
army’s strategist and “namesake,” was sidelined, relegated to chief of staff for a single division. This
marked the beginning of the tension between the two men.

As the Action Army’s chief of staff, Enver Bey demonstrated valor in Istanbul, greatly enhancing his
prestige. His name began to be mentioned in newspapers and on the streets. His successful capture of
Taskisla and active participation in the clashes contributed to his military charisma. Despite expecting
a prominent position afterward, he returned to Berlin when this did not materialize. Although he did
not secure a high-ranking role, this success would serve as a reference for future opportunities,
ultimately paving his way to becoming a leading figure in the state.

Thus, Enver Bey’s activities during the 31 March Incident are summarized here. Already renowned as
a “Hero of Liberty,” he entered Istanbul as a protector of the Constitutional Monarchy, becoming one
of those who suppressed the anti-liberty uprising. This elevated his stature within the CUP and in
public opinion, boosting his reputation. His enhanced charisma would eventually elevate him to one of



the empire’s highest positions. His accomplishments in the Italo-Turkish War in 1911 and the
recapture of Edirne during the Second Balkan War in 1913 would solidify him as the empire’s leading
figure. Consequently, Enver Pasha’s active role in the 31 March Incident became one of the most
pivotal moments in the life of the man who would shape the fate of a crumbling empire.

In summary, Enver’s contribution to the 31 March Incident is undeniable. His command over several
divisions and personal involvement in intense clashes brought the rebellion to an end. Although he did
not achieve his desired position afterward, his charisma and fame increased, factors that would
eventually make him the primary decision-maker for the empire.
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31 MART VAKASINDA ENVER BEY’IN ROLUNE YENIDEN BAKMAK

Furkan UCAR” Hasip SAYGILI™

OZET

31 Mart Vakasi, nedenleri ve sonuglar itibariyle Osmanli Devleti’nin son yillarinda iz birakmis miithim bir
olaydir. Mesrutiyet idaresine karsi ¢ikan bu ayaklanma sonucunda Sultan II. Abdiilhamit tahttan indirilmis ve
yerine kardesi Sultan Resat tahtin yeni sahibi olmustur. Bu ¢ergevede Mesrutiyet’in ilaninda da ¢ok 6nemli rolii
olan Kurmay Binbasi Enver Bey yine hadiselerin gidisatinda fiilen bulunarak askeri siyasi kariyerinde énemli bir
asama kaydetmistir. Ancak literatiirde bir¢ok ¢alismada Enver Bey’in 31 Mart (13 Nisan 1909) isyan1 sonrasi
rolii iizerinde hak ettigi derecede durulmamistir. Bu ¢alismada imparatorlugun son yillarinda iilkenin kaderine
hilkkmeden Enver Pasa’nin 31 Mart Vakasinin bastirilmasi ve sonrasindaki roliine yeniden bakilacaktir. Temel
olarak da olay anlatilsa dahi olaya Enver Bey agisindan bakilacaktir. Bunun i¢in hem anilarla hem de arsiv
kaynaklarindan yararlanilarak Enver Bey’in Abdiilhamit’in tahttan inmesindeki rolii ve isyan siiresinde
Istanbul’daki faaliyetleri ortaya konulacaktir. 31 Mart Hadisesi patlak verdiginde Enver Bey’in Berlin’de askeri
atase olarak bulunmasinin olaylarin akisina etkisi, isyan bastirma siiresince Istanbul’a siiratle gelip asilerle
carpismasi, bu sirada ¢ok yakin bir silah arkadasini kaybetmesi ve bunun kendisinde meydana getirdigi travma
ile bu baglamdaki faaliyetler makalemizde incelenecektir. Yine bu hadise ¢ercevesinde daha sonra
Cumhuriyet’in kurucu lideri olacak olan Kurmay Yiizbagi Mustafa Kemal Bey ile iliskileri degerlendirilip
isyanin bastirilmasi siirecinin Enver Bey’in karizmasina yaptigi etkiye iliskin bulgular sunulacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sultan II. Abdiilhamit, 31 Mart, Enver Bey, Hareket Ordusu, Yesilkoy.

1. GIRIS

Ittihatcilarin askeri kanadinin girisimleri sonucu Sultan II. Abdiilhamit 23 Temmuz 1908 tarihinde
1876 anayasasini yeniden yiiriirlige koydugunu ilan etmis ve boylece ikinci kez Mesrutiyet donemine
girilmistir. Ancak Mesrutiyet’in ilam1 {imit edilen diizeni getirmemistir. Oncelikli olarak Ittihat ve
Terakki’nin yonetimde tek s6z sahibi olmak istemesi ve bundan otiirii de mubhalif firkalara sans
tammamasi hiirriyetgilere ilk darbeyi vurmustur. Bundan dolay1 ozellikle Ittihat ve Terakki
aleyhtarlarinin sayist artmigtir. Bunun disinda 1908 yilinin Ekim ayinda ayni hafta igerisinde
Avusturya-Macaristan imparatorlugu Bosna-Hersek’i ilhak etmis, Bulgaristan Prensligi bagimsizligint
ilan etmis ve Girit de Yunanistan’a katildigimi duyurmustur. Bu énemli ii¢ gelisme ittihat ve Terakki
mubhaliflerini olduk¢a gii¢clendirirken muhaliflerinin sindirilmesi de gerilimi artirmistir.
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Bunlarla beraber Ittihat ve Terakki’ye karsi nefret duyanlar arasinda alayli subaylar ve medrese
talebeleri de vardir. Ozellikle Mesrutiyet’in ilan1 sonrasinda birgok alayli subaym emekli edilmesi
sonucunda bu smifta yonetime karsi biiylik bir nefret olusmustur. Onlarm bu nefreti 31 Mart’1
baslatacaktir. Askerlerin diginda medrese talebeleri de mevcut yonetimden rahatsizdirlar. Onlarin
rahatsiz olmalarinin nedeni ise askerlik yapmamalari i¢in 6grenci olduklarini ispat eden bir sinava tabi
tutulmalaridir. Iste boylece muhalif cepheye katilan bu iki grup 31 Mart vakasimin bas aktorlerini
olusturacaktir.

Neticede bu gergin havada muhalif bir gazeteci olan Hasan Fehmi’nin faili meghul bir cinayete kurban
gitmesi muhaliflerin sabrini tagiran son olay olmustur. 13 Nisan giinii daha 6nce Mesrutiyet’i korumak
icin Rumeli’den getirilen avci taburlarindan bazilari tiim bu olumsuzluklar1 arkasina alarak ‘Seriat
Isteriz’ sloganlart ile isyan etmislerdir. Istanbul’da asayisin giderek azaldig1 bu sirada Rumeli merkezli
I1I. ordu kumandam olan Mahmut Sevket Pasa Hareket Ordusu naminda bir ordu kurarak Istanbul’a
girmistir. Ordunun kurmay bagkani ise Berlin askeri atasesi olan Binbasi Enver Bey’dir. Enver Bey
isyan haberini alir almaz Berlin’den gelerek Selanik’e varmus ve Ittihat ve Terakki merkezi ile
goriiserek Yesilkoy’e gelmistir. Burada ordunun kurmay bagkanligini teslim alarak kariyerinin doniim
noktalarindan birini olusturmustur. Iste bu ¢alismada da bu olay baglaminda Enver Bey’in rolii ve
olaym Enver Bey acisindan nasil bir konumda yer aldig tartisilacaktir.

31 Mart vakast Osmanli Imparatorlugu agisindan miithim bir olaydir. Ozellikle de Enver Bey’in
hayatinda 6nemli bir yer tutacaktir. Bu yazida ise hem 31 Mart Vakasi incelenecek hem de Enver
Bey’in bu olay igerisindeki durumu ve olaym nezdinde neler ifade ettigi incelenecektir. Bu olayin
Enver Bey ve Osmanli imparatorluguna olan sonuglarina da deginilecektir. Boylece asil olarak hem 31
Mart merkezli hem de Enver Bey merkezli bir ¢alisma olacaktir. Bu nedenle 6ncelikli olarak Enver
Bey’in 1909 yilina kadar olan yasami ve 31 Mart olayr hakkinda bilgiler verilecek daha sonra da
kendisinin olayla miinasebeti anlatilacaktir. Ancak merkezimiz Enver Bey ve 31 Mart iliskisi
olacaktir. Yani bu olayin hem Enver’in hayatinda hem de Osmanli imparatorlugunda ne gibi
degisiklikler olusturdugu incelenecektir.

Bu ¢alismada baslica anilar dahil olmak iizere birincil kaynaklardan yararlanilmistir. Oncelikli olarak
olay1 bizzat yasayan insanlarin yazdiklar1 anilar toplanarak makaleye baslanmistir. O dénemin 6nemli
isimlerinden olan Mahir Said Bey, ittihatgilarin Maliye Nazir1 Cavid Bey ve Osmanli’min son
doéneminde kritik gorevlerde bulunmus olan Ali Fuat Tiirkgeldi’nin anilar1 incelenmistir. Ayni sekilde
olay1 bizzat yasamis olan Celal Nuri ve Ahmet Bedevi Kuran gibi isimlerin yazdiklart makaleler de
kullanilmistir. Bunlarin disinda birincil kaynak olarak arsivden arastirmalar yapilmig ve Osmanl
arsivinden 8 adet belge kullanilmigtir. Bu belgelerin de daha onceki ¢aligmalarda kullanilmamis
olmasina dikkat edilmis ve sik sik kullanilan belgelere yer verilmek istenmemistir. Yine ayni sekilde
Atatiirk Kitapligindan elde edilen yazilardan da faydalanilmistir. Boylece yazilmakta olan konunun
ana hatlar ¢izilmistir. Ayrica makalenin konusunun baskahramani olan Enver Pasa’nin hayati hem
kendi yazmis oldugu anilarindan hem de bagkalarimin yazmis oldugu kaynaklardan detayli bir sekilde
arastirilmigtir. Sonugta yapilan tiim bu arastirmalar ile giiniimiizde yazilmis giincel kaynaklardan elde
edilen fikirler ile harmanlanarak yorum da katilarak aktarilmaya ¢aligilmistir.

Yazilmis olan bu arastirmada temel amag, Enver Pasa gibi yakin donem tarihinde kkayda deger bir yer
edinmis olan karakterin hayatinda bir ¢esit doniim noktasi olan ve {izerinde pek durulmayan 31 Mart
olayidaki roliiniin 6nemine yeniden bakmaktir. Giincel internet ansiklopedilerinde ve ¢ogu kaynakta
Enver Bey’in bahsi gecen olaydaki rolii kisaca anlatilarak gec¢ilmisken bu ¢aligmada ayri bir parantez
acilmustir. Bu olaymn Enver Bey ile baglantisi anlatilmaya ¢alisilmistir. Yani olaya bir de Enver Bey



tizerinden bakilmaya ¢alisilmistir. Bu nedenle bu ¢alismada hem Enver Pasa’nin hayatindan bahseden
eserlerden hem de olay1 anlatan eserlerden yararlanilmistir. Daha 6nce de zikredildigi iizere birincil
kaynaklar agirlikli olarak kullanilmis olsa da giincel kaynaklardaki bilgilerden de ¢okca kullanilmigtir.
Ayrica tarihin 6nemli bir olay1 bir karakter kapsaminda anlatilmaya calisilmustir.

2. ENVER BEY’IN YASAMI
2.1 Enver Bey’in 1909 Yilina Kadar Olan Yasam

Gagavuz Tiirklerinden oldugu bilinen Enver Pasa 23 Kasim 1881 tarihinde Divan yolunda yani
bugiinkii Cagaloglu semtinde diinyaya gelmistir (Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam ansiklopedisi, 1995, s.
261-264). Oncelikli olarak iptidai okuluna giden Enver Bey daha sonra babasmin Manastir vilayetine
tayini ¢ikmasi iizerine Manastir’da askeri riistiyeye baglamistir. Burada yasi kiigiik olmasina ragmen
ristiyeye alinan Enver Bey 1893 yilinda riistiyeyi bitirmistir (Mayatepek, 2015, s. 44). Ayni yil lise
seviyesinde olan Manastir Askeri Idadisine girmistir. Enver Bey yazmis oldugu hatiratinda mektebi
idadinin son senesinde Girit savasmin patlak verdigini yazmistir. Boylece Mekteb-i Idadiyi 1897
yilinda tamamlamistir (Enver Pasa, 1991, s. 8). Neticede Mekteb-i Harbiye'ye gitmeye hak kazanan
Enver Bey, Harbiye’yi pekiyi derecesiyle tamamlayarak Erkan-1 Harp simifina alinacak olan 45 kisi
arasinda yer almistir. Erkan-1 Harp smifi onun i¢in ¢ok miithim giinlere sahne olmustur. Bu 6énemli
sahnelerden biri Yildiz'da yaganmistir. Enver Bey ve amcas1 Halil Bey bir giin Harbiye'den apar topar
tevkif edilerek Yildiz Sarayi'ma gotiiriilmiisler ve orada sorgulanmiglardir. Onlarin sorgulanmasinin
temel nedeni Sehzade Abdiilmecid Efendi'nin Almanca hocasimin Enver Beylerin evini ziyaret
etmesinden kaynaklidir (Enver Pasa, 1991, s. 11-13). Enver Bey bu konuda kendilerini sugsuz olarak
gormiistiir ve bu olay onun ruhunda II. Abdiilhamit'e kars1 keskin bir yara agmistir. Enver Bey'in
yasadig1 bu olay ve daha sonra yasayacagi olaylar donemin bir¢ok subayi1 gibi onun Sultan Hamit
idaresine kars1 sert bir muhalif olmasina neden olmustur.

Enver Bey 1902 yilinda Erkan-1 Harbiye sinifindan kurmay yiizbasi olarak mezun olmustur (Enver
Pasa, 1991, s. 17). Asli olarak askeri hayat1 bu tarihten itibaren baglamistir. Oncelikli olarak Rumeli'de
cesitli yerlerde staj yapan Enver Bey burada gesitli etnik gruplar tarafindan kurulan geteler ile de
miicadele etmistir (DABOA, 19064, 29 Ekim). Ozellikle 1905 yilinda kolagas1 olduktan sonra Rum ve
Bulgar getelerine kars1 54 ¢atismaya giren Enver Bey, bunlardan basari ile ¢ikmustir. Birgok nisan ve
madalya ile ddiillendirilmistir. Ayrica 1906 senesinde de binbasgi riitbesine yiikselmistir (Enver Pasa,
1991, s. 25-28).

Enver Bey Rumeli'de bulundugu siralarda yani heniiz askerlik gérevini yeni icra eden bir subay iken
mithim bir olayla karsilasmigs ve bu olay onun ruhani yapisinda derin bir yaraya neden olmustur.
Yaraya neden olan olay ise bir Rus konsolosunun Halim adindaki jandarma neferini kendisine selam
vermedigini gerekge gostererek kirbaglamasi olayidir (Bardakgi, 2015, s. 84-85). Bu olayin
neticesinde Sultan Hamit idaresi Halim adli jandarmay1 ve bir arkadasini idam etmistir. Enver Bey bu
olay1 bizzat yasamis ve olay sonucunda Sultan Hamit idaresinin kesin olarak yikilmaya mahkim
oldugunu disiinmiistiir. Ayrica kendisinin yazmig oldugu hatiratta da bu olayr higbir zaman
unutmayacagini belirtmistir (Enver Pasa, 1991, s. 20). Iste bu olay Enver Bey'in Sultan Hamit
idaresine karsi keskin bir cephe almasina neden olan en mithim mesele olmustur (Saygili, 2013, s. 83).
Bundan sonraki tarihlerde Enver Bey kesin olarak Sultan Hamit idaresini devirmeye calisacaktir.
Bununla beraber Enver Bey'in Rum ve Bulgar cetelerine karsi verdigi miicadelelerden otiirii de
Mesrutiyet taraftar1 oldugunu sdylemek miimkiin olacaktir.



Iste bu fikirleri savunan Enver Bey'in binbasi iken amcas1 Halil Bey vasitasiyla Selanik'te bulunan
Osmanl Hiirriyet Cemiyeti’ne girisi tarihi agidan bir déniim noktasini olusturmaktadir. Enver Bey'in
fikirlerini bilen amcasi Halil Bey, kendisi de bir subay oldugundan dahil oldugu Osmanli Hiirriyet
Cemiyeti’'ne Enver Bey'in de dahil olmasini saglamistir (Enver Pasa, 1991, s. 30). Enver Bey cemiyete
girdikten sonra cemiyetin Manastir subesini kurmakla gorevlendirilmistir. Bu goérevi yaparken ona
Musa Kazim Bey yardim edecektir. Musa Kazim Bey ise daha sonra Kazim Karabekir olarak
bildigimiz ve Tirkiye Cumbhuriyeti'nin kurucu kadrosunda bulunan o6nemli bir komutandir. O
tarihlerde Musa Kazim Bey, Enver Bey'e yardim ederek Manastir subesini giiclendirmeye ¢alismistir
(Enver Pasa, 1991, s. 34-36).

Enver Bey bundan sonra kendini Sultan Hamit idaresinin aleyhine ¢aligmaya adamistir. 1908 yilinda
yasanan Oonemli bir hadise Enver Pasa'nin kaderini tayin etmistir. Bu 6nemli Hadise Rus Car1 ve
Ingiltere Kralinin Reval bélgesinde bir araya gelip goriismesidir. Bu gériismeden sonra ortaya ¢ikan
havadislere gore Rus Car1 ve Ingiltere Krali Osmanli topraklarini kendi aralarinda taksim edecektir.
Bu haberler 6zellikle muhalif kesimde biiyiik bir etki yaratmistir (Bardakei, 2015, s. 91). Bunun
tizerine harekete gececek olan muhalifler ve tabii en biiyiikk muhalif olan ittihat¢1 sahislar Abdiilhamit
idaresini yikmaya ve yerine mesruti idareyi getirmeye kesin olarak karar vereceklerdir.

Reval goriismelerinden once Selanik merkez kumandani Nazim Bey'in 6ldiiriilmesine karar veren
Ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti bu gorevi Enver Bey'e vermislerdir. Aslinda burada enteresan bir durum
olugmustur. Cilinkii Nazim Bey aynmi zamanda Enver Bey'in enistesidir. Ancak Enver Bey bunu
umursamayacaktir (Bardakgi, 2015, s. 90). Ciinkii ona gore mesele vatani bir meseledir. Bu nedenle
karsisinda kim olursa olsun Enver Bey bu gorevi icra edecektir. Gergekten de bu gorevi iistlenen
Enver Bey, enistesi olan Nazim Bey'e basarisiz bir suikast diizenlemistir. Bu suikastin duyulmasi ile
hakkinda yakalama karar1 ¢ikinca teslim olmay1 reddedecektir (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, s. 3412). iste
tam o siralarda patlak veren Reval miilakati ise Sultan Hamit aleyhtarlarina balyoz etkisi yapmustir.
Bundan dolay1 ittihat ve Terakki cemiyeti de harekete gecerek Enver Bey'in daga ¢ikmasia karar
vermistir. Iste bu olay Enver Bey'in hiirriyet kahramani olmasina giden siirecin ilk basamag1 olmustur.

Enver Bey ve Resneli Niyazi Bey'in daga ¢ikmasi ile zor duruma diisen Sultan II. Abdiilhamit
dirayetli ve tecriibeli olan sadik pasasi Semsi Pasa'y1 bolgeye yollamaya karar verecektir. Ancak Semsi
Pasa'nin bolgeye gelmesi de Sultan Hamit'e yarar saglamayacaktir. Ciinkii Ittihat ve Terakki iginde
bulunan bir fedai olan Miilazim Atif Bey'in Semsi Pasa'y1 Manastir'da bir telgrathanede 6ldiirmesi ile
II. Abdiilhamit en biiyiik kozunu kaybetmistir (Unlii, 2021, s. 112-114). ittihat ve Terakki bununla da
kalmayarak Abdiilhamit'e sadik olan Miisir Tatar Osman Pasa'y1 da tevkif edecektir (Midhat Sertoglu,
2011, s. 3413). Yasananlar Sultan Hamit ¢aresiz bir sekilde, 23 Temmuz 1908 giinii Kanun-u Esasi’yi
ilan etmeye yoneltmistir. Bdylece Osmanli Devleti’nde ikinci kez Mesrutiyet ddnemi baslamustir. Iste
bu olaya dogrudan etki eden Enver Bey ise ‘Hiirriyet Kahramani’ olarak adlandirilacaktir.

Enver Bey'in bundan sonraki kariyeri bu olay ve bu iinvan iizerine sekillenecektir. Ciinkii artik o
herkes tarafindan taninan ve sevilen bir subaydir. Bundan sonra da Ittihat ve Terakki ile beraber o da
yiikselecektir. Bu yiikselisin son evresi onun 1914 Ocak aymda tuggeneral riitbesine terfi ederek
harbiye nazir1 olmasiyla baglayacaktir. Bundan sonraki siiregte sohreti giderek artmis cevresi
tarafindan hep farkli agilardan degerlendirilmisitr.

2.2 Binbas1 Enver Bey Berlin’de

1908 Temmuzunda Mesrutiyet'in ilan1 sonrasinda Enver Bey yeni bir gorevle gorevlendirilmistir. Bu
gorev onun yakindan bildigi Rumeli vilayetlerinin miifettisligi gérevi olmustur. 23 Agustos 1908



yilinda bu goreve gelen Enver Bey yaklasik 4,5 ay bu gorevi icra etmistir (Bardakei, 2015, s. 103).
Megsrutiyet’i ilan etmesinde Rumeli'de bulundugundan ve hayatinin 6nemli kisimlarmi burada
gecirdiginden dolay1 bu gorevi kendisi de isteyerek kabul etmistir.

Enver Bey'in hayatim1 degistirecek asil gorev 1909 yilinin ocak ayinda bes bin bes yiiz kurus maasla
Berlin'e askeri atase olarak atanmasi olacaktir (DABOA, 1909a, 16 Ocak). Bu gorev Enver Bey'in
sonraki yillarda izleyecegi siyasete de etki etmistir. Ciinkii gorev esnasinda Almanlar1 ve 6zellikle de
Alman ordusunu yakindan tantyan Enver Bey, sonraki yillarda cihan harbine Osmanli'nin Almanya ile
girmesini isteyecek ve bu yonde hareket edecektir. Enver Bey'in 1914 yilinda Osmanli'y1 Almanya ile
miittefik olarak harbe sokmasinda bir¢ok neden vardir. Zaten o tarihlerde Osmanli Devleti ile hi¢bir
devlet ittifak kurmak istememektedir. Boylece zaten tek sans olan Almanya ile miittefik olunacaktir.
Ancak Almanya ile ittifakin bir bagska nedeni de Enver Bey’in 1909 yilinda atandigi Berlin
atagemiliteri gorevindeki yaptig1 gozlemler olmustur. Bu gézlemler Enver Bey'i Almanya'ya oldukga
yakin hissettirmistir  (Aydemir, 1971, s. 210). Almanlarin askeri disiplini yapist ve Alman
Imparatorunun fikirleri Enver Bey'i olduke¢a etkilemistir. Zaten yillar dncesinden beri padisah II.
Abdiilhamit’in Almanya ile yakinlagsmasi ile baslayan politikalar1 son donem yetisen Osmanli
subaylarim da etkilemistir. Ozellikle Alman Imparatoru Kayser II. Wilhelm'in 1889 ve 1898 yillarinda
yapmis oldugu Istanbul ziyaretleri, onun Tiirklerin génliinde yer edinmesini saglamistir. Hatta
Istanbul'da bulunan Alman gesmesi de imparatorun bir hediyesi olmustur. iste Enver Bey de zaten
Osmanli'nin yakinlastig1 bu miittefiki ile iligkileri ileri seviyeye tasimistir. Ayrica yalniz Enver Bey
Almanlara yakinlik duymamis bilakis Almanlar da Enver Bey'e ilgi duymuslardir (Aydemir, 1971, s.
199-200). Neticede Enver Bey donemin askerlerine gore gayet disiplinli ve karizmatik bir adamdir. Bu
nedenle ona kars1 da oldukga ilgi duyulmustur. Sonug olarak Enver Bey'in bu gérevi hem ona hem de
Osmanli imparatorluguna etki eden bir gorev olmustur.

Enver Bey'in Berlin'e atanmasi onun ve Osmanli'nin gelecekteki politikasi acisindan etkili olmustur.
Ancak asagida izah edilecegi gibi 31 Mart vakasimin ortaya ¢ikisindaki Istanbul'da asayisin tam olarak
saglanamamasinda da onemli bir faktér olmustur. Enver Bey ve diger 6nemli subaylarin (Ali Fethi
[Okyar] Bey Paris atagesi, Ali Fuat [Cebesoy] Bey Roma atasesi ve Hafiz Hakki Bey Viyana atagesi
olarak) Avrupa'ya atasemiliter olarak gorevlendirilmesi Ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti’nin askeri
kanadinin merkezde zayiflamasina neden olmustur (Aydemir, 2011, s. 141). Merkezde olan muhalif
hava giinden giine biiyiirken ittihat ve Terakki'nin asker kanadinin en 6nemli isimlerinden olan Enver
Bey ve gen¢ mektepli kurmay subaylarin Avrupa'ya atagemiliter olarak yollanmasi 31 Mart vakasinin
¢itkmasina ve biiyiimesine sebep olmustur (Aydemir, 1971, s. 126). Zaten muhalif hava gittikge artmig
ve payitahtta gerilim yiikselmistir. Tiim bu olaylar yasanirken ittihat ve Terakki'nin en énemli isimleri
Avrupa'da bulunmaktadir. Ancak isyan bagladiktan sonra haberdar olan Enver Bey hizli bir sekilde
iilkeye geri donecektir. Berlin'den Selanik'e gelen Enver Bey Selanik'ten yola ¢ikan Hareket
Ordusu'nun kurmay baskanligimi alarak Istanbul'a girmistir. Daha sonra isyanin basariyla
bastirilmasindan sonra Enver Bey tekrardan gorev yeri olan Berlin'e donmiistiir (7iirkiye Diyanet Vakfi
Islam ansiklopedisi, 1995, s. 261-264). Simdi 31 Mart olayma giden siirece deginmek ve isyani
anlamak hasebiyle 1908 Temmuzundan sonra neler oldugundan bahsetmek gereklidir.



3.31 MART VAKASINA DOGRU...
3.1 Mesrutiyet’in flam1 Sonrasinda Yasananlar

1908 temmuzunda Enver Bey'in de basrolde oldugu olaylar yasandiktan sonra Osmanli Devleti'nde
ikinci Mesrutiyet donemi baslanustir. En basta ittihat ve Terakki olmak iizere efkar-1 umuminin de
cogu kendini mutlu hissetmektedir. Ancak ihtilal hayal edilen havay1 getirememistir. Ittihat ve
Terakki’nin Mesrutiyet’i ilan ederken halka her derde deva olarak gdstermesi ve sonrasinda ise bu
vaatlerin sonugsuz kalmasi halkta olumsuz bir hava yaratmistir (Safi, 2018, s. 272). Yani anayasanin
tekrar ilan edilmesinden sonra olaylar gorap sokiigii gibi ardi ardina gelecektir. Oncelikli olarak
yasanan en dnemli husus ekim ayinda bir hafta igerisinde yasanan ii¢ mithim mesele olmustur. Ilk
olarak Bulgar Kralligimin bagimsizligimi ilan etmesinden bir sonraki giin Avusturya-Macaristan
imparatorlugu da Bosna-Hersek’i ilhak ettigini duyurmustur. Hemen aym hafta Girit adas1 da
Yunanistan'a dahil oldugunu ilan etmistir (Danismend, 1972, s. 366-367). iste bu olaylar riizgarin
tersine dondiigiinii isaret eden gelismeler olmustur. Bundan sonra Ittihat ve Terakki muhalifleri ortaya
cikacak ve hizli bir biiylime igerisine gireceklerdir. Bu olaylarin 6ncesinde zaten Ahrar Firkasi denen
Ittihat ve Terakki muhalifi bir parti Prens Sebahattin tarafindan teskil edilmistir (Aksin, 1972, s. 550).
Olaylardan sonra bu parti daha da giiclenmistir ki eski Ittihat¢1 olan Mizanc1 Murat Bey de bu partinin
tarafin1 tutmus ve Ittihat ve Terakki’ye kars1 muhalefet yapmistir (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, s. 3424).

Ittihat ve Terakki’nin muhaliflerinin olusumunda sadece siyasi olaylar etkili olmamustir. Ozellikle
medreseli 6grenciler ve Ordu icindeki alayli subaylar da Ittihat ve Terakki muhalifligini giiclii bir
sekilde savunacaklardir. Bunlarin kendilerine gore bazi sebepleri vardir. Oncelikli olarak bu zamana
kadar askerlikten muaf olan medreseli talebelerin artik askerlikten muaf olmalari i¢in basit bir sinava
girecek olmalar1 onlar igin biiyiik bir galeyana neden olmustur (Ar ve Ozan, 2018, s. 228). Iste bu
nedenden dolay1 oOzellikle harbiye nazirina karst biiyiik bir nefret, medreseli talebeler arasinda
yayilmigtir (Aydemir, 1971, s. 127). Bundan baska alayli subaylarin ise tasfiye edilecekleri korkusu
onlarin basta mektepli subaylara ve daha sonra da Ittihat ve Terakki’ye kars1 muhalif olmalarina neden
olmustur (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, s. 3441). iste 31 Mart olayma giden siirecte temelde bu iki
hiziplesme vardir. Daha sonra bu muhalif grubu 6zellikle “seriatg1” kesimler de desteklemistir. S6zde
‘seriat isteriz’ sloganlariyla bagta alayli askerler ve medreseli talebelerin beynini yikayan bazi
sozciiler, kendi emellerini uygulamak i¢in bu kisileri adeta piyon olarak se¢mislerdir. Burada soz
edilmesi gereken en 6nemli sahislardan birisi Volkan gazetesi yazari Dervis Vahdeti adindaki muhalif
yazilar yazan, seriat yanlisi olan ve parasini mevlit okuyarak kazanan bir sahistir (Midhat Sertoglu,
2011, s. 3424). Bu sahsin yazmis oldugu alevli ve sert yazilar su dolu kazan1 kaynatmaya baslamistir.
Zaten belli bir muhaliflik derecesine sahip olan bazi gruplarin bu yazilardan da gii¢ alarak daha da
ateslenmesi kaginilmaz olmustur.

Dervis Vahdeti diger muhalif gazeteciler gibi degildir. Onun gazetesinin adinin Volkan olmasi adeta
yazilarinin yanardag gibi Volkan fiskirtmasindan gelmektedir. Insanlara ittihat ve Terakkiye kars
biiyiik bir nefreti asilayan bu adam, Islam dinini de kullanarak insanlari etkilemeyi basarmustir.
Ozellikle Ittihat ve Terakki cemiyeti erkanini ve Jon Tiirkeri dinsizlikle suglayarak onlara kars: sert
cephe almistir (Ar1 ve Ozan, 2018, s. 235). Bundan dolay1 da dini duygular hassas olan birtakim
insanlarda da Ittihat ve Terakki aleyhtarligi ¢ikmaya baslamistir. Oyle ki 6zellikle 3 Nisan giinii
Ayasofya’da mevlit okumus olan Vahdeti’nin bu mevlidine bir¢ok insan katilmig (rivayete gore
100.000 kisi) ve adeta govde gosterisi yapmustir (Sezer, 2017, s. 145-146). Birkag giin sonra Hasan
Fehmi’nin 6liimi ile yazilari daha atesli yazacak olan Vahdeti, isyam1 hazirlayan en onemli
etkenlerden olacaktir.



Sadece gazetelerde yazi yazmakla kalmayan Dervis Vahdeti, ayn1 zamanda 1909 yilinin subat ayinda
fttihat-1 Muhammedi adinda bir cemiyet olusturmustur. Bu cemiyet ittihat ve Terakki’ye muhalif
olmakla beraber ‘“seriatgr” bir tutum sergilemistir. Bu tutum cemiyet taraftarlarini arttirmistir
(Sehsuvaroglu, 1952, s. 1457). Cemiyetin en biiyiikk kozu da Dervis Vahdeti’nin yazmis oldugu
siddetli yazilardir. Bu yazilar dylesine etkilidir ki ordu icerisinde bile askerleri etkilemistir. Oyle ki
1909 yilinin basinda Devlet, askerin siyasete girmemesi hakkinda beyanname yaymlamistir (Mithat
Sertoglu, 1999, s. 45-46). Ama bunlar anlamsiz hareketler olarak kabul edilmis ve karsiliksiz kalmist.
Istanbul Taskisla’daki dérdiincii aver taburu 31 Mart sabahinda isyan ilk baslatacak olan askeri birlik
olacaktir (Ertekin, 2022, s. 73). Avci taburlar hiirriyet ve Mesrutiyet’i korumak amaciyla Rumeli'den
getirilmis olan askerler olmasina ragmen zamanla basibos kalarak bozulmuslardir (Kodaman, 1994, s.
1335-1336). Daha sonra da bazi kisilerin kigkirtmasi ile Mesrutiyet muhalifleri haline gelmislerdir.
Iste bu avci taburlar1 31 Mart sabahinda Taskisla’dan cikarak Ayasofya’ya gelecek ve 10.000 kisiyi
bulan sayilariyla isyan1 baglatacaklardir (Ilgar, 1968, s. 23).

31 Mart'a gelen siire¢ genel olarak bu durumdadir. Giiglii bir muhalefet vardir ve bu muhalefet
ozellikle Islam dininin kurallarinin yerine getirilmedigini ve Islam'dan uzaklasildigini sdyleyerek
insanlar1 kendilerine inandirmiglardir. Bu isyancilarin temel olarak istekleri seriat olmakla beraber asli
olarak geriye donmeyi yani 1878 yilina donmeyi istemislerdir. Burada bu isyancilarin amacin
nitelendiren tek bir kelime vardir ki bu da “Irtica’ olmustur. Celal Nuri Ileri'nin 1918'de yani olaym 9.
yil doniimiinde yazmig oldugu bir makalede olay1 bizzat yasayan Celal Nuri, 31 Mart vakasini sadece
irticadan ibaret gormektedir (Nuri, 1336, s. 593). Ancak bunun o doénem igin imkéansiz oldugunu
vurgulamistir. Clinkii seriat istenilmesi i¢in ona aykir1 olan Bati’nin yahut Avrupalilarin fikirlerinin
kullanilmas1 gerekmektedir. Ancak donemin Osmanli Devleti’nde o zamanki Avrupa devletlerinin
baslica temelini olusturan Kapitalizm veya dine aykiri uygulamalar olmamistir. Bu yilizden zaten
seriata aykirt hususlar da yoktur. Bu nedenlerle seriat isteyenlerin amaci eski usule donmektir. Yani
statiikonun degismemesini saglamaktir. Bu yiizden onlarin amaci irticadir.

Yine Celal Nuri ileri'nin ifadesine gére geriye doniis miimkiin degildir. Ciinkii dogudan dogan giines
dogudan batmamaktadir veya nehir geriye akmamaktadir. Zaten tarihte geriye doniip de basari
saglanan iki donem vardir ki bunlar da Ronesans ve Reform’dur (Nuri, 1336, s. 593). Bu hareketler ise
aslinda bilimsel degerler tasimakta oldugundan dolay1 basarili olmustur. Iste tiim bu sebeplerden &tiirii
bu hareket aslinda bir grup kadimperestin ve yenilik karsit1 gruplarin ¢ikartmis olduklar1 ayaklanmadir
(Nuri, 1336, s. 595). Zaten herhangi bir temeli olmadig1 i¢in basarisiz olmustur. Isyanci kisilerin
yasanan olaylardan ve ne istenildiginden dahi haberleri yoktur. Bu da durumun vahametini gésteren
imgelerden olmustur.

Olay1 bizzat yasamis isimlerden olan Ahmet Bedevi Kuran da ayaklanmanm Ittihat ve Terakki’ye
kars1 ¢iktigin1 belirtmis ve aslinda Mesrutiyet sonrasi yasanan olumsuz olaylar karsisindaki halkin
memnuniyetsizliginin yansimasi olarak gormiistiir (Kuran, 1950, s. 557-558). O doénem harbiyede
bulunan bir asker olmasi hasebiyle Kuran’in bu ifadeleri de mithimdir. Sonug¢ olarak bazi seylerden
memnun olmayan kimseler vardir. Bu kisiler ya da topluluklar ise 6zellikle dini hiiviyeti olan kisiler
tarafindan bu olay g¢ercevesinde somiiriilmiistiir. Ciinkii bu olayda halk ne istediginden emin degildir.
Devlet icerisinde Islam kaidelerinin ve Islam temelli kurumlarin hala var olmasina ragmen ‘Seriat
isteriz’ diyerek slogan atmalar1 bile onlarin ne istediklerini bile bilmediklerini gosterir niteliktedir
(Aydemir, 1971, s. 139). Zaten olayin kisa siirede bastirilmasi da isyancilarin zayifligindan dolayidir.
Yalniz burada kesin olarak sdylenmesi gereken tek sey 31 Mart vakasmin etkisinin yillar sonra bile
devam etmis olmasidir. Ciinkii giiniimiizde bile hala tartigilan bir mevzu olmakla beraber sonucunda
padisahin hal edilmis olmasi olayin 6nemini artiran etken olmustur.



3.2 Fitili Atesleyen Ne Oldu?

Neticede birtakim yasanan gelismeler durumu belli bir seviyeye getirmistir. Artik kazan oldukca
kaynamigtir. Artik tagsacak olan damla beklenmeye baslanmistir. Yani bir kibrit atesi her seyi
yakacaktir. Iste bu ateslemeyi yapacak olan olay ise 7 Nisan giinii Galata kdpriisiinde mubhalif bir
gazeteci olan Serbesti gazetesi muhabiri Hasan Fehmi’nin suikasta ugrayarak oldiiriilmesi ve arkadasi
Sakir Bey’in de yaralanmasi olmustur (DABOA, 1909a, 7 Nisan). Bu olay muhaliflerin giiciine gii¢
katmistir ki olaydan sonra ¢ikan gazeteler bu duruma dair siddetli yazilar ¢ikartmiglardir (Cavid Bey,
2014, s. 30). Ciinkii fikir 6zgiirliigliniin kisitlandigini ve hiirriyetin sadece lafta kaldigin1 gosteren fiili
bir olay oldugundan artik onlarin eline biiyiik bir koz geemistir. Zaten iste bu koz bir isyanin
baslangici olacaktir.

Hasan Fehmi’nin 6liimiinden sonra yapilan cenaze toreni oldukga sasali olmustur (Pekmen, 2023, s.
43). Bu aslinda hiikiimete ve bilhassa Ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti’ne karsi olan nefretin yansimasi
olmustur. Yani artik fitil ateslenmistir. Volkan gazetesinde atesli yazilar yayinlanmaya devam
edilmektedir. Artik ip kopmustur. Neticede de Rumi takvimlerin 31 Mart’1 gdsterdigi giin ve Miladi
olarak ise 13 Nisan giinii Taskisla’da bulunan dordiincii avci taburu askerleri 6nce zabitanlarimi
hapsetmisler ve daha sonra da Ayasofya meydanina gitmislerdir. Orada bulunan mebusan meclisi
oniinde de protestolara baslamislardir. Hocalar da onlara katilmislar ve hep beraber ‘Seriat Isteriz’
sloganini atmuslardir (Cavid Bey, 2014, s. 35).

3.3 “Vaka-i Irticaiye” Bashyor...

Aveci taburlarinin isyani ile beraber asiler mebusan meclisinin 6niinde toplanmislardir. Burada biiyiik
bir yaygara koparmislardir. Mebuslar ise binanin i¢inde beklemektedirler. Asilerin onlardan istedikleri
en Onemli sey hiikiimetin degismesidir. Daha sonra da bagta harbiye naziri olmak iizere Meclis
Bagkan1 Ahmet Riza Bey ve mebuslardan olan Hiiseyin Cahit Bey’in gorevlerinden azledilmeleridir.
Hatta Oylesine nefrete biirlinmiis olan asiler mezkir zatlara benzettikleri bir mebusu ve bir nazir
katletmislerdir. Bunlardan biri adliye naziri olan Nazim Paga’dir. Nazim Pasa, Ahmet Riza Bey
sanilarak oldirtlmistir (Tirkgeldi, 2021, s. 30-31). Halbuki yasanan gelismelere dahili yoksa da bazi
kisilerin rivayetine gére Gazeteci Hasan Fehmi’nin intikami alinmak istenmistir (Pekmen, 2023, s.
139). Aym sekilde Hiiseyin Cahit sanilarak Lazkiye Mebusu Arslan Bey ise yine canice katledilmistir
(Cavid Bey, 2014, s. 36). Arslan Bey tamamen masum olan geng¢ bir adamdir. Ancak caniler onu da
acimadan &ldiirmiislerdir. Bu sirada mecliste bulunan ve Ittihat ve Terakki muhalifi olan Mahir Said
Bey anilarinda o gilinii detayli bir sekilde anlatmistir. Asilerin ara ara meclise rastgele kursun
siktiklarini da belirtmistir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 123). Bunun disinda Arslan Bey’in cesedini de bizzat
gdrmiistiir. Bu arada isyancilarin canimi almak istedikleri Hiiseyin Cahit Bey ise Ittihat¢ilarin 6nemli
isimlerinden ve hatta daha sonra maliye nazirhigim iistlenecek olan Cavit Bey ile Selanik’e firar
edecektir. Ancak Hareket Ordusu Istanbul’da asayisi sagladiktan sonra bahsi gegen iki isim payitahta
geri donecektir (Cavid Bey, 2014, s. 38-43).

Neticede ¢ok sayida insan katleden asiler sadece meclis dniinde degil Istanbul’un cesitli yerlerinde de
cinayetler islemislerdir. Ozellikle mektepli subaylara kars: biiyiik kin tutan alayli askerler yirmiden
fazla mektepli subay1 6ldiiriip cesetlerini bir kdseye atmiglardir (Aksin, 2007, s. 60). Bunlardan biri de
Trabzonlu Miilazim ilyas Efendi’dir. Bu mektepli subay tek basma asileri durdurmaya calismustir.
Galata kopriisiindeki asi topluluguna karsi cesurane bir sekilde silahi ile karsilik vermis ve bunun
sonucunda da vefat etmistir. Daha sonra da 24 saat boyunca cesedi koprii lizerinde kalmistir (Koz,
2015, s. 9-11). iste Ilyas Efendi’nin katli, kontrol edilemeyen asilerin durumunu gosteren bir hadisedir.
Yalniz bu hadise degil yasanan bir diger 6nemli hadise de diizensiz hareket eden asilerin halini



gostermek acisindan miithimdir. Bu hadise ise Asar-1 Tevfik zirhlisinin komutan1 olan Ali Kabuli
Bey’in Yildiz Sarayr’nin 6niinde ve Padigah II. Abdiilhamit’in gdzleri 6niinde 6ldiiriilmesidir. Olayin
liclincli giinii yani 15 Nisan giini ger¢eklesen bu olayin baslamasini saglayan mesele Sultan
Abdiilhamit’in bulundugu Yildiz Sarayi’nin bombalanacag: siiphesidir. Aslinda bu siiphenin arkasinda
Prens Sabahattin vardir. Ciinkii Prens Sabahattin’in direktifleri sonucunda bir karar alinmistir. Bu
karar ise eger ki Mesrutiyet tehlikeye girerse ve isyanin 6nii alinamazsa Yildiz’in bombalanmasidir
(Aksin, 2018, s. 30). Bu karar Ali Kabuli Bey’e de bildirilmistir. O sirada bu karari bir sekilde 6grenen
gemi neferleri hiddetlenmisler ve kaptanlar1 olan Ali Kabuli Bey’i tevkif etmiglerdir. Daha sonra ise
Yildiz Sarayi’na gotiiriilen kaptan, padisahin karsisina ¢ikartilmistir. Zaten yol boyunca darp edilmis
olan Kaptan Bey, Padisahin huzuruna ciktig1 sirada perisan bir haldedir. Padisah onunla konusup
mahzene gotiiriilmesini emretmistir. Iste tam sirada bir kisinin siingiisiiyle Kaptan Bey’i diirtmesi
sonucunda diger neferler de bir anda Ali Kabuli Bey’in iizerine atlamislardir (Yildiz, 2017, s. 75-79).
Bir¢ok siingiiniin hedefi olan Osmanli binbasisi Ali Kabuli Bey isyancilarin elinde hayatini
kaybetmistir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 96). Asiler sadece bunla da yetinmeyerek onun cesedini dahi rahatsiz
etmislerdir. Bdylece ‘Seriat Isteriz’ diyerek yola ¢ikan bu sahislarin geldigi noktada bircok masum
insan hayatlarini vahgiyane bir sekilde kaybetmiglerdir.

Tekrardan meclis Oniine donersek burada isler bir hayli gergindir. Basta Sadrazam Hiiseyin Hilmi Paga
olmak tizere diger nazirlar da carenin istifa etmek oldugunu diisiinmiislerdir. Ardindan da Sadrazam
istifa etmistir. Yeni kabineyi ise Ahmet Tevfik Pasa kurmustur (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, s. 31). Bu kabinedeki
en Onemli degisiklikte asilerin istegi dogrultusunda yapilmis olan harbiye nazirligt makaminda
olmustur. Ali Riza Pasa yerine Gazi Ethem Pasa harbiye nazir1 ilan edilmistir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 132).
Bunu sadrazamdan baska sultan II. Abdiilhamit de uygun gérmiistiir. Bu degisiklik asilerin de hosuna
gidecektir. Ciinkii yeni Harbiye Nazir1 Gazi Ethem Pasa herkesin sevdigi ve saydig1 savas tecriibesi
olan dindar bir adamdir (Olmez, 2013, s. 212). Gegmisinde 1897 Yunan Harbi’nde kazandig: biiyiik
bir bagar1 vardir. Bu basar1 ona askerler arasinda saygi duyulmasini saglamis ve askeri karizmasini da
artirmistir. Boylece asilerin hem dindar olan hem de tabir-i caizse eski toprak olan bu devlet adamina
kars1 hiirmetleri vardir (Olmez, 2013, s. 213). Bu yiizden bu degisiklik onlar1 memnun etmistir. Zaten
Bizzat Ethem Pasa gelerek asileri sindirmistir. Boylece olay ¢6ziildii zannedilmis fakat askerler halen
basibozuk gibi davranmaya devam etmistir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 135).

14 Nisan giinii sahneye tekrar Dervis Vahdeti ¢ikmistir. Isyandan haberdar olan Vahdeti, padisaha
‘Meclisi kapatmak sizin elinizdedir.” demistir (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, s. 3443). Bir yandan da askerin
itaatsizligi devam etmektedir. Aslinda burada iistiinde durulmasi gereken bir baska husus da boylesine
dikkatsiz ve uygunsuz davranan bu serkes isyancilarin hareketini bastiramamak bahsidir. Devletin
merkezinde bulunan 30.000 kisilik Hassa Muhafiz Alay1 bu isyanda komutanlar1 Mahmut Muhtar Pasa
tarafindan kullanilmamistir (Borak, 1992, s. 360). Boylece isyan biiyiimils ve Mahmut Muhtar Pasa’da
biiyiik bir basiretsizlik 6rnegi gostermistir.

Buna karsin o giinlerde yasanan onemli bir gelisme olayim seyrini degistirecektir. Bu gelisme iinlii
Ittihatg1 Ismail Canbulat’in ittihat ve Terakki’nin merkezine ¢ekmis oldugu telgraftr. Bu telgrafta
‘Mesrutiyet mahvoldu.” yazmaktadir (Tirkgeldi, 2021, s. 34-35). Bu telgraf Rumeli’deki
hiirriyetperverlerin uyanmasina sebebiyet vermistir. Oyle ki Mahmut Sevket Pasa vasitasiyla 11
Temmuz meydaninda biiylik bir miting yapilmig ve bu mitinge gayrimiislimler dahil bir¢ok insan
katilmigtir (Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i Osmaniye Heyet-i Tahririyesi, 1911, s. 12). Mahmud Sevket
Pasa’nin tesekkiilii ile burada bir ordu kurulacaktir. Bu ordu Ikinci Ordu, Ugiincii Ordu ve géniilliilerin
katilmasiyla olusacaktir. Bu goniilliilerin gogunlugunu eskiden Osmanli aleyhine getecilik yapmis olan
Rum, Bulgar ve Arnavut ¢etecileri olusturacaktir (Ciftgi, 2016, s. 218-219). Burada goriiniisteki amag



Mesrutiyet’i tesis etmek olsa da bu husus Hareket Ordusu’nun mesrulugunu sikintrya diisiiren
etkenlerden olmustur. Ilerleyen siirecte farkli yapidaki ordu Istanbul’a dogru ilerleyecektir.

4. HAREKET ORDUSU GELIYOR!
4.1 Hareket Ordusu’nun Tegkili ve Yola Cikis1

Hareket Ordusu’nun kurulmasi ile 31 Mart hadisesinin seyri degismistir. Ciinkii bu ordu Istanbul’a
isyani bastirmaya hareket edecektir. Ordunun kurulmasi emrini veren Uciincii Ordu Kumandam
Mahmut Sevket Pasa’dir. Ancak fikri verenler Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa ve onun Kurmay Baskan1 Kurmay
Yiizbasi Mustafa Kemal Bey’dir. Zaten ordunun ismi de Mustafa Kemal Bey tarafindan ‘Hareket
Ordusu’ olarak adlandirilacaktir (Aydemir, 1971, s. 164). Ayrica Istanbul’un kapismna varan ilk
Hareket Ordusu birlikleri bu iki komutaninin emrinde olacaktir (Borak, 1992, s. 364). Oyle ki Hiiseyin
Hiisnii Pasa’nin yazdirmis oldugu beyannameleri de Mustafa Kemal Bey kaleme alacaktir (Borak,
1992, s. 369). Mustafa Kemal ve Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa, Mahmut Sevket Pasa ve Enver Bey gelene
kadar ordudan dogrudan sorumlu kisiler olmuslardir. Hatta Mustafa Kemal ordunun stratejisini bile
planlamigtir (Atatiirk, 2015, s. 564). Aslinda kurulan ordu iki tiimene ayrilmis ve Hiisnii Pasa’nin
kumandanlik ettigi timenin kurmay bagkan1t Mustafa Kemal olmustur (Ertekin, 2022, s. 74). Ancak
Enver Bey’in ile genel olarak ordunun kurmay bagkanliginin ona gegisi Mustafa Kemal’in konumunu
diisiirmiistiir. Ancak olay basladiginda Enver Bey heniiz Berlin’dedir.

Olay bagladiginda Berlin’de olan Enver Bey, olaym ikinci giinii Alman gazetesine bir roportaj
vermistir. Bu réportajinda ise olayim bir giin igerisinde bastirilacagini soyleyerek vakanin faillerinin
Ahrar Firkasi oldugunu iddia etmistir (Ozden, 2021, s. 592-593). Ancak yiiksek ihtimalle olayn kiigiik
bir vaka olmadigini duyunca memleketine donme istegi duyan Enver Bey, 14 Nisan aksami1 Berlin’den
ayrilmigtir. Viyana askeri atasesi olan arkadasi Hafiz Hakki Bey ile goriistilkten sonra 16 Nisan
aksami Selanik’e varmustir (Ozden, 2021, s. 594-595). Burada gériismelerini tamamladiktan sonra da
Yesilkoy’e giderek ordunun kurmay bagkani olacaktir. Buradan sonraki hareketlenmeler ordu
Istanbul’a girdiginde olacaktir. Evvela Hareket Ordusu’nun istanbul’a nasil yaklastigmi ve
faaliyetlerini de gérmek gereklidir.

Rumeli’de kurulan ordu kisimlar halinde Hadimkdy’e dogru varmistir. Bir zamanlar Osmanli
ordusunda danisman general olan Alman askeri Von Der Goltz Paga, Osmanli Devleti’nin kisa siire
icinde binlerce askeri Istanbul’a ulastirmasim takdir etmektedir (Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i Osmaniye
Heyet-i Tahririyesi, 1911, s. 15). Burada olayin ciddiyetini daha iyi anlayabilmek miimkiindiir. Ciinkii
adeta seferberlik gibi bir durumda bdylesine asker ve miihimmat sevkiyati yapilmistir. Neticede
Hareket Ordusu birlikleri ilk olarak Hadimk®dy’iinde karargah kurmuslardir. {1k ulasan birlikler Hiisnii
Pasa’nin komuta ettigi ve Mustafa Kemal’in de bulundugu birliklerdir. Bu ordu Yesilkdy’e geldigi
zaman ise iki tane telgrafi, biri harbiyeye biri halka ithaf olmak {izere yayinlamislardir. Bu telgraflar
Hareket Ordusu’nun amacini ve mesrulugunu belirttigi telgraflar olarak tarihe kazanmistir. O nedenle
bu telgraflar1 da ayrica incelemek gereklidir.

4.2 Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa’nin Faaliyetleri

Hareket Ordusu 6 Nisan giinii Istanbul'un kapilarina dayanmis durumdadir. O sirada Hareket
Ordusu’nun kumandani olarak bulunan Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa ise hem Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye
Riyasetine hem de Istanbul ahalisine olmak iizere iki tane onemli telgrafname ¢ekmistir. Bunlardan
ilki olan Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetine g¢ektigi telgrafta resmi olan Mesrutiyet’i istibdat
cellatlarinin eline vermek isteyen ve goriiniiste seriat istiyormus gibi davranan ancak dine aykin
davranan vicdansizlarin ve menfaatperestlerin milletin temiz alnim lekeledigini bildirmistir. Ayrica bu



kisiler Osmanl1 ordusunu pek biiyiik bir utanca da diislirmiis oldugundan dolay1 hem bu utanci hem de
bu lekeyi temizlemek i¢in Hareket Ordusu’nun payitahta girerek asayisi saglayacagini duyurmustur
(Hiisnii, 13254, s. 4-5). Ayrica iki énemli sart1 da bildirmistir. Bu sartlardan ilki bundan sonra askerin
siyasete miidahale etmeyecegi ve sadece goreviyle ilgilenecegidir. Hatta bu hususta Kur'an iizerine
yemin edeceklerini de belirtmistir. Bu sart ile aslinda asker igerisindeki ayrisma Onlenmeye
calisilmistir. Zaten ordudaki en biiyilkk problem budur. Bu nedenle bunun ¢6ziimii bu sekilde
disiiniilmiistiir. Ayrica askerlerin Kur'an iizerine yemin etmeleri de asileri bastirma hareketlerinden
biri olarak goriilmektedir. Ciinkii bu sekilde yemin edecek olan askerin dine baglilig1 da goriilecektir.
Bu yiizden bu sart kapsaminda askerler igerisinde bir denge yliriitiilmistiir. Diger bir sart da seriat
yanlis1 olarak isyan eden sahislara karsi alinacak tedbirlere ve verilecek cezalara kimsenin karsi
¢tkmamasi bildirilmistir. Bu sart ise kuskusuz idamlarin habercisidir. Herhangi bir din adami veya
askerin isyanci olmasina karsin ona verilecek cezaya kimsenin ses ¢ikartmamasi 6nceden sdylenmistir.
Boylece olacaklardan haberdar edilmistir (Hiisnii, 1325a, s. 5).

Aymni giin Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa Istanbul halkina da bir beyanname yayinlamistir. Bu beyannamede ise
Hareket Ordusu’nun Mesrutiyet'in tahkimi icin geldigi belirtilmistir (Hiisnii, 1325b, s. 5). Buna kars1
masum halka zarar gelmeyecegi ve yalnizca asilerin cezalandirilacagi belirtilmistir. Genel olarak
halkin korkmamasi adina bazi seyler sdylenmis ve sonunda da sehitlerin katlinden sorumlu olanlarin
hesap verecegi sdylenmistir (Hiisnii, 1325b, s. 6). Bu beyannamede amaclanan sey ise halki tamamen
Hareket Ordusu tarafina gekmektir. Siirekli olarak masum halka zarar gelmeyecek olmasi tekrar
edilmigtir. Ayrica Hareket Ordusu’nun amaci da belirtilerek halk bilgilendirilmistir. Bdylece bu
telgraflar1 yayinlayan Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa 6n hazirligi tamamlamistir. Yani aslinda bir bakima
propaganda calismalar1 bitmistir. Geriye sadece ordunun payitahta girerek asayisi temin etmesi
kalmustir. Bu da 23 Nisan Cuma gecesi gergeklesecektir. Ama ondan &nce Istanbul kapisinda bulunan
Hareket Ordusu erkéani, mebuslar ile bir araya gelerek 6nemli kararlar alacaktir. Daha sonra arkasina
onlar1 da alan bu ordu, Istanbul’a girecektir.

4.3 Enver Bey ve Hareket Ordusu Istanbul’a Giriyor!

Husnii Paga’nin faaliyetleri sonrasinda biitiin ordunun hazir hale gelmesi beklenmistir. Zaten ordunun
hazir hale gelisi ile Mahmut Sevket Pasa 22 Nisan’da Yesilkoy’e gelerek ordunun fiili olarak
komutasin1 ele alacaktir (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, s. 3445). Ancak ordu dogrudan istanbul’a
giremeyecektir. Clinkii bu sirada Sultan II. Abdiilhamit, giivendigi adamlarin1 Hareket Ordusu ile
goriismesi i¢in Yesilkoy’e yollayacaktir. Baglarinda Hursit Paga’nin oldugu bu grup sonug alamadan
donecektir (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, s. 35).

Burada asil énemli husus ise mebuslarin toplanarak Yesilkdy’ gelmesidir. Ittihat ve Terakki erkaninin
teklifi lizerine birgok mebus Yesilkdy’e hareket etmistir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 186). Mebuslar Hareket
Ordusu ile goriislip bir karar almak amacindadir. Bu goriisme ise Mahmut Sevket Pasa’nin da
gelmesiyle 22 Nisan’da yapilmistir. Meclis-i Umumi-i Milli adiyla toplanan meclise Kiigiik Said Paga
baskanlik etmistir (Kursun, 2024, s.330-331). Bu mecliste birtakim kararlar alinsa da (Padisahin
tahttan indirilmesi gibi) gizli tutulmustur ancak asil 6énemli sonu¢ mebusan meclisinin de Hareket
Ordusu tarafina gegmis olmasidir (Midhat Sertoglu, 2011, s. 3445). Neticede meclisin toplandig1
giiniin bir sonraki giinii Hareket Ordusu Istanbul’a girmistir.

23 Nisan Cuma giinii aksanmi1 Hareket Ordusu Istanbul’a giris yapmustir (Tiirkgeldi, 2021, s. 37). Enver
Bey ve diger bircok gen¢ subay orduda bulunmaktadir. Once Davutpasa kislasina harekat
diizenlenmistir (Olmez, 2013, s. 231). Burasi ele gegirildikten sonra ordu tiimenleri sehrin cesitli
yerlerine hareket etmistir. Enver Bey ise Taskisla ve Taksim kislasina ylirtimdstir (Aydemir, 1971, s.



168). Ancak Hareket Ordusu burada ciddi bir direnisle karsilasmistir. Hatta 31 Mart Vakasinin en
ciddi catismalar1 burada gegmistir. Oyle ki sivilden insanlar bile hayatlarim kaza kursunu ile
kaybetmislerdir. Bunlardan biri Terzi Eleni adindaki gayrimiislim kadindir (DABOA, 1909a, 8
Haziran). Ondan bagka ordu icinde de ciddi kayiplar yasanmistir. Bunlardan en 6nemlisi de Enver
Bey’in yakin arkadasi olan Muhtar Bey’dir (Aydemir, 1971, s. 168). Bu olay Enver Bey’in sahsinda
onemli bir liziintii meydana getirmistir. Bu nedenle kendisi de bizzat sicak catismaya girmis ve
kiglalarin ele gecirilmesinde 6nemli rol oynamistir. Ayrica Taskigla’y1 ele gegirdikten sonra Muhtar
Bey’in gehit olusunun da verdigi etki ile birgok isyanci zabite sert cezalar vermistir (Candemir, 2009,
s. 81-82). Bunun disinda Enver Bey, isyanin bastirilmasinda gayet aktif bir rol tistlenmistir. Yirmi dort
taburdan dokuz tanesini bizzat yoneten ve Pera’daki ii¢ isyani basariyla bastiran Enver Bey, sahada
gayet basarili olmustur (Ozden, 2021, s. 600). Bunun disinda cetelerden olusan goniillii birliklere de
komutanlik etmistir. Ayrica Abdiillhamit’in tahttan indirilmesi esnasinda da Yildiz’da bulunan
komutanlardan biri olmustur (Aydemir, 1971, s. 172). Isyanda tamamen aktif rol alan Enver Bey,
isyan sonrast Onemli bir gérev beklemis ama Mahmut Sevket Pasa’dan umdugunu bulamayinca
Berlin’e geri dénmiistiir (Ozden, 2021, s. 614).

24 Nisan’daki olaylar boylece sona ererken hareket ordusu hemen hemen Istanbul’a hakim olmustur.
Pazar giinii yani 25 Nisan giinii de Istanbul, Bilad-1 Selase [Eyiip, Galata ve Uskiidar] ve Kartal,
Beykoz, Izmit, Gebze ve Catalca da Idare-i Orfiye uygulanmistir (DABOA, 1909a, 26 Nisan). Hareket
Ordusu kumandani olan Mahmut Sevket Pasa ise adeta biitiin ipleri eline almistir. Isyan sonras1 birgok
kisiye idam ve slirgiin cezasi da verilmistir. Bunlardan basta gelenler de isyanin bag sorumlusu olarak
goriilen Dervis Vahdeti ve Mizanc1 Murat’tir. Bunlardan Dervis Vahdeti idam cezasina carptirilmigtir
(DABOA, 1909a 14 Temmuz). Mizanct Murat ise Rodos’a siirgiin edilerek cami bagislanmistir
(DABOA, 1909a, 14 Haziran). Cezalar disinda Hareket Ordusu birtakim diizenlemeler de yapmustir.
Bunlardan en miihimi asker ve polis arasinda tasfiyeler yapilmasidir. Mesela 852 polis isyandan
sorumlu bulunmus ve tasfiye edilmistir (DABOA, 1909a, 24 Mayis). Ayrica giivenligin ve asayisin
saglanmasi amaciyla da 15 cm’den fazla olan Revolver silahlara el konulmustur (DABOA, 1909a, 12
Mayis). Boylece sikiyonetim ile Istanbul’da asayis saglanmaya calisilmistir. Neticede ise 31 Mart
giinii baslayan ve ‘Vaka-i Irticaiye’ olarak adlandirilan bu ayaklanma bastirilmastir.

Olaym en biiyiik sonucu Sultan II. Abdiilhamit’in tahttan indirilmis olmasidir. Zaten Yesilkdy’de 22
Nisan giinii toplanilan mecliste bu karar gizli bir sekilde almmustir. isyan bastirildiktan sonra da artik
harekete gecilmesi kararlagtirilmis ve Ayasofya’da Mebusan ve Ayan meclisi toplanmigtir. Bu
mecliste padigahin hal edilmesi karari alinmig ve Sultan II. Abdiilhamit, Selanik’te bulunan Alatini
Koskiine nakledilmistir (Tirkgeldi, 2021, s. 42-43). 27 Nisan giinli ger¢eklesen bu hal hadisesinde
Seyhiilislam’dan da fetva almmustir (Olmez, 2013, s. 241). Béylece Osmanli Devleti'nde V. Mehmet
(Resat) tahta ¢ikmistir.

Sunu kesin olarak sdylemek gereklidir ki olayin bas sorumlusu II. Abdiilhamit veya Ittihat ve Terakki
degildir. Ciinkii oOncelikli olarak Sultan Hamit, Hareket Ordusu geldigi zaman tahti biraderine
birakabilecegini belirtmis ve Ahmet Riza Bey’de onun olayda parmagi olmadigmi ifade etmistir
(Danigmend, 1972, s. 370). Ayrica Hareket Ordusu’na kars1 gelinmemesini de istedigi ifade edilmistir
(Tiirkgeldi, 2021, s. 36-37). Bunun disinda Ali Fuat Tiirkgeldi’nin naklettigi iizere Ittihat¢ilarin en
biiyiik isimlerinden Talat Pasa da 31 Mart vakasinda sultanin dahli olmadigini sdylemistir (Tirkgeldi,
2021, s. 51). Diger taraftan padisahin tahttan indirilmesi ittihat ve Terakki’ye yaradigindan olaymn
miisebbibi ittihateilar olarak goriilmiistiir. Ancak daha heniiz toplum tarafindan kabul gérmemis ve
gliclenememis bir firkanin toplumu kendinden uzaklastirmaya c¢alismasi s6z konusu degildir (Kursun,



2012, s. 54). Son olarak belirtilmesi gerekir ki olayda zarar goren mektepli subaylarin ¢ogu
Ittihatcilarin 6nem verdigi askerlerdir. Bu nedenle heniiz kabullenilmemis bir partinin kendi ayagina
stkmas1 gibi bir durum inanilir bir durum degildir. Olaym arkasinda memnuniyetsiz bir gliruhun
tepkisi vardir. Bu giiruh Vahdeti ve Ahrar Firkasi tarafindan kullanilmistir. Enver Bey bir Alman
gazetesine verdigi roportaj da Ahrar Firkasini suglamis ve dogru bir analiz yapmistir. Ancak isyan
bittikten sonra hanedan mensubu olmasi dolayisiyla Prens Sebahattin’e dokunulmamistir (Kursun,
2012, s. 59). Boylece konu kapanmustir. Geriye yalnizca Prens ve onun Avrupa baglantilari ile ortaya
cikardig1 basarisiz bir isyan kalmistir.

5. OLAYIN ENVER BEY ACISINDAN DEGERLENDIRiLMESI

Daha oOnce de bahsettigimiz iizere ayaklanmanin ¢iktigi sirada Enver Bey Berlin’de atagemiliterlik
gorevindedir. Zaten olaydan haber alir almaz da Selanik’e gelecektir. Daha sonrada Istanbul nlerine
varacaktir. Bunlardan asagida daha ayrintili bahsedecek oldugumuzdan dolayr Enver Bey’in 6nemli
bir 6zelliginden bahsetmek dogru olacaktir. Enver Bey her seyden Once cesareti yiiksek olan bir
sahsiyettir. Cogu zaman One atilmayi da sever. Vatan i¢in daha dogrusu Devlet i¢in her seyini feda
edebilecek kapasitedir. Bunlar1 genglik yillarinda bizzat daglarda ¢eteler ile savasarak ispatlamistir.
Daha sonra da canini hige sayarak asi konumuna diiserek mevcut yonetime isyan etmistir. Yani o bir
gorev adamu olsa da devleti i¢in gereken neyse onu da yapabilecek kudrettedir. Hiilasa 31 Mart isyani
c¢iktiginda Berlin’den hizlica gelmesinin nedenlerinden biri de bu 6zelligi olmustur. Enver Bey vatanin
ozellikle de hiirriyetin tehlikede oldugunun farkina varmistir. Sonu¢ ne olursa olsun kendisinin orada
bulunmas: gerektigini de bilmektedir. Zaten hizli bir sekilde de payitahtin kapisina varacaktir. Bu
hissiyat, isyanin onun igerisindeki manevi yansimasidir. Bir de olayin maddi yansimasi vardir. Yani
Enver Bey, bu olayin sonucunda kurtarici roliinde olmak istemektedir. Ciinkii bu rol onun yolunu
acacak bir yoldur. Kuskusuz Enver Bey, bu hesaplar1 da yaparak Berlin’i terk etmistir.

31 Mart ayaklanmasinin olmasindan sonra ayaklanmayi bastirmak icin Selanik'te Ugiincii Ordu ve
Ikinci Ordu’nun birlesimi ile ayrica katilan goniilliiler de dahil edilerek Hareket Ordusu naminda bir
ordu kurulmustur (Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i Osmaniye Heyet-i Tahririyesi, 1911, s. 16). Bu ordunun
kuruculugunu Mahmut Sevket Pasa yapmakla beraber ordunun kumandanligina Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa
atanmistir. Ayrica bu ordunun kurmay baskani o donem Selanik'te bulunan Mustafa Kemal Bey'dir
(Atatiirk, 2015, s. 564). Ordu Selanik'ten kisimlar halinde yola ¢ikarak Yesilkoy'e geldigi zaman idari
kadrosunda birtakim degisiklikler meydana gelmistir. Zaten beklenen bir sey olan Mahmut Sevket
Pasa'nin ordunun kumandani olmasi burada gergeklesmistir (Aydemir, 1971, s. 166). Kendisi
Istanbul'a adeta bir fatih edasi ile girecektir. Tabi ki bu sahneyi kimseye kaptirmayacak olan Mahmut
Sevket Pasa ordu Istanbul'a girmeden kumandasim alacaktir. Yalmz idari kadroda sadece bu degisiklik
meydana gelmemistir. Ordu Yesilkoy’e geldigi sirada bu sefer de bir diger dnemli makamda degisiklik
yasanmistir. Bu degisiklik ise ordunun tamamina kurmay baskani olarak Kolagasi Mustafa Kemal
Bey yerine Berlin atasemiliteri olan Binbasi Enver Bey'in atanmasidir (Mayatepek, 2015, s. 50). Iste
bu olay Enver Bey'in hayatinda son raddesi harbiye nazirligi olan merdiven basamaklarinin en
onemlisi olmustur. Aslinda burada sunu da ifade etmek gerekir ki Mustafa Kemal Hareket Ordusu’nun
kurmay bagkanligina adaydir. Kendisi zaten o sirada Hiiseyin Hiisnii Pasa’nin kurmay baskanidir.
Ancak Hareket Ordusu’nun isim babasi olmasi ve harekati planlayanlardan biri olmasina ragmen
Enver Bey’in gelisiyle arka plana atilmistir.

Enver Bey’in Berlin'den acele bir sekilde Selanik'e gelip oradan da Istanbul'a gelmesi gelisigiizel bir
olay olmamistir. Enver'in istedigi bir sey vardir. O da Hareket Ordusu’nun kurmay baskanligidir.



Selanik'e vardig1 zaman Ittihat ve Terakki erkani ile goriisiip bu gorevi istemistir (Aydemir, 1971, s.
166). Zaten cemiyetin en dnemli adamlarindan biri konumundadir. Bu nedenle gorev ona verilecektir.
Ancak sunu da soylemek gerekir ki bu gorevin Enver Bey’e verilmesini sadece Enver Bey degil 6nde
gelen Ittihatcilar da istemektedir. Ciinkii Hareket Ordusu’nun basinda Ittihatc1 olmayan bir komutan
olan Mahmut Sevket Pasa vardir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 197). O nedenle dengeyi korumak adma Ittihat
Terakki’nin asker kanadinin en énemli ismi olan Enver’in Hareket Ordusu’na katilmast Ittihatct erkan
arasinda istenen bir olaydir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 194). Zaten Enver Bey’in Yesilkdy’e geldigi sirada
birgok kisi onu yanaklarindan 6perek karsilamigtir (Pekmen, 2023, s. 188). Yani Enver artik yavag
yavas basrole ge¢meye baslamistir. Bunu hem Ittihat ve Terakki erkdni arasinda hem de idari
yonetimde yapacag iist diizey gorevler izleyecektir.

Enver Bey hizli bir sekilde istanbul'a gelerek Mustafa Kemal Bey'den kurmay baskanligini alacaktir.
Mahmut Sevket Pasa'nin Fatih edasiyla girdigi Payitahta kuskusuz 28 yasindaki Binbasi Enver Bey de
ayni sekilde girecektir. Ayrica Enver Bey ile Mahmut Sevket Paga’nin bu yakinligi da 1913 de tekrar
edecektir. Bu ikili 1913 yilinda tekrar yan yana gelecektir. Bu sefer de Enver Bey’in 6n ayak oldugu
kanli hiikiimet darbesinden [Babiali Baskini] sonra sadarete getirdigi isim Mahmut Sevket Pasa
olacaktir (Danismend, 1972, s. 398-401). Ancak burada zikredilmesi gereken dnemli bir hususta 31
Mart vakasinin bastirilmasindan sonra Mahmut Sevket Pasa ve onde gelen ittihat¢ilarin arasinin pek
iyi olmadigidir. Ciinkii 6zellikle Enver Bey payitaht igerisinde daha etkin bir gérev almay1 beklerken-
ki bu gorev de miistesarlik olacaktir — hayal kirikligina ugramiglardir. Hatta Enver Bey bundan dolay1
Istanbul’u terk etmistir (Ozden, 2021, s. 614). Ittihatcilarin 6nde gelenlerinden biri olan Cavit Bey’in
yazmig oldugu ruznamede Mahmut Sevket Pasa’nin gururlandigi belirtilmis ve ayrica ondan
miistesarlik bekleyen Enver ve Talat gibi ittihatgilarin ise diis kirikligina ugradigi goriilmiistiir (Cavid
Bey, 2014, s. 48).

Bu olayin Enver Bey’in hayatinda dnemli bir yer edinmesinin bir¢ok nedeni vardir. Bunlardan en
onemlisi Enver Bey'in karizmasinin ve prestijinin ikiye katlanmis olmasidir. 1908 temmuzunda
Megsrutiyet'in ilanim1 saglayan ve "Hiirriyet Kahramani" olarak anilan bu sahsiyet, simdi de
Mesrutiyetin tehlikeye diistiigii bu giinlerde uzak diyarlardan gelerek hiirriyetperverlerin imdadina
yetismigtir. Artik Enver Mesrutiyet'in ve dolayisiyla hiirriyetin kurtaricisidir. Heniiz ¢ok geng
olmasina ragmen o donemki prestiji bir general seviyesindedir. Kurmay bagkanligi onun itibarin1 daha
da artirmistir. 31 Mart vakasinin bastirtlmasindan sonra Hareket Ordusu’nun gazetesi konumunda olan
‘Sanli Ordu’ gazetesi, olay sonrasinda Istanbul sokaklarinda Mahmut Sevket Pasa ile Enver Bey’in
isimlerinin konusuldugunu yazmistir (Karaman, 2014, s. 260).

Boylece Enver Bey basamaklari hizli bir sekilde ¢ikmaktadir. Ayrica onun kurmay bagkani sifatiyla
Istanbul'a girmesi ve ismini daha fazla duyurmasi Ittihat ve Terakki erkani icerisinde de sivrilmesini
saglamistir (Ozden, 2021, s. 613-614). Ciinkii neticede Enver Bey Berlin'e yollanarak merkezden
uzaklagmistir. Ancak o kisa siire i¢inde tekrar donerek kendi otoritesini saglama almistir. Bu nedenle
bu olay onun cemiyet icinde de giiclenmesine sebep olmustur. Ayrica tabi ki onun Istanbul'da ismini
duyurmasi payitaht icerisinde daha fazla {inlenmesine neden olmustur (Aydemir, 1971, s. 176).
Bundan dolay1 ayni sene igerisinde saraydan biriyle evlenmesinin de yolu agilmistir. Tiim bu sebepler
Enver Bey'in bugiin tanidigimiz Enver Pasa olmasina yol agmistir. Belki herkes onu Mesrutiyet'in ilani
ile tanisa da Enver'in Istanbul igerisindeki otoritesini saglayan mesele 31 Mart vakasimi bastiran
Hareket ordusu’nun kurmay baskani olmus olmasidir.

Bu gdrevin Onemini biraz sonra bahsedecegim iizere Mustafa Kemal ile ters diismesi de
gostermektedir. Oyle ki Mustafa Kemal kendisinin kurmay baskanligina getirilmemesine oldukca



fazla kizmistir (Aydemir, 2011, s. 146). Bu olay Uzun yillar Mustafa Kemal Bey ile Enver Bey
arasinda yasanacak olan rekabetin de temelini atan olay olmustur. Hatta ayni sene igerisinde yapilmis
olan Ittihat ve Terakki kongresine katilan Mustafa Kemal 1srarla siyaset ve askerin birbirinden
ayrilmasini isteyecektir. Bu isteginde Enver Bey ile yasadigi bahsi gecen olay etkili olmustur
(Aydemir, 1971, s. 176). Ciinkii yiiksek ihtimalle Mustafa Kemal, Enver Bey'in Hareket Ordusu’nda
bulunmasinin cemiyet sayesinde oldugunu diisiinmiistiir. Bu diisiincesi onun asker ile politikacinin
birbirinden ayrilmasi fikrini savunmasina neden olmustur. Nitekim bu goriislerinde daha sonra hakli
da ¢ikacaktir. Ciinkii Birinci Balkan Savasi'nda yasanan biiyiikk bozgunun temelinde de askerin
siyasete karigmasi sonucu yasanan ayriliklar vardir. Yalniz bununla da bitmeyecektir. Cilinkii Mustafa
Kemal’in bu fikirleri cemiyet tarafindan kabul edilmeyecektir. Bundan dolay1 da Mustafa Kemal artik
fiilen cemiyetten kopacaktir (Aydemir, 2011, s. 136). Hatta sonraki yillarda Sofya atagemiliteri olmasi
ve cemiyet icerisinde rehberlik gorevlerine getirilmesi onun gézden diistiigliniin en biiylik emaresidir
(Aydemir, 2011, s. 173). Buna karsilik Enver Bey ise cemiyet igerisinde yiikselisine devam edecektir.
1913 yilinda Bab-1 Ali baskinini yaparak hiikiimeti deviren Enver Bey, ittihat ve Terakki’nin tam
olarak iktidar1 almasini saglayacaktir. Ayni sene Edirne’yi de Bulgarlardan alan Enver Bey, yil
sonunda albay riitbesine ulasacak ve kisa bir siire icinde de tuggeneral olarak harbiye nazir1 olacaktir.

Neticede 31 Mart olayina saf bir isyan olarak bakmak dogru degildir. Sonuglar1 bakimindan oldukga
etkilidir. Ciinkii 1914 yilina geldigimizde imparatorlugun birinci adami olan ve cihan harbine
girilmesinin baslica sebebi olan Enver Pasa'nin yiikselisindeki en énemli durak Hareket Ordusunun
kurmay baskani olmasidir. Bu onun 6nlenemez yiikselisinin kritik bir duragidir. Ciinkii burada ayni
zamanda bir rakip de kazanmistir. Bu rakip daha sonra Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin kurucu lideri olan
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’ten baskasi degildir. Bu rekabet Oylesine uzun siirecektir ki milli miicadele
doneminde Enver Pasa'nin {ilkeye girmek i¢in Batum'a gelmesiyle arsa gikacaktir. Ama kaderin bagka
bir oyunu vardir. Aymi siralarda Mustafa Kemal Pasa ise hayatinin savaslarimdan birini vermistir.
Baskomutan olarak girdigi Sakarya Savasi'ndan galip ¢ikarak Enver Pasa'y1 saf dis1 etmistir. Iste bu 31
Mart vakasi yasanmis bitmis bir olay olsa da sonuglar1 yillarca siirmiistiir.

6. SONUC

Sonug olarak 31 Mart Vakasinda en énemli paylardan biri de Enver Bey’in olmustur. Berlin’de askeri
atagse olarak bulundugu sirada isyan haberini aldiktan sonra Alman gazetelerine olayla alakali
roportajlar vermis ve bu roportajlarinda olayin kisa siire iginde bastirilacagini belirtmistir. Yine bu
roportajlarinda olayin miisebbiplerini de Ahrar Firkasi olarak isaret etmistir ki bu tespiti de gayet
makuldiir. Boylece Enver Bey daha olaym basinda yaptigi tespitler ile Ongorisiinii gostermistir.
Sadece bu tespiti bile olayin arkasindakileri gosterir niteliktedir.

Enver Bey, isyanin ciddi olmasindan &tiirii hizli bir sekilde Selanik’e gelerek Ittihatci erkan ile
goriislip birtakim kararlar almigtir. Bu kararlardan biri de Hareket Ordusu kurmay baskanliginin onun
uhdesine verilmesidir. Gergekten de Yesilkoy’e gelen Enver Bey, Hareket Ordusu’nun kurmay
baskanligini almistir.

Bu sirada ordunun isim babasi olan ve ordunun istanbul’a kadar olan gidisatin1 planlayan Mustafa
Kemal Bey ise Enver’in gelisi ile arka plana atilmistir. Ciinkii kendisi sadece bir tiimene kurmay
baskanlig1 yapmistir. Bu da iki ismin arasinda baglayan soguklugun temelini atmugtir.

Hareket Ordusu Kurmay Baskani1 Enver Bey, Istanbul’a giren ordu igerisinde yararliklar gdstermis ve
kendi prestijini fazlaca artirmistir. Oyle ki gazetelerde ve sokaklarda onun ismi amlir olmustur.
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Taskisla’y1 ele gecirme bagarist ve aktif bir sekilde ¢atigmalarin icerisinde yer almasi onun askeri
anlamda karizmasini artiran etkenlerden olmustur. Bu basarilar ile kendisine yiiksek bir gorev
verilmesini beklemis ancak gorev alamayinca da tekrardan Berlin’e donmiistiir. Sonugta 6nemli bir
gorev elde edemese de bu basarisi ilerde onun igin referans olacaktir. Cilinkii {ist liste girdigi bu
faaliyetler onun devletin birinci adami olmasini saglayacaktir.

Bu ¢ergevede Enver Bey’in 31 Mart vakas: siiresince bulundugu faaliyetler hiilasa edilmistir. Kendisi
‘Hiirriyet Kahramani1® olarak iin salmisken {istiine bir de Mesrutiyet’in koruyucusu olarak Istanbul’a
girmis ve hiirriyet aleyhtar1 ayaklanmay1 bastiran kisilerden biri olmustur. Bu onu hem Ittihat ve
Terakki i¢cinde hem de kamuoyu goziinde yiiksek bir seviyeye ¢ikarmistir. Bu olay ile artan karizmasi
onu gelecek yillarda imparatorlugun en yiiksek makamlarindan birisine tagiyacaktir. Bu tarihten sonra
1911°de Trablusgarp savasindaki gayret ve basarilari ile I1. Balkan Harbi esnasinda Edirne’yi geri aligt
onu Imparatorlugun bir numarali adami yapacaktir. Sonu¢ olarak yikilmak iizere olan bir
imparatorlugun kaderine hilkmeden Enver Pasa’nin hayatindaki en 6nemli doniim noktalarindan biri
de 31 Mart vakasinda aldig1 faal gorevdir.

Sonug olarak Enver’in 31 Mart vakasinda goz ardi edilmeyecek bir katkisi vardir. Onun birgok tiimene
komutanlik etmis olmasi ve siddetli catismalara bizzat girmesi neticesinde isyan sona ermistir. Isyan
sonrasinda ise istedigini elde edemese de kendi karizmasini artirmis ve sohretini ikiye katlamistir. Bu
da onun ilerde imparatorluk adina karar verici birinci gii¢ olmasini saglayacak etkenlerden olmustur.

KAYNAKCA

Aksin, S. (1972). 31 Mart Olaymna Degin Sabahattin Bey ve Ahrar Firkasi. Ankara Universitesi
Siyasal Bilgiler Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 27(3), 541-560. https://doi.org/10.1501/SBFder_0000001087

Aksin, S. (2007). Kisa Tiirkiye Tarihi. Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas: Kiiltiir Yayinlari.
Aksin, S. (2018). Tiirkiye Tarihi: Cagdas Tiirkiye: 1908-1980. (4.Cilt). istanbul: Cem Yaymevi.

Ar1, M. S. ve Ozan, I. H. (2018). Sirat-1 Miistakim ve Volkan’a Gore 31 Mart Vakasi. “Islam’
Uyandirmak”: Mesrutiyet'ten Cumhuriyet’e Islamci Diisiince ve Dergiler iginde (ss. 227-247).
ILEM.

Atatiirk, M. K. (2015). Nutuk. Ankara: Kaynak Yayinlari.

Aydemir, S. S. (1971). Enver Pasa: Makedonya’dan Orta Asya’ya : (1908-1914). (C2.Cilt). istanbul :
Remzi Kitabevi.

Aydemir, S. S. (2011). Tek Adam (1.Cilt). Istanbul: Remzi Kitabevi.
Bardakg1, M. (2015). Enver. Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas: Kiiltiir Yaynlari.

Bey, C. (2014). Mesrutiyet Ruznamesi. Turk Tarih Kurumu yayinlari; II1-4. dizi-say1 17 (1.Cilt).
Ankara : Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Borak, S. (1992). 31 Mart Vakasimin Cikis Nedenleri Uzerine Cesitli Yorumlar ve Atatiirk ve Hareket
Ordusu Uzerine Orgeneral Izzettin Calislar’in Bir Makalesi. Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Dergisi,
8(23), 357-372. https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/aamd/issue/55195/757432 adresinden erisilmistir.

Candemir, M. (2009). Hareket Ordusu’nun Y1ildiz Sarayi’na Girisi = Entering the Movement Army to
Yildiz Palace. Hidayet Yavuz Nuhoglu Armagani, 79-96.

Cilt: 11 e Sayi: 2  Haziran 2024 90




Furkan UCAR, Hasip SAYGILI

Ciftci, A. (2016). Tiirkiye’nin Siyasal Modernlesmesinde Balkanlardan Gelen Etkiler: 1808 Alemdar
Ordusu ve 1919 Hareket Ordusu Ornekleri. Giimiishane Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii
Elektronik Dergisi, 7(16), 207-222.
https://d1wqtxtsixzle7.cloudfront.net/106034617/Turk.nin_Siy._Mod.de_Balkanl._tam_metin-
libre.pdf?1695907936 adresinden erigilmistir.

Danismend, I. H. (1972). Izahli Osmanli Tarihi Kronolojisi: 1703-1924. Istanbul : Tiirkiye Yaynevi.

DABOA. (1909a, 12 Mayis). 383-147. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Baskanligi Osmanli
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (1909a, 14 Haziran). 414-70. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanligi Osmanl
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (19093, 7 Nisan). 353-72. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Baskanligi Osmanli Arsivi,
[stanbul.

DABOA. (1909a, 26 Nisan). 127-10. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Baskanligi Osmanl
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (19093, 14 Temmuz). 87-35. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanligi Osmanl
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (1906a, 29 Ekim). 399-81. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Baskanligi Osmanl
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (1909a, 8 Haziran). 2835-80. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Baskanligi Osmanl
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (1909a, 24 Mayis). 2823-67. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanligi Osmanli
Arsivi, Istanbul.

DABOA. (1909a, 16 Ocak). 3472-260351. Y.PRK.AZJ. [Belge]. Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanligi Osmanl
Arsivi, Istanbul.

Ertekin, F. (2022). 31 Mart Vakas1 Sonras1 Hareket Ordusu’yla Istanbul’u Kusatan Manastir Milli
Taburu’'nda  Gorevli Bir  Subaymm  Ginligii. Harp Tarihi  Dergisi, 6, 65-94.
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/download/article-file/2771068 adresinden erigilmistir.

Husnii, H. (1325a). Hareket Ordusu Kumandani Tarafindan Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetine
Telgraf. Musavver Muhit, 11(23), 4-5.

Hiisnii, H. (1325b). Hareket Ordusu Kumandam Tarafindan Istanbul Ahalisine Beyanname. Musavver
Muhit, 11(23), 5-6.

Ilgar, 1. (1968). 31 Mart ve Hareket Ordusu. Belgelerle Tiirk Tarihi Dergisi, 6, 23-31.

Karaman, M. A. (2014). Hareket Ordusu’nun Yaym Organit “Sanli Ordu” Gazetesi. Sultan II.
Abdiilhamid Sempozyumu 20-21 Subat 2014, Selanik, 111, 253-264,.

Kodaman, B. (1994). 31 Mart Hadisesi (Son Osmanli Vak’a Niivisi Abdurrahman Seref Efendi’ye Ait
Bir Yazma Esere Gore). XI. Tiirk Tarih Kongresi: Ankara 5-9 Eyliil 1990 Kongreye Sunulan
Bildiriler, 1V, 1329-1340.

Koz, M. S. (2015). 31 Mart Sehidi Trabzonlu Miildzzim Ilyas’in Destani. Miiteferrika: Kitabiyat
Dergisi, 47, 3-36.

91 TURKOPHONE



31 Mart Vakasinda Enver Bey’in Roliine Yeniden Bakmak

Kuran, A. B. (1950). 31 Mart Hadisesi Nasil Oldu? Tarih Diinyasi, 11(13), 557-560.
Kursun, Z. (2012). 31 Mart Olaymin Arkasindakiler. Sultan II. Abdiilhamid ve Donemi, 49-59.

Kursun, Z. (2024). Kiiciik Said Pasa: Sultan II. Abdiilhamid'in gélgesi. Istanbul: VakifBank Kiiltiir
Yayinlart.

Mayatepek, O. (2015). Dedem Enver Pasa. Istanbul : Timas Yayinlari.

Mir’at-1 Sicil-i Memurin-i Osmaniye Heyet-i Tahririyesi. (1911). Miicahid-i Hiirriyet Mahmut Sevket
Pasa ve Hareket Ordusu. Istanbul, Artin Asadoryan ve Mahdumlar1 Matbaasi.

Nuri, C. (1336). Otuz Bir Mart. Edebiyat-: Umumiye Mecmuasi, 111(63), 593-596.
Olmez, A. (2013). Gazi Ethem Pasa Ve Dénemi. Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Ozden, K. (2021). Berlin Askeri Atasesi Enver Bey’in 31 Mart Isyani’nin Bastirilmasindaki Rolii ve
Almanya’nin Tepkisi. TBMM 'nin Ac¢ihsinin 100. Yili: Osmanli’dan Cumhuriyet’e Tiirkiye 'de
Demokrasi Uluslararasi Sempozyumu, 12-13 Mart 2020, Edirne: Bildiriler, 1, 581-617.

Pasa, E. (1991). Enver Pasa 'nin Amilari: 1881-1908. Am dizisi; 6. Istanbul : Iletisim Yayinlari.
Pekmen, M. S. (2023). 31 Mart Hatiralar1. Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Safi, I. (2018). II. Mesrutiyet Doneminde Siyasal Iktidarin Toplumsal Muhalefete Bakis Agis1: Hasan
Fehmi Bey Suikasti ve Muhalefetin Tasfiyesi. Bilecik Seyh Edebali Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler
Enstitiisii Dergisi, 3(2), 268-286. https://doi.org/10.33905/bseusbed.474906

Saygili, H. (2013). 1903 Makedonyasinda Reformlara Tepkiler: Rus Konsolosu Aleksandir
Rostkovski’nin Katli. Karadeniz Arastirmalart, 39(39), 69-94.
https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=231420 erisim adresi

Sertoglu, M. (2011). Mufassal Osmanli Tarihi. Tirk Tarih Kurumu yaymlari; IV/A-2-2.11. dizi-sa.8f
(6.Cilt). Ankara : Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Sertoglu, M. (1999). 31 Mart Olayr’na Isik Tutan Belgeler. Belgelerle Tiirk Tarihi Dergisi, 35, 45-47.

Sezer, S. (2017). Volkan Gazetesinde 31 Mart Vakasi. Nisantasi Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi,
5(2), 143-159. https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/nisantasisbd/issue/39932/474329  adresinden
erisilmistir.

Sehsuvaroglu, H. Y. (1952). 31 Mart Vakas1 ve Ikinci Abdiilhamid’in Tahttan Indirilisi. Resimli Tarih
Mecmuast, 111(29), 1456-1461.

Tiirkgeldi, A. F. (2021). Gériip Isittiklerim. Tiirk Tarih Kurumu yayinlari; I1.dizi-say1:15°%. Ankara :
Tiirk Tarih Kurumu.

Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam Ansiklopedisi. (1995). (11.Cilt). Ankara : Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi.
Unlii, T. B. (2021). Ittihat¢t Bir Fedai: Miilazim Atf Kamgil. Istanbul: Timas Yayinlari.

Yildiz, S. (2017). 31 Mart Isyani’ndan Bir Olay Incelemesi: Asar-1 Tevfik Zirhlis1 Komutam1 Ali
Kabuli Bey’in Oldiiriilmesi. UTAD: Uluslararast Tarih Arastirmalart Dergisi = The Journal of
International History Researches, 1(2), 71-84.
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/utad/issue/33657/334178 adresinden erisilmistir.

Cilt: 11 e Sayi: 2 e Haziran 2024 92




	2-furkan uçar-en.pdf
	2-furkan uçar-tr.pdf

