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Abstract: Throughout its modern history, Syria has struggled to achieve socio-political stability due to a
combination of internal and external dynamics. The collapse of the classical Ottoman order, the establishment of
the French Mandate after the First World War, the failure of the liberal democratic system after independence,
subsequent waves of military coups, and the rule of the Assad regime constitute the main turning points of
instability in Syrian history. Syria's multi-ethnic society is deeply divided along religious, ethnic, and sectarian
fault lines, creating fertile ground for socio-political fractures. Alongside imperialist designs targeting Syria,
regional dynamics have further distanced the country from national unity, exacerbating the erosion of its internal
structure. Thus, Syria's modern history has also been characterised by political polarisation and social conflict,
primarily driven by military coups and various forms of political violence. This study examines modern Syrian
history through its key turning points, spanning the period from the second half of the nineteenth century, when
the effects of modernization were more keenly felt in the region, to the Syrian civil war that began in 2011. It
attempts to demonstrate the internal and external dynamics of ruptures in Syrian history.
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Modern Suriye Tarihinin Kirtlma Noktalart Uzerine Bir Degerlendirme

Oz: Suriye modern tarihinde gesitli i¢ ve dis dinamiklerin etkisiyle sosyo-politik istikrari saglayamamus bir iilkedir.
Tarihsel stirecte klasik Osmanli diizeninin bozulmasi, I. Diinya Savasi sonrasinda Fransiz mandasinin kurulmast,
bagimsizlig1 sonrasinda liberal-demokratik sistemin basarisizlig1 sonrasindaki askeri darbe dalgalar1 ve Esadlarin
iktidari, Suriye tarihinde istikrarsizligin ana kirilma noktalarini olusturur. Suriye’nin dini-etnik-sekteryan
baglamda derin fay hatlarryla boliinmiis ¢oklu toplum yapisi sosyo-politik kirilmalarin zeminini olusturmustur.
Suriye’ye yonelik emperyalist tasarimlar ve ¢eligkilerin yaninda bolgesel denklemlerde i¢ yapisi fazlasiyla aginmig
iilkeyi, ulusal birlikten uzaklagtirmistir. Bylece Suriye’nin modern tarihi, askeri darbeler basta olmak iizere ¢esitli
siyasal siddet araglarinin belirleyici oldugu politik kamplagmalarin ve toplumsal ¢atismalarin da tarihi olmustur.
Bu ¢alisma modernlesmenin bolgeye yansimalarinin daha yogun hissedilmeye baslandigi 19. ylizyilin ikinci
yarisindan 2011 yilinda baslayan Suriye i¢ savagina kadar devam eden tarihsel kesitte modern Suriye tarihini ana
kirilma noktalar1 {izerinden tartisma ¢abasinin triiniidiir. Calismada Suriye tarihindeki kirilmalarin i¢ ve dig
dinamikleri gosterilmeye ¢alisilmaktadir.
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Introduction

Syria, owing to its historically dominant position in the Eastern Mediterranean, has long been one
of the geographies that attract attention in geopolitical terms, while its role as a transit corridor in global
trade has made it a focal point in the geoeconomic context. It has functioned as a strategic crossroads
that global system-shaping actors and regional powers have repeatedly sought to control. The lands of
Syria-more commonly referred to by Muslims as Bilad al-Sham-were taken from the Mamluks, who
had ruled the region since the thirteenth century, following the Egyptian campaign of Yavuz Sultan
Selim in 1517. This event marked the beginning of nearly four centuries of Ottoman rule in the region.
Until the fifteenth century, the Syrian region had displayed a relatively stagnant economic and
commercial profile; however, its level of prosperity began to change visibly with the political and socio-
economic advantages of becoming part of a vast imperial administration. Under the security umbrella
provided by the Ottoman Empire, Aleppo experienced a remarkable expansion in its commercial
capacity, while Damascus’s central role in pilgrimage routes contributed significantly to the growth of
its economy. In these cities, whose populations began to increase from the sixteenth century onward,
the city walls gradually lost their function and suburban neighborhoods began to emerge (Schayegh,
2021). For a long period, the Ottoman state governed the region directly through governors appointed
from the imperial center. Nevertheless, local elites who had retained influence from the Mamluk period
managed to preserve a certain degree of their political power. This situation occasionally led to tensions
between the center and the periphery and gave rise to various rebellions, as exemplified by the uprising
of the Governor of Damascus, Canbirdi al-Ghazali, in 1520 (Okur & Salik, 2016). However, during the
classical period of the Ottoman Empire, the state did not encounter serious difficulties in governing the
region. Governors appointed from the center, together with judges (kadis) and Janissaries, cooperated
with the urban Sunni elites of Syria and established authority in the region through an approach often
described as the Ayan policy (Cleveland, 2008). The status quo thus established persisted without facing
any major threats until the nineteenth century. Although the various ethnic or sectarian groups in Syria
identified themselves as Arab, Sunni, Alawite, or Druze, their loyalty to the sultan largely continued
(Fieldhouse, 2006). From the mid-nineteenth century onward, however, the Ottoman Empire’s reforms
in the land regime and its efforts to reinforce authority through centralization created a series of tensions
between the local notables and the imperial center, thereby unsettling the existing status quo.
Nevertheless, the region remained under Ottoman political control. Following the First World War, the
establishment of the French Mandate administration in Syria produced another major rupture in its
modern political history. This period laid the groundwork for political conflicts-often characterized by
religious and sectarian dimensions—that would continue in Syria up to the present day. After Syria
gained independence, two major waves of military coups between 1946 and 1970 constituted another
critical turning point by preventing the establishment of political stability. Although the rise of Hafez
al-Assad to power brought a degree of relative stability-primarily maintained through intelligence-based
methods that frequently involved coercion and violence-it gradually generated significant resentment,
particularly among the Sunni population. Ultimately, under the influence of the Arab Spring, a large-
scale civil war erupted in 2011.

Purpose

Syria’s geopolitics and geoculture constitute two structural dynamics that have generated political
instability throughout its modern history. While its dominant geopolitical position over the Eastern
Mediterranean and the Middle East has intensified imperial rivalries and struggles for hegemony over
the country, its geocultural structure-historically characterized by a multi-communal society shaped by
religious, sectarian, and ethnic diversity-has rendered the country vulnerable to external interventions.
In this context, Syria has transformed into a geography marked by internal conflicts, power struggles
between the large landowners of Damascus and the bourgeoisie of Aleppo, and the frequent use of
various instruments of political violence, most notably military coups. This study seeks to interpret the
modern history of Syria through several major historical turning points, each of which largely generated
new forms of instability. These include the disintegration of the classical Ottoman order, the
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establishment of the French Mandate administration, successive waves of military coups, and the rise of
the Assad regime-whose rule, despite providing a degree of relative stability, contained inherent conflict
potential that constitutes one of the structural causes of the conflicts that continue to the present day.

Method

In this study, the major turning points in Syrian history are examined within a period extending
from the late nineteenth century to the early twenty-first century. The political, socio-economic, and
cultural dynamics underlying the persistent instability in Syria are analyzed. In accordance with the
nature of the subject, the study employs document analysis, one of the qualitative research methods. The
method followed contributes to the scientific examination of the subject in several respects. First, in
document analysis, rather than focusing on features that can be measured through numerical data, the
approach seeks to obtain objective information developed through “why” and “how” questions, and to
interpret these findings and draw inferences from them. Second, the study addresses a topic that requires
engagement with both domestic and international literature through written documents, thereby ensuring
diversity in sources. In accordance with the stages of the document analysis method, primary and
secondary sources related to the subject were first reviewed. The data obtained were then classified,
reduced, and organized. Subsequently, the data were analyzed in order to reach the findings. These
findings were discussed and interpreted within the framework of the objective approach of historical
scholarship, and conclusions were drawn accordingly.

Findings and Discussion
I. Finding and Discussion: The Disintegration of the Classical Ottoman Order

The disintegration of the classical Ottoman order represents the first major rupture in the modern
history of Syria. By the end of the nineteenth century, three critical developments profoundly
destabilized the status quo that the Ottoman Empire had established in Syria. The first of these was the
transformation of the land regime, carried out under the pressure of both internal and external dynamics.
As the Ottoman Empire gradually began to lose its former strength, it encountered increasing difficulties
in defending its borders and became unable to maintain the existing order not only in foreign policy but
also in its internal administrative functioning. In order to finance the treasury in the face of prolonged
wars and territorial losses, the state introduced changes to the land system. It transitioned from the timar
system to iltizam (tax farming), and later to the malikéne system (lifetime tax farming). The primary
objective of these changes was to meet the treasury’s growing need for cash revenue. These
transformations in the land regime had significant political consequences for Syria. First and foremost,
actors such as pashas, members of the ulema, and Janissaries evolved into local power centers that
gradually eroded the authority of the sultan. Particularly in cities such as Aleppo and Damascus, they
instigated various rebellions that weakened the state’s authority in the region. Among the most notable
of these were the rebellions of Fakhr al-Din Ma‘n, Abaza Hasan Pasha, and Ali Pasha. Another
consequence of the changes in the land regime was the strengthening of ayan families (local notables).
Through the malikane system, these families acquired ownership over lands and accumulated
considerable wealth. At the same time, they consolidated their intermediary role between the imperial
center and the provinces, thereby deriving significant political influence from this position. The Sunni
al-Azm family of Damascus, often described as an aristocratic Ottoman family, provides a notable
example of such families that gained prominence by mediating relations between the state and the local
population. Having entered the service of the Ottoman state from the time of the region’s conquest, the
al-Azm family accumulated wealth through the iltizam and malikdne systems and held various
administrative positions in key centers such as Damascus, Aleppo, and Tripoli (Onhon, 2021; Okur &
Salik, 2016). It is also understood that this family maintained close relations with Turkey during the
Republican period. According to a report published in the Syrian newspaper al-Sahra on 18 August
1954, Khalid al-Azm held meetings with the Turkish Ambassador in Damascus and the Consul General
in Aleppo “regarding internal and external issues concerning Syria” (Republic of Tiirkiye, Presidency
of State Archives, Republican Archives (BCA), 030.01/104.650.1, 2, 31 May 1954).
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Second, the state’s centralization efforts and the inevitable problems it encountered with semi-
autonomous local power centers in Syria constituted another major development. In the nineteenth
century, the Ottoman Empire initiated attempts to restructure itself through a modern bureaucracy, in
line with the international conjuncture, in order to preserve its territorial integrity. The primary target of
centralization in Syria was the Sunni notables, who were the decisive actors in both politics and society
in the region. The Ottoman bureaucracy was aware that strengthening the ties between Syria and the
imperial center would be difficult without first curbing the power of the local notables. However, the
centralization efforts that began during the reign of Mahmud II and continued with the Tanzimat
reforms-defined by Inalcik (2019) as practices that transmitted Western administrative and political
institutions through bureaucratic means and as liberal reforms-failed in the Syrian region. Rebellions
broke out in cities such as Damascus, Aleppo, and Jerusalem, often resulting in the expulsion and at
times even the killing of Ottoman administrators appointed to these areas. During the Tanzimat period,
the councils established under the leadership of Mustafa Resit Pasha-designed to allow greater
participation of local representatives in the administrative, legal, and financial affairs of the provinces-
produced a paradoxical effect in the context of centralization. These local councils, which evolved into
instruments that strengthened the power of the Sunni notables, compelled the Ottoman state to revert to
a form of the ayan policy, thereby necessitating renewed cooperation with the urban Sunni elites. Parallel
to the failure of centralization efforts in urban centers, similar initiatives in rural areas also proved
largely unsuccessful. In mountainous regions such as Jabal al-Druze and Jabal Nablus, local leaders
continued to govern their territories largely independently from the imperial center. Ottoman military
campaigns in Syria generally failed to achieve lasting results, despite partial successes in the Alawite
regions (Okur & Salik, 2016).

The final factor that destabilized the regional status quo in the nineteenth century was the
developments related to Syria’s integration into the world economy. Major Syrian cities—particularly
Damascus and Aleppo-became part of the global economy during a critical period that began in the
1770s and continued until the 1850s (Schayegh, 2021). This development facilitated the penetration of
modern Western influence into Syria-even under Ottoman rule-and paved the way, at least in cultural
terms, for the emergence of Arabism. Recognizing that European influence could transform into a
nationalist wave, the principal policy of Abdiilhamid II toward the region was to prevent the socio-
economic integration of Syria into Europe (Inalcik, 1999). At the same time, as Karpat (2009) notes, he
entered into what may be described as an ethno-linguistic struggle with the Arabs. In this context,
Abdiilhamid II sought to strengthen the ties between the Arab provinces and Istanbul through the
ideology of Islamism, grounded in a centralized understanding of the caliphate, in order to preserve the
territorial integrity of the state. He implemented the Ayan policy more forcefully than before. On the
one hand, he appointed more members of the local notables to bureaucratic positions; on the other, he
increasingly recruited the children of notable families into schools in the imperial center and into the
military. He treated the status of Turkish as the official language as a matter of sovereignty and preserved
it accordingly (Ortayli, 2012). Although the policies of the Sultan-Caliph created a partial barrier against
the rise of Arab nationalism, they could not prevent what came to be known as the “Arab Awakening”
in Syria. Indeed, many of the principal theorists of Arabism were Christian Arabs living in the greater
Syrian region. Their intellectual mentors were often British and French imperial actors, and they in turn
became influential teachers of Muslim Arab nationalists (Lewis, 2017). Within their ideological
programs, they portrayed the Ottoman state as an “imperialist” regime that hindered Arab development
and independence. In the formation of this approach, liberal literary and scholarly associations in Beirut,
as well as educational institutions such as the Syrian Protestant College (later renamed the American
University of Beirut) and the French Jesuit College, together with closely associated Christian Arab
intellectuals, played a significant role. Abdiilhamid II did not compromise on this matter; in response to
the schools established by missionaries and colonial powers, he opened numerous Turkish schools in
the region and maintained the official status of the Turkish language (Ortayl, 2012; Kiregci, 2012).
However, during the rule of the Committee of Union and Progress, the status quo that had been



686 Oztiirkci A. / Anemon Mus Alparslan Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 2026 14(1) 682-710

established in the region through the Ayan policy during the reign of Abdiilhamid II was ultimately
disrupted.

The Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) administration took action against the highly
inflated and cumbersome bureaucracy and reduced the number of state officials. Although these
measures angered many members of the bureaucracy as well as numerous Arab families who had come
to occupy administrative positions in the provinces almost as hereditary posts, the CUP maintained
relatively cordial relations with the Arabs-like with other elements of the empire-during the early years
of its rule. An Arab—Ottoman Brotherhood Committee was even established during this period.
However, this atmosphere of cooperation proved short-lived. In its second phase in power, the CUP
rapidly evolved into an authoritarian single-party regime, and during this process tensions emerged
between Arab political actors and CUP leaders. During the First World War, a certain degree of
centralized authority was re-established in the region under the authoritarian administration of Cemal
Pasha, one of the leading CUP figures who was appointed governor of Damascus. Nevertheless, Cemal
Pasha’s execution of several Arab leaders—many of them members of the Arab nationalist organization
al-Fatat—on the grounds that they were preparing a rebellion in collaboration with France completely
severed the ties between the CUP administration and Syrian Arab nationalists (Cleveland, 2008; Ari,
2014). When the Ottoman Empire was defeated in the First World War, it was forced to withdraw from
the greater Syrian region. Following this development-which marks the most significant rupture in
modern Syrian history-the country has never fully achieved socio-political stability. As will be discussed
in greater detail in subsequent sections, the relative stability that emerged during the rule of Hafez al-
Assad was temporary and sustained through a dictatorial regime whose legitimacy was constantly
questioned, since it did not rest on the consent of the broad majority of the population. In fact, this period
itself laid the groundwork for a new and profound instability.

I1. Finding and Discussion: The Establishment of the French Mandate in Syria

During the First World War, the Allies divided the Middle East into spheres of influence, and
Syria was placed under French control. In an attempt to prevent the imposition of the French mandate,
Faisal declared Syria’s independence. In July 1919, this declaration was ratified by the Great Syrian
Congress, which subsequently proclaimed Faisal as the King of Syria. France responded harshly to
Faisal’s efforts: Damascus was bombarded, and Syrian forces were defeated. France continued to insist
on the mandate at the San Remo Conference and later secured its recognition by the League of Nations
(Khadduri, 1951; Cleveland, 2008; Duman, 2010).

Syria’s value to France consisted of a complex combination of political-strategic, religious, and
economic factors. France recognized that the security of its North African colonies could only be
guaranteed if it established itself as a Mediterranean power. Achieving this strategic goal required
control over Syria and Lebanon. French investments in the region’s trade, railways, and ports-
particularly from the nineteenth century onward-reflected the underlying strategic motivations behind
France’s economic interests in the region. Additionally, since Napoleon’s Egyptian campaign, France
had assumed a religious mission to protect the Catholic Maronites in Lebanon (lorga, 1948). Of course,
the policy of positioning Christians as a counterbalance to Muslims served a political objective masked
by a religious rationale.

The mandate administration established in Syria was designed to protect the French interests
outlined above, largely disregarding the political, religious-cultural, and socio-economic realities of the
region. In pursuit of this objective, France intensified regional differences along religious, sectarian, and
ethnic lines and provided extensive opportunities for heterodox and minority groups, mainly of rural
origin, to access critical positions within the military. The Sunni majority was effectively divided into
two separate administrative units centered around Damascus and Aleppo, while the Alawites and Druze
were granted separate administrative entities, creating conditions that could eventually lead to their
detachment from Syria. Lebanon was separated from Syria and established as an independent state
(Onhon, 2021). This divide-and-rule policy aimed to undermine Syria’s political unity and prevent the
formation of a cohesive national identity that could oppose the French mandate. France further
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destabilized Syria by structuring the military in a way that favored heterodox minorities. Elite units such
as the “Troupes Spéciales du Levant” (Special Troops of the Levant) were staffed with a
disproportionately high number of officers from minority groups, severely disrupting the country’s
political balance. The ultimate goal was to create an armed force dominated by minorities that could
serve as a counterweight to the Sunni majority in the future. It is important to note that France’s policies
of polarization were largely successful in generating political instability. Minority officers, particularly
of Alawite and Druze origin, who rose to positions of significant influence within the military, played
leading roles in numerous coups and became a fundamental factor in Syria’s inability to achieve lasting
political stability for many decades.

Syria’s complex realities often forced France, which struggled to maintain political control in the
region, to adopt more rational policies at times. In this context, in 1924, France merged the states of
Aleppo and Damascus, predominantly inhabited by the Sunni majority, into the State of Syria. The new
administrative unit also encompassed other major Sunni cities, including Hama and Homs. In these four
key Sunni-majority cities, France appears to have followed an approach similar to the Ottoman Ayan
Policy, cooperating with the pre-capitalist urban bourgeoisie and large landowners who controlled
political and social life, in order to maintain the mandate with minimal friction.

However, contrary to French expectations, the process was marked by rebellions and cycles of
conflict and negotiation. At the beginning of the mandate, particularly in the Aleppo region, uprisings
in Syria occurred in a coordinated manner with the Ankara Government in Turkey, which was leading
the national liberation struggle. For instance, the revolt initiated in Aleppo by Ibrahim Hannanu can be
considered an extension of the Turkish National Struggle (Milli Miicadele). The resistance in Aleppo
was supported by the Ankara Government, and Kuva-yi Milliye forces clashed with the French in the
region. Hannanu himself later admitted in court that his actions had been supported by the Mustafa
Kemal Government in Ankara. Furthermore, local Turkish communities in Syria established Miidafaa-
i Hukuk Societies, similar to those in Anatolia. Another uprising occurred in the Alawite region,
organized by Sheikh Salih Ibn Ali, also supported by Ankara. These uprisings, occurring intermittently,
were only brought under control following the Ankara Agreement between Turkey and France. The
Ankara Agreement caused significant disappointment in Syria, particularly among nationalists such as
King Faisal, for whom the idea of a federation with Turkey had been popular in the early 1920s. The
agreement, especially in Aleppo, extinguished hopes of unification with Turkey and shifted aspirations
toward a united Syrian state (Okur, 2009).

The largest revolt against the French Mandate was organized in 1925 by the Druze leader Sultan
Pasha al-Atrash, in coordination with Arab nationalists in Damascus. Sultan Pasha captured the city,
prompting France to bomb Damascus extensively, leaving it in ruins. Despite this, the revolt was not
suppressed until 1927 (Ar1, 2014). This uprising served as a significant warning to both France and Arab
nationalists, compelling them to pursue a more realistic path. In 1928, France allowed elections in Syria,
leading Arab nationalists to realize that the country’s independence could be achieved through
negotiated political compromise. Under the leadership of pioneers such as Shukri al-Quwwatli and
Hashim al-Atassi, the National Bloc was formed and secured a parliamentary majority. From then until
Syria’s independence in 1946, the internal political landscape was dominated by a series of conflict-
compromise cycles between the French administration and the National Bloc, largely composed of
Sunni notables, many of whom had previously been members of Arab nationalist organizations like al-
Fatat. The constitution prepared by the National Bloc emphasized Syria’s territorial integrity, leading
the French representative Ponsot to dissolve the parliament. New elections in 1932 again returned the
National Bloc to parliamentary majority. The victory of the Socialist Leon Blum in the 1936 French
elections shifted French policy in favor of Arab nationalists, as the new government was willing to
recognize an independent Syria, including the Alawite and Druze regions, in exchange for certain
privileges (Okur, 2009). However, a change in the French government in 1938 prevented the agreement
from coming into effect, as the parliament refused to ratify it (Ari, 2014). The French approval of
Hatay’s annexation to Turkey in 1939 further strained France—Syria relations. Arab nationalists
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perceived this as a conspiracy against Syria, while Turkey’s successful irredentist move in acquiring
Hatay is regarded as one of the most critical events in modern Syrian history. The annexation of Hatay
became a key factor in the alignment of Syrian foreign policy against Turkey, setting the stage for long-
term tensions in Turkey—Syria relations.

III. Finding and Discussion: The Failure of the Liberal-Parliamentary System and Waves of
Military Coups

Syria was recognized as an independent state by the United States, the Soviet Union, and the
United Nations in 1945. Since French troops were still present in Syria, its independence was only legal
(de jure). On April 17, 1946, when French troops fully withdrew from Syria, the country became de
facto independent. After gaining independence, the establishment of a liberal-parliamentary system in
Syria led to political upheavals. Political fractures within the National Bloc-Syria’s largest political party
and the representative of the Sunni elite-became more visible and evolved into political division ahead
of the 1947 parliamentary elections. The Damascus wing of the National Bloc, the main actor in Syria’s
independence process, founded the Homeland Party (el-Hizb el-Watan1) under the leadership of figures
such as Shukri al-Kuwatli, Sabri al-Asili, and Jamal Mardam. The Aleppo wing of the National Bloc,
meanwhile, came together under the umbrella of the People’s Party (al-Hizb al-Shaab) in 1948. This
formation was led by figures such as Hashim al-Attasi, Nazim al-Kutsi, and Rustu al-Kikha (Salik,
2016). This conflict of interests, which resulted in a split among Pan-Arabists regarding the sharing of
political power, marks one of the major turning points in modern Syrian history. For the division among
the urban-Sunni elites who dominated Syrian politics and society led to this group’s loss of power in the
subsequent period.

In addition to the Homeland and People’s Parties, special mention must be made of the Ba’ath
Party, which began to dominate Syrian politics particularly after independence. Founded in 1943 by the
Christian Michel Aflaq and the Sunni Muslim Salah al-Din Bitar, the party is one of the most significant
secular movements to emerge in the Islamic world (Lewis, 2017). The party, which advocated the idea
of “a single Arab nation,” had the triad of “unity, freedom, and socialism” as its slogans. However, it is
necessary to clarify the differences between Ba’ath ideology and Soviet-style socialism. Specifically,
Baathists oppose the principles of class struggle, the dictatorship of the proletariat, the party’s
exclusivity to an elite group, and the notion that the state will one day cease to exist-all of which underpin
Soviet socialism. Conversely, the party is nationalist, open to anyone who wishes to join, and upholds
the perpetuity of the state.

The Ba’ath Party’s class base rests on rural-origin lower-middle-income groups. As a party with
a strong presence of Syria’s heterodox groups-in contrast to the Sunni elite-it became a major power
center within the military by supporting small sectarian groups such as the Alawites and Druze, as well
as young Sunni officers. It quickly began to emerge as a significant actor in Syrian politics. It served as
a counterbalance to the parties of the Sunni elite. Growing in strength, it began to play a role in military
coups, exert influence over Syria’s foreign policy, and ultimately seized power from the Sunni elite in
the 1963 Coup.

The failure of the liberal-parliamentary system became evident as the sociological divisions,
which had been brought to the forefront by political parties in Syria, manifested themselves in politics.
The crushing defeat suffered in the 1948 Arab-Isracli War also dealt a psycho-political blow to the
legitimacy of Shukri al-Kuwatli’s administration. The 1948 defeat, defined by Arabs as the Nakba,
turned into a full-fledged “collective trauma™' and upended the internal political balance in Syria. It led
to the onset of a series of military coups in the country. The first military coup was carried out on March
30, 1949, by a small junta led by Chief of Staff Husni Zaim (Cumhuriyet, March 31, 1949). Although
Zaim attributed the coup’s justification to the government’s policies-which he accused of being
“reckless and mismanaged”-during the 1948 Arab-Israeli War, as well as to internal dynamics, the coup

! The concept of “Selected Victory” was developed by Volkan and Itzkovitz (Volkan and Itzkovitz, 2002: 24)
and refers to an event that gives a group the sense of having achieved a decisive success or a major victory over
another group
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was primarily externally driven and supported by the United States (Republic of Turkey, Presidency of
the State Archives, Turkish Diplomatic Archive (TDA), 559/36373.143404.1, April 13, 1949; Hiirriyet,
April 13, 1949; Hinnebusch, 2002; Little, 2004). The Syrian Parliament and the nationalist-led
government’s consistent obstruction of the Trans-Arabian Pipeline (TAPLINE) project—aimed
specifically at transporting Gulf oil through Syria to the Mediterranean (Middle East Institute, 1949)—
and the risk of Syria drifting toward the Soviet Bloc were the reasons behind U.S. support for the coup.
From a broader perspective, the Zaim coup was the first sign that the U.S. was shifting toward protecting
its interests in the Middle East through military dictatorships rather than through a liberal-democratic
system (Oztiirkci, 2020). Hiisni Zaim’s shift toward policies aligned with Saudi Arabia and Egypt,
coupled with his authoritarian choices in domestic politics, led to the downfall of his regime (Khadduri,
1951). Zaim was overthrown and killed in a military coup led by Colonel Sami Hinnavi, supported by a
coalition led by the Aleppo bourgeoisie, which favored union with Iraq, on August 14, 1949
(Cumbhuriyet, August 15, 1949). Zaim’s overthrow just 4.5 months after coming to power would later
become the fate of many coup-plotting officers. Heterodox minorities, whose ascent to power through
democratic elections seemed unlikely, and young Sunni officers striving to determine the country’s
course would frequently attempt military coups with the support of political parties aligned with them.
All of this would become one of the decisive factors in the failure to establish political stability in Syria.

Following the coup, Sami Hinnavi announced that the army would not interfere in political affairs
and had withdrawn to its barracks. From then on, Syrian politics became the scene of intense tension
between politicians who supported unification with Iraq and those who opposed it. The elections held
on November 15, 1949, did not bring stability; although the People’s Party won the elections, it failed
to secure a majority in parliament. The political tension in question also spilled over into the military.
In December 1949, a military coup was carried out by Edip Cigekli, who opposed the idea of unification
with Iraq, and Hmnavi was assassinated (TDA, 533/8316.5724.1, November 2, 1950).

In 1951, Cigekli staged a second coup with the aim of completely neutralizing politicians and
removing them from the political arena (Babikian, 1980). He banned political parties and, by
establishing his own party-the Arab Liberation Movement, which was also supported by the military-
began to rule the country under a full-fledged dictatorship. Developing a highly dynamic vision in
foreign policy, Cicekli stated that the Syrian people would “extend a hand” to brotherly Iraq, despite his
cold, “neither friend nor foe” approach toward Iraqi Prime Minister Nuri Said Pasha (TDA,
553/8316.57521.2, August 22, 1952). Together with President Fevzi Silo, he visited Beirut to seek an
alliance with Lebanon. Cigekli’s approach was an attempt to strike a balance against the Irag-Jordan and
Egypt-Saudi Arabia blocs in the Arab world in the early 1950s (TDA, 554/7750.47939.1, April 2, 1952).
However, the end of Edip Cigekli’s rule—who had carried out the third military coup in Syria within
eight months—was not much different from that of his predecessors. An uprising supported by the
Homeland Party, the People’s Party, the Ba’ath Party, and the Communist Party spread to many
garrisons across the country. Cigekli was overthrown on February 24, 1954, and was forced to leave the
country (Cumbhuriyet, February 26, 1954).

Following Cicekli’s overthrow, a liberal-parliamentary system was reestablished in the country.
The most notable feature of this period was the rise of left-leaning parties and their growing influence
in Syrian politics. In the elections held on September 24-25, the Ba’ath Party emerged as the third-
largest party, winning 22 seats, following the Independents, who won 64 seats, and the People’s Party,
which entered parliament with 30 seats. In the elections, the Syrian Socialist Party won 2 seats, and the
Syrian Communist Party won 1 seat. Khalid Bektas became the first communist to enter parliament in
the Arab world (Salik, 2016). The political landscape in Syria was quite complex. The new balance of
power in parliament signaled the beginning of the rise of the far left (Cumhuriyet, September 27, 1954).

2 A report sent from the Turkish Embassy in Baghdad to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs states that the
assassination of Colonel Hinnavi was met with “sorrow” in Baghdad (TDA, 533/8316.5724.2, November 11,
1950).
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The new arithmetic of the Syrian Parliament created chaos, and intense tension and instability prevailed
in Syrian politics between 1954 and 1958 (Cumbhuriyet, February 27, 1954). Amid a Cold War climate
that was heating up, political parties had diverged over developing policies aligned with either the
Western or Soviet Bloc. Furthermore, the centrist parties and the Ba’ath Party were concerned about the
possibility of marginal left-wing parties seizing power through a coup. Egyptian President Nasser of the
United Arab Republic (UAR) also expressed this same concern during a meeting with the Turkish
Ambassador to Egypt on March 23, 1958: “We accomplished the ‘union’ we had planned to achieve in
three or four years within fourteen days, with the aim of eliminating ‘communist influence’ (BCA,
030.01/127.827.3, 4).” The “union” Nasser referred to was the merger of Syria and Egypt under the
name of the UAR. The BAC had been approved in a referendum held on February 22, 1958, and the
political chaos in Syria was being addressed through unification with Egypt (Babikian, 1980; Winder,
1962). This unification held greater significance for Arab nationalists and signified the beginning of a
utopia. The BAC was a significant step toward realizing the grand Arab dream of uniting Arab states
under a single umbrella. The easy merger of two major states like Egypt and Syria under a single state
could have provided a roadmap for other nations. The BAC experience initially served as a backdrop
for developments that bolstered the nationalist hopes of Syrian Pan-Arabists. Ekrem Hurani, one of the
leading Syrian representatives of Pan-Arabism, became the BAC’s Vice President, while Selahattin
Bitar served as Minister. However, the spring-like atmosphere was short-lived. After a while, Nasser
began to govern the United Arab Republic not as a dual-state structure but as a Egypt-centered, unilateral
entity. He appointed his close friend Abdulhekim Amr as governor of Syria. Nasser had been concerned
from the outset about the factionalism dominating Syrian politics and the military. For this reason, he
had made the banning of political parties in Syria a condition for the establishment of the UAR. After
the UAR was formed, he assigned influential Ba’athist officers from the Syrian army to posts in Cairo.

The 1961 Nahlavi Coup sparked a new wave of military coups in Syrian history. On March 8§,
1963, a coalition comprising Ba’athists, Nasserists, and some independent officers carried out a new
military coup, bringing the separatist era to an end. In Syria, the 20-member National Revolutionary
Committee (NRC) took over the government. Reunification with Egypt began to dominate the Syrian
political agenda. However, this move was made in response to public pressure. This is because the young
Alawite and Druze officers affiliated with the Ba’ath Party-the real power behind the March 8 Coup-
had become the decisive actors within the army (Al-Qazaz, 1967). These young Ba’athist officers held
radical leftist leanings; they were dissatisfied with the policies of the Ba’ath Party’s older generation of
leaders and did not wish to experience another BAC-style regime. They purged Nasserist and pro-
independence officers and became the sole holders of power in Syria. Thereafter, key figures in the
UDKK council-Hafez al-Assad, Salah Jadid, and Muhammad Umran-brought individuals from their
own regions and families who belonged to the Alawite and Ismaili sects into key positions. People
belonging to these sects also began to be recruited into the army en masse. The overt sectarian policies
implemented, particularly by Salah Jadid, upset Emin Hafiz, a Sunni member of the UDKK. A fierce
struggle began between Emin Hafiz, supported by the Eflak-Bitar duo, and Jadid, backed by Assad and
the Druze Selim Hatum. On February 23, 1966, Cedid ousted Emin Hafiz through a military coup within
the Ba’ath Party (Milliyet, February 24, 1966; Quinlivan, 1999; Ari, 2014). With this initiative, often
referred to as the “Neo-Ba’ath coup,” the Ba’ath Party shifted toward a distinctly radical left-wing
ideology. Cedid later thwarted a coup attempt by Hatum with Assad’s support. However, this time Cedid
found himself at odds with Assad, who was displeased with his radical left-wing policies. Cedid had set
the socialist transformation of Syria as a political goal. Assad, however, prioritized the struggle against
Israel in coordination with other Arab states. Assad began to highlight that Cedid’s adventurous policies
were responsible for the loss of the 1967 Arab-Israeli War. With the support of the military wing of the
Ba’ath Party, Assad seized power in Syria through a bloodless coup on November 16, 1970. This coup
marked the fifteenth and final successful military coup in Syria, a trend that began with the Husni al-
Zaim Coup in 1949. (Quinlivan, 1999; Pehlivanoglu, 2004). As seen, military coups have been one of
the primary dynamics of political instability in Syrian history. A small junta within the military would
easily seize power through a military coup by collaborating with certain political parties or factions
within a party. Consequently, by preventing the establishment of institutionalization and a distinct state
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tradition, it served as the primary disruptive force during the approximately twenty-one-year period
between 1949 and 1970.

VI. Finding and Discussion: Hafez al-Assad’s Rise to Power

After seizing power, Hafez al-Assad, fearing the social backlash that his Alawite identity might
provoke, served as prime minister for a time and left the presidency to the Sunni Ahmed al-Hatib. It is
understood that this arrangement was a temporary solution for Assad. Indeed, in February 1971, he
assumed presidential powers, and following a referendum held in March 1971, he became Syria’s first
Alawite-Nusayri head of state. Hafez al-Assad’s election as Syria’s first Alawite president can be
regarded as the most striking symbol of the political elite shift that took place in Syria following the
1963 coup. With the Constitution he drafted in 1973, Assad provided legal legitimacy for his extensive
powers in both the legislative and executive branches and established a “one-man presidential regime”
(Ataman, 2012).

Hafez al-Assad found a class base-albeit limited-that could provide him with legitimacy at the
outset of his rule. The policies implemented by Salah Jadid following the 1963 Military Coup-which
were sectarian in one aspect and socialist in another-laid the groundwork for the Assad regime. Jadid
appointed members of the Alawite minority to key state positions. He implemented changes to the land
system and achieved some successes in this regard. Many workers who had previously labored for wages
on others’ farms were transformed into small-scale landowning farmers through these socialist reforms.
During the period spanning the 1960s, the proportion of the rural population without land dropped from
60% to 36%. Moreover, this transformation was achieved by reducing the number of large agricultural
landowners-who constituted a mere 1% of the rural population-by half, to 0.5% (Egri, 2016). The socio-
economic transformation reflected in these figures not only strengthened the Ba’ath Party’s ties with its
base but also signaled the emergence of members of the Alawite minority as Syria’s new elite, in contrast
to the urban Sunni elite.

Although the picture painted by the class transformation described above was favorable to Assad,
the socialist policies of the Jadid era were not continued. Assad undertook a series of political, legal,
economic, and religious initiatives aimed at ensuring his legitimacy would be accepted by broad
segments of society. First, he obtained a fatwa stating that the Nusayri branch of Alawism, to which he
belonged, was a branch of Islam. In this way, he sought to preempt any opposition that the Sunni World-
which constitutes the overwhelming majority within Syria and the Arab World-might mount against him
due to his sectarian identity. The 1973 Constitution explicitly emphasized that the president’s religion
is Islam and that Islamic law is the primary source of legislation (Mercan, 2016). He began to grant
more positions to Sunni elites in the administration but did not neglect to control them through Alawite
aides. For example, while Naci Cemil was Commander of the Air Force, the real power within the Air
Force was in the hands of Alawite Muhammad al-Huli, the head of the intelligence directorate. Similarly,
in the military, Alevi Ali Aslan, the Deputy Chief of Staff, was a more influential figure than the Sunni
Chief of Staff, Hikmet Shihabi (Salik, 2016).

Assad implemented two significant economic liberalization (infitah) policies. Through the infitah
policies implemented in the early years of his rule, Assad aimed-unlike the previous administration-to
reduce dependence on the Soviet Union, enhance his legitimacy by developing economic ties with Arab
states, and reassure the urban-Sunni bourgeoisie-which remains the most significant power in the
country-while actively integrating them into the economic sphere. The infitah policies of the 1970s
succeeded thanks to increased oil revenues and aid from Arab states, and Syria achieved an average
growth rate of 10% throughout the 1970s. During this period, the regime also created its own wealthy
class through public-private sector partnerships and export quotas. The defining characteristic of the
new wealthy class was their loyalty to the regime. They were already newly wealthy, and the class was
largely composed of members of the Ba’ath Party, the security apparatus, or individuals with close ties
to these entities. By the 1980s, the deterioration of the Syrian economy prompted Assad to implement a
second wave of infitah policies. In this way, Assad sought to overcome the crisis marked by inflation
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rates reaching 100% and economic contraction, particularly in the second half of the 1980s. Through
austerity measures, the currency was devalued, and the private sector was granted greater leeway. By
the 1990s, the Syrian economy would finally achieve stable growth and begin to stabilize (Egri, 2016).

During the Hafez al-Assad era, the infitah policies remained merely partial liberal measures. This
is because, while the country could not be described as having a fully free market, the state intervened
in the economy through restrictions in many areas, particularly regarding imports and exports. From this
perspective, Assad’s economic policies can be viewed as a form of state capitalism. Moreover, the
regime’s authoritarian nature was not conducive to economic or political liberalization. In fact, the
partial liberal approach observed in economic policies appeared even more muted when viewed through
the lens of the political sphere. Undoubtedly, this was closely linked to the state’s organization centered
on security and intelligence.

Assad sought to ensure the regime’s security through a series of military and intelligence
institutions against threats such as the military coups frequently seen in the country’s history and a
potential Sunni uprising. The Republican Guard, the 3rd Armored Brigade, and the Defense Brigades
were military institutions. Intelligence agencies such as Military Intelligence, Air Force Intelligence,
General Intelligence (el-muhaberat), and Political Security also operated under the Presidential
Intelligence Directorate. The political pressure exerted by al-Muhaberat not only prevented any
opposition or civil movement against the dictatorial regime established by Assad but also turned many
Syrians into informants who reported on their friends, spouses, and other family members (Salik, 2016).
The Assad regime’s reaction to the uprising launched by the Muslim Brotherhood in Hama in February
1982 is noteworthy for demonstrating the security-intelligence nature, brutality, and organization of the
dictatorial regime. Army units besieged the city with 12,000 soldiers; Hama was bombed by helicopters,
and a massive massacre took place, resulting in the deaths of tens of thousands of people (Cleveland,
2008; Pehlivanoglu, 2004). With this massacre, Assad suppressed the Sunni majority-which he had
always viewed as the greatest threat to his power-until the Syrian civil war began in March 2011.

When examining Syria’s foreign policy during the Hafez al-Assad era, it is evident that it rested
on two fundamental pillars: securing Arab unity and anti-Israel sentiment. Through the ideology of
secular Arab nationalism and anti-Israel sentiment, Hafez Assad sought to establish a respected position
for himself in the Arab world. In the medium term, he aimed to revive “Greater Syria,” and in the long
term, to establish a large Arab state centered on Damascus as a political goal.

Conclusion

Syria, with its multi-ethnic society, was extremely difficult to govern; however, it enjoyed a
certain degree of stability during the period when the classical Ottoman order prevailed. Beginning in
the second half of the 19th century, as the effects of modernization began to be felt in the region, the
Ottoman order began to crumble, and political instability became a constant feature of Syrian history.
The withdrawal of the Ottoman Empire from the region following World War I-an event that also
marked another turning point in modern Syrian history-and the establishment of the French Mandate
completely upended the status quo in the region.

The policies France implemented to prevent the formation of a national identity are the primary
factor underlying the failure to achieve political stability and internal peace in modern Syrian history to
this day. In a region where even the cosmopolitan state models of empires sometimes struggled to govern
effectively, France developed policies designed to prevent the establishment of a Western-style nation-
state. It assigned a large number of officers from heterodox minority groups to elite military units,
creating a significant asymmetry with Syria’s social fabric. In a paradoxical situation where the army’s
strong demographic of heterodox minorities stood in contrast to the Sunni majority-which constitutes
the overwhelming majority of Syria’s population-the military became a center of power in Syrian
politics. Thus, by polarizing society, France laid the groundwork for numerous military coups that would
occur in Syria after independence and also set the stage for another rupture. The military coups that
occurred between 1949-1954 and 1961-1970 turned into a vicious cycle of instability, where a small
junta within the army could easily seize power through alliances with political parties or small political
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elite cliques. All of this plunged Syria into a state of complete chaos, far removed from national unity,
where power was determined by these vicious cycles.

The Assad regime, which came to power through a military coup and governed Syria as a whole
from 1970 to 2011, was based on a dictatorial regime woven not so much from social consent as from
family, sectarian, and tribal ties. Consequently, it lacked the elements of stability rooted in political
legitimacy and was shaken, fragmented, and ultimately overthrown in the first major wave of the Arab
Spring. Although the Assad regime presented a fagcade of relative stability, the authority maintained
through repression and various forms of violence remains the structural cause of the political chaos
persisting to this day. In this context, it represents one of the major breaking points in Syria’s modern
history of political instability.

It is also important to emphasize that one of the fundamental socio-political factors behind the
failure to achieve stability in modern Syrian history stems from the reflection of the socio-economic
competition between the Aleppo bourgeoisie and the landowning notables and merchants of Damascus
into the political arena. Both of these groups, which were Arab nationalists and had fought together for
independence during the Mandate period, organized themselves around the Homeland Party and the
People’s Party after independence. While the Aleppo group advocated for unification with Iraq, the
Damascus group leaned more toward Egypt and Saudi Arabia.

Recommendations

This research article serves as an introduction to interpreting modern Syrian history through the
major turning points that have led to socio-political instability. Each major event that has caused such
upheavals can be studied individually, both in its own right and in the context of its relationship to
historical processes. Additionally, the subject can be examined through a holistic approach in more
comprehensive academic works. The study concludes that research on modern Syrian history requires
an examination of multiple events and phenomena. In this context, interdisciplinary studies involving
researchers from various fields-such as history, sociology, social psychology, political psychology,
international relations, and political science-could contribute to a comprehensive understanding of the
subject.

Considering that Syria is a country that can easily become unstable due to internal and external
dynamics, the possibilities for creating a shared culture in Syria could be taken as one of the central
research questions in future studies. The nature of the shared values that could counteract ideo-political,
sectarian, and ethnic divisions-which could be regarded as destructive factors in the country’s social
peace-could be explored. In these studies, collaboration with researchers who are well-versed in the
region’s socio-cultural dynamics or with Syrian researchers could be pursued. Thus, findings in the
region can be measured using various quantitative methodologies alongside qualitative research
methods such as observation and participant observation. In this context, given Syria’s multi-layered
and complex social structure, field research is likely to enhance the quality of academic studies.
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events that caused major ruptures in Syria’s modern history through the “why” and “how” questions
central to qualitative research methods.
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TURKCE SURUM

Giris

Suriye, tarihsel siire¢ i¢inde Dogu Akdeniz’e hakim konumuyla jeopolitik, diinya ticaretinde
tagidig1 gecis gilizergah1 olma Ozelligiyle jeoekonomik baglamda ilgi odagi cografyalardan biri
olagelmistir. Diinyada sistem kurucu kiiresel aktorler ve bolgesel giicler tarafindan ele gecirilmeye
caligilan stratejik bir kavsak ozelligi tagimigtir. Miisliimanlar tarafindan daha ¢ok Bilad’iis-Sam olarak
anilan Suriye topraklari, Yavuz Sultan Selim’in Misir Seferi’yle (1517), 13. yiizyildan beri buraya
hilkmeden Memluklerden alind1 ve bdlgede dort asirlik Osmanli hakimiyeti basladi. 15. yiizyila kadar
ekonomik ve ticari anlamda duragan bir goriiniim arz eden Suriye bdlgesinin refah diizeyi, biiyiik bir
imparatorlugun yonetimine girmenin siyasal ve sosyo-ekonomik getirileriyle goriiniir sekilde degismeye
basladi. Osmanli Imparatorlugunun sagladigi giivenlik semsiyesi altinda Halep’in ticari kapasitesi
sigrama yapti ve Sam’in hac ziyaretlerindeki konumu bu sehrin ekonomisini biiyiittii. Niifuslar1 16.
yiizyildan itibaren artan bu sehirlerde giivenlik duvarlar kalkti ve kenar mahalleler olugmaya bagsladi
(Schayegh, 2021). Osmanli Devleti, bolgeyi uzun siire merkezden atadig1 valiler vasitasiyla dogrudan
yonetti. Ancak Suriye’de Memlukler Donemi’nden kalma yerel elitler siyasal giiglerini belli oranda
muhafaza etmeye devam ettiler. Bu durum zaman zaman merkezle ¢evre arasinda catigmalara ve Sam
Valisi Canbirdi el-Gazali’nin 1520 yilindaki baskaldirisinda goriildiigli iizere ¢esitli isyanlara zemin
olusturdu (Okur ve Salik, 2016). Ancak Osmanli klasik doneminde devlet bolgeyi ydnetmekte
zorlanmadi. Merkezden atanan valiler, yanlarinda kadilar ve yenigerilerle Suriye’nin kentli-Siinni
elitleriyle isbirligi yaparak Ayan Politikas1 olarakta tanimlanan yaklasimla bolgede hakimiyeti tesis etti
(Cleveland, 2008). Olusturulan s6z konusu statiiko 19. ylizyila kadar ciddi bir tehditle karsilasmadan
varligini stirdiirdii. Suriye’deki farkli etnisite ya da mezhebe bagli unsurlar kendilerini Arap, Siinni,
Alevi, Diirzi seklinde tanimsalar da sultana baghlik devam etti (Fieldhouse, 2006). 19. ylizyilin
ortalarindan itibaren Osmanli Devleti’nin toprak rejiminde degisiklige gitmesi ve giiciinii merkezilesme
cabalariyla tahkim etmeye caligmasi bolgedeki esrafla payitaht arasinda bir dizi gerilime sebep oldu ve
statiikoyu sarst1. Ancak bolge Osmanli Devleti’nin siyasal hakimiyetinde kalmaya devam etti. I. Diinya
Savasi’ndan sonra Suriye’de kurulan Fransiz manda yonetimi modern siyasi tarihinde bagska bir kirilma
yaratti. Glinlimiize kadar Suriye’de devam edecek ¢ogunlukla dinsel-mezhepsel bir gériiniim arz eden
siyasal catigmalarin zeminini olusturdu. Suriye’nin bagimsizlig1 sonrasinda 1946-1970 aras1 kesitte
meydana gelen iki biiylik askeri darbe dalgasi da Suriye’de siyasal istikrarin saglanmasinin Oniine
gecerek yine 6nemli bir kirllmayi olusturdu. Hafiz Esad’in iktidara gelmesiyle cogunlukla i¢inde siddeti
barindiran istihbarat yontemleriyle kismi bir istikrar saglansa da 6zellikle Siinni kesimde siire¢ i¢inde
biiyiik bir 6fke yaratt1 ve 2011 yilinda Arap Bahari’nin etkisiyle biiyiik bir i¢ savas basladi.

Amag

Suriye’nin jeopolitigi ve jeokiiltiirii, modern tarihinde siyasal istikrarsizlik yaratan iki yapisal
dinamigi olusturur. Dogu Akdeniz’e ve Orta Dogu’ya hakim jeopolitigi iilke iizerinde emperyalist
celigkileri ve hegemonya miicadelesini yogunlastirirken, tarihsel olarak dinsel-mezhepsel-etnik ¢oklu
toplum yapisina sahip jeokiiltiirii ise iilkeyi dis miidahalelere kars1 kirilgan hale getirmistir. Bu baglamda
Suriye, i¢ catigmalara, Sam’1m biiyiik toprak sahipleriyle Halep burjuvazisinin iktidar miicadelelerine ve
askeri darbeler basta olmak iizere g¢esitli siyasal siddet araglarmin kullanildigi bir cografyaya
doniigmiistiir. Bu ¢calismayla Suriye modern tarihi her biri cogunlukla yeni istikrarsizliklar iireten klasik
Osmanli diizeninin bozulmasi, Fransiz manda yonetiminin kurulmasi, askeri darbe dalgalar1 ve sagladigi
goreli istikrara kargin aslinda iginde barindirdig1 catisma potansiyeliyle giiniimiizde devam eden
catismalarin yapisal sebebini olusturan Esadlarin iktidar1 gibi ana kirilma noktalar izerinden okunmaya
caligilmaktadir.

Yontem
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Bu caligmada 19.ylizy1l sonlarindan 21. yiizy1l baslarina kadar devam eden bir kesitte Suriye
tarihinin ana kirilma noktalar1 degerlendirilmektedir. Suriye’deki siiregelen istikrarsizligin = siyasal,
sosyo-ckonomik ve kiiltlirel dinamikleri irdelenmeye caligilmaktadir. Calismada konunun dogasina
uygun sekilde nitel arastirma yontemlerinden dokiiman analizi teknigi kullanilmistir. Takip edilen
yontem su agilardan konun bilimsel olarak tespit edilmesine katki saglayacak niteliktedir. Birincisi,
dokiiman analizinde konunun sayisal verilerle dl¢iilebilen 6zellikleri yerine ni¢in ve nasil sorulariyla
gelistirilen objektif veriler elde etmeye, bunlar1 yorumlamaya ve ¢ikarimlara gitmeye yonelik bir usul
takip edilir. Ikincisi, ¢aligma yazili dokiimanlar iizerinden yerli yabanci literatiirle etkilesime girerek
kaynak c¢esitliligini saglamay1 gerektiren bir konuyu ele almaktadir. Caligmada dokiiman analizi
yonteminin basamaklarima uygun olarak éncelikle konunun birincil ve ikincil kaynaklari taranmis, elde
edilen veriler siniflandirilarak azaltilmis ve organize edilmistir. Daha sonra veriler analiz edilerek
bulgulara ulagilmistir. Bulgular tarih biliminin objektif yaklasimiyla tartigilmig, yorumlanmis ve
¢ikarimlara gidilmistir.

Bulgular ve Tartisma
I. Bulgu ve Tartisma: Klasik Osmanh Diizeninin Bozulmasi

Klasik Osmanli diizeninin bozulmas1 modern Suriye tarihinin ilk biiylik kirtlmasidir. 19. yiizyil
sonuna gelindiginde {i¢ kritik gelisme Osmanli Devleti’nin Suriye’de olusturdugu statiikoyu derinden
sarst1. Bunlardan birincisi i¢ ve dis dinamiklerin zorlamasiyla toprak rejiminde yapilan degisikliktir.
Osmanli Devleti’nin eski giliclinden yavas yavas uzaklagmaya baslamasi simirlarimi korumakta
zorlanmasina ve dis politikada oldugu gibi i¢ idari isleyisinde de statilkoyu koruyamaz hale gelmesine
yol acti. Devlet uzun siiren savaglar ve toprak kayiplar karsisinda hazineyi finanse edebilmek i¢in toprak
sisteminde degisiklige gitti. Timar sisteminden iltizama ondan da malikane usuliine gecti. Bu
degisikliklerde temel amag¢ hazinenin nakit para ihtiyacini karsilamakti. Toprak rejimindeki s6z konusu
degisikliklerin Suriye’ye ydnelik énemli siyasal sonuclar1 oldu. Oncelikle pasa, ulema ve yeniceri gibi
unsurlar padisahin otoritesini agindiran yerel giic merkezlerine doniistiiler. Halep ve Sam basta olmak
iizere bolgede cesitli isyanlar ¢ikardilar ve devletin bolgedeki otoritesini zayiflattilar. Fahreddin Man,
Abaza Hasan Pasa, Ali Pasa isyanlar1 bunlardan en dikkate deger olanlardi. Toprak rejimindeki
degisikliklerin baska bir sonucu da Ayan ailelerini giliglendirmesiydi. Bunlar malikane sistemiyle
miilkleri kendi lizerlerine gegirdiler ve azimsanamayacak bir servete ulastilar. Diger yandan, merkezle
tagra arasindaki araci rollerini perginlediler ve buradan siyasal gii¢ devsirdiler. Aristokrat bir Osmanl
ailesi olarak da tanimlanan Samli Sunni el-Azm Ailesi, devletle yerel halk arasindaki iligkileri temin
ederek giiclenen ailelere uygun bir 6rneklik teskil eder. Bolgeyi fethinden itibaren Osmanli Devleti’nin
hizmetine giren Azm Ailesi iltizam ve malikane sistemiyle servet sahibi oldu ve Sam, Halep ve
Trablussam gibi énemli merkezlerde devlet kademesinde cesitli gorevler aldi (Onhon, 2021; Okur ve
Salik, 2016). Cumbhuriyet Dénemi’nde bu ailenin Tiirkiye ile yakin iliskilerinin devam ettigi
anlagilmaktadir. Suriye’de yaymnlanan el-Sahra gazetesinde yer verilen 18 Agustos 1954 tarihli bir
habere gore Halid Azm’in, Tiirkiye’nin Sam Biiyiikelgisi ve Halep Baskonsolosu’yla “surf Suriye’yi
alakadar eden i¢ ve dis meseleler hakkinda” goriismeler yapmaktayd: (Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti,
Cumbhurbaskanligi Devlet Arsivleri Baskanligi, Cumhuriyet Arsivi (BCA), 030.01/104.650.1, 2, 31
Mayis 1954).

Ikincisi devletin merkezilesme cabalar1 ve bunun kaginilmaz sonucu olarak Suriye’deki yari-
ozerk yerel giic merkezleriyle yasadig1 sorunlardir. 19. yiizyilda Osmanl Devleti, toprak biitiinliigiinii
koruma adina uluslararast konjonktiire de uygun olarak modern biirokrasi eliyle kendini yeniden
yapilandirma ¢abalarina girdi. Merkezilesmenin hedefi dogrudan Suriye’de siyasetin ve toplumun
belirleyici aktorii Siinni esrafti. Osmanli biirokrasisi bolgedeki esrafin giictinii kirmadan Suriye’nin
merkezle baglarinin giiclendirmenin zor olacaginin bilincindeydi. Ancak II. Mahmud Dd&nemi’nde
baslayip, Inalcik (2019) tarafindan biirokrasi eliyle “Batili idari ve siyasi kurumlari aktaran
uygulamalar” ve liberal reformlar olarak tanimlanan Tanzimat’la devam merkezilesme cabalar1 Suriye
Bolgesi’nde basarisizliga ugradi. Sam, Halep, Kudiis gibi yerlerde isyanlar ¢ikti ve buralara atanan
Osmanli yoneticilerinin  siirlilmesi hatta zaman zaman Oldiiriilmesiyle sonuglandi. Tanzimat
Donemi’nde Mustafa Resit Pagsa’nin olusturdugu ve eyaletlerin idari, hukuki ve mali islerinde yerel
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temsilcilerin daha aktif katilimimi 6n gdéren meclisler merkezilesme baglaminda paradoksal bir etki
yaratti. Siinni esrafin giiclinii artiran bir araca doniigen yerel meclisler Osmanli Devleti’nin yeniden ayan
politikasina donmesini ve kentli Siinni elitlerle is birligi yapmasini zorunlu kildi. Sehir merkezlerinde
basarisizliga ugrayan merkezilesme c¢abalarina paralel sekilde kirsalda da bu yondeki girisimlerde
sonugsuz kaldi. Diirzi Dagi, Nablus Dag1 gibi daglik alanlarda yerel liderler bdlgelerini merkezden
cogunlukla bagimsiz olarak yoOnetmeyi siirdiirdiiler. Osmanli devletinin Suriye’ye diizenledigi
operasyonlar Alevi bolgesindeki kismi basarilarina karsin ¢ogunlukla sonugsuz kaldi (Okur ve Salik,
2016).

19. yiizyilda bolgedeki statiikoyu sarsan son unsur ise Suriye’nin diinya ekonomisiyle
biitiinlesmesi noktasindaki gelismelerdir. Suriye’nin 6zellikle Sam ve Halep gibi biiyiik sehirleri
1770’lerde baslayan ve 1850’lere kadar devam eden kritik periyotta kiiresel ekonominin pargasi haline
geldi (Schayegh, 2021). Bu gelisme modern Bat1 etkisinin Osmanli yonetimi altinda da olsa Suriye’ye
girmesine ve en azindan kiiltiirel anlamda Arapciligimm dogusuna 6n ayak oldu. Avrupa etkisinin
milliyet¢i bir dalgaya doniisebilecegini kavrayan II. Abdiilhamid’in bolgeye yonelik temel politikasi
sosyo-ekonomik olarak bdlgenin Avrupa’ya eklemlenmesini engellemeye ¢alismak oldu (Inalcik, 1999).
Diger yandan ise Karpat’in (2009) deyimiyle Araplarla etno-linguistik bir miicadeleye giristi. Bu
baglamda II. Abdiilhamid merkezilesmis bir hilafet anlayis1 temelinde Islamcilik ideolojisiyle Araplarin
Istanbul’la baglarin1 giiglendirmeye ve devletin toprak biitiinliigii saglanmaya ¢alist. Ayan politikasini
daha giiglii bicimde uyguladi. Bir yandan bolgedeki esrafa biirokraside daha fazla gorev verdi. Diger
yandan esraf ailelerinin ¢ocuklarint merkezdeki okullara ve orduya yogun sekilde almaya basladi.
Tiirk¢enin resmi dil olma vasfini egemenlik meselesi olarak ele ald1 ve korudu (Ortayli, 2012). Ancak
Sultan-Halife nin s6z konusu politikalar1 Arap milliyet¢iligi 6niinde kismi bir set olugtursa da Suriye’de
“Arap Uyanisin1” engelleyemedi. Zira Arapcilik fikrinin teorisyenlerinin pek ¢ogu biiyiik Suriye
bolgesinde yasayan Hristiyan Araplardi. Bunlarm hocalar1 Ingiliz Fransiz emperyalistler, bunlarda
Miisliiman Arap milliyet¢ilerinin hocalartydi (Lewis, 2017). Bunlar ideolojik programlarinda Osmanl
Devleti’ni Araplarin gelisimini ve bagimsizligini engelleyen “emperyalist” bir yonetim olarak islediler.
S6z konusu yaklagimin olusumunda, liberal Beyrut edebi-ilmi derneklerinin Syrian Protestan College
[sonradan ismi Amerikan Koleji olacaktir] ve Fransiz Cizvit Koleji gibi okullarin ve bunlarla yakindan
iligkili Hiristiyan Araplarin biiyiik etkisi oldu. Abdiilhamid, bu konuda taviz vermedi; bolgede misyoner
ve somiirgecilerin agtig1 okullara karst bircok Tiirk okulu agti. Tiirkgenin resmi dil olma 6zelligini
koruma noktasinda taviz vermedi. (Ortayli, 2012; Kirecci 2012). Ancak Ittihat Terakki ydnetiminde I1.
Abdiilhamid Devri’nde Ayan Politikasiyla bolgede kurulmaya ¢alisilan statiiko bozuldu.

Ittihat Terakki ydnetimi, oldukea siskin ve hantal olan biirokrasiye kars1 harekete gecti ve devlet
memuru sayisini azalttt. Bu uygulamalar biirokrasinin pek ¢ok iiyesini ve eyalet idaresindeki adeta
babadan ogula gegercesine makamlar isgal eden pek ¢ok Arap ailesini kizdirmasma ragmen Ittihat
Terakki, iktidarinin ilk yillarinda biitiin unsurlar gibi Araplarla da iyi ge¢indi. Arap-Osmanli Kardesligi
Komitesi bile kuruldu. Ancak bu bahar havasi kisa siirdii. Iktidarinmn ikinci déneminde parti hizla
otoriter tek parti rejimine kaydi1 ve bu siirecte Araplarla Ittihat Terakki yoneticileri karsi karsiya geldi. 1.
Diinya Savas1 yillarinda Sam’a vali olarak gelen Ittihat¢ilarin 6nde gelen isimlerinden Cemal Pasa’nin
otoriter yonetimiyle bolgede belli oranda merkezi otorite saglandi. Fakat Cemal Pasa’nin ¢ogu Arap
milliyetcisi el-Fetat iiyesi bazi Arap liderlerini Fransa’yla birlikte isyan hazirliginda olduklar
gerekgesiyle idam ettirmesi Ittihat Terakki yonetimiyle Suriyeli Arap milliyetgileri arasindaki baglart
tamamen kopardi (Cleveland, 2008; Ari, 2014). Osmanlhi Devleti, [. Diinya Savasi’nda yenilince de
biiyiik Suriye bolgesinden ¢ekilmek zorunda kaldi. Modern Suriye tarihinde en biiyiik kirilmayi isaret
eden bu gelismeden sonra iilkede giinlimiize kadar hi¢bir zaman tam anlamiyla sosyo-politik istikrar
saglanamamugtir. Ilerleyen boliimlerde ayrintilarina yer verecegimiz gibi Hafiz Esad zamaninda
saglanan kismi istikrar halkin genis cogunlugunun rizasma dayanmadigi ig¢in mesruiyeti siirekli
sorgulanan ve dikta rejimiyle devam ettirilen gegici bir donemdi. Aslinda kendi iginde biiyiik bir
istikrarsizlig1 hazirlayan bir kesitti.

I1. Bulgu ve Tartisma: Suriye’de Fransiz Mandasinin Kurulmasi
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L. Diinya Savasg1 sirasinda miittefikler Orta Dogu’yu niifuz bdlgelerine ayirdi ve Suriye, Fransa’nin
kontroliine birakildi. Bolgenin Fransiz mandasima verilmesinin oniine ge¢gmeye ¢alisan Faysal,
Suriye’nin bagimsizligimi ilan etti. Daha sonra Temmuz 1919’da bunu Biiyiik Suriye Kongresi onaylad
ve Faysal’t Suriye krali ilan etti. Faysal’in ¢abalarina Fransa’nin tepkisi oldukc¢a sert oldu. Sam
bombalandi ve Suriye kuvvetleri yenilgiye ugratildi. Fransa Sen-Remo Konferansi’nda manda fikrini
israrla savunmaya devam etti ve daha sonra bunu Milletler Cemiyetine de kabul ettirdi (Khadduri, 1951;
Clevaland, 2008; Duman, 2010).

Suriye’nin Fransa acisindan degeri, siyasal-stratejik, dini ve ekonomik yonleriyle oldukca
kompleks bilesenlerden olugmaktadir. Fransa, Kuzey Afrika’daki somiirgelerinin giivenligini ancak bir
Akdeniz devleti kimligine biiriinebilirse saglayabileceginin farkindaydi. Bu stratejik hedefin
gergeklesmesinin yolu ise Suriye ve Liibnan hakimiyetinden gegmekteydi. Fransiz sirketlerinin 6zellikle
19. yiizyildan beri bolgenin ticaretine, demiryollarina, limanlarina yaptig1 yatirimlar ise Fransa’nin
bolgeye yonelik ekonomik ilgisinin altinda yatan temel stratejik sebeptir. Bunun yaninda Napolyon’un
Misir Seferi’nden beri Liibnan’in Katolik Marunilerini korumakta Fransa’nin {istlendigi dini misyondu
(Iorga, 1948). Tabii ki Hristiyanlar1 Miisliimanlara karg1 denge unsuru olarak konumlandirma politikas1
dini sebebin arkasina gizlenmis siyasal hedefti.

Suriye’de kurulan manda yonetimi bolgenin siyasal, dini-kiiltiirel ve sosyo-ekonomik
gerceklerini géz ardi ederek yukarda ana hatlaryla yer verilen Fransiz ¢ikarlarini koruma hedefine
yonelikti. Bu ama¢ dogrultusunda Fransa, dini-sekteryan-etnik temelli bolgesel farkliliklar
alabildigince koriikledi ve daha ¢ok kirsal kokenli heteredoks-azinlik unsurlarina ordunun kritik
noktalarina ulagabilecekleri genis olanaklar sundu. Siinni ¢ogunlugu Sam ve Halep olmak tizere farkli
iki devlete ayirdi. Aleviler ve Diirzilere ise ayr1 birer devlet vererek bu unsurlarin Suriye’den
kopmalarma gidecek kosullar olusturmaya caligti. Liibnan, Suriye’den ayrilarak bagimsiz bir devlet
olarak olusturuldu (Onhon, 2021). S6z konusu bél-yonet (divide and rule) politikas1 Suriye nin siyasal
birligini dinamitlemeye ve Fransiz mandasina karsi ulusal bir kimlik olusumunu engellemeye yonelikti.
Fransa, Suriye i¢inde ¢izdigi yapay smirlarla ayrilikgilign koriikledigi gibi ordu iginde “Levant Ozel
Kuvvetleri (Troupes Speciales du Levant)” gibi segkin kuvvetlere heterodoks azinliklardan ¢ok sayida
subay alarak da tilkenin siyasal dengelerini ciddi sekilde sarsti. Fransa’nin buradaki amaci ilerleyen
yillarda Sitinni ¢ogunluga kars1 orduya hakim azinliklarla silahl bir gii¢ yapis1 olusturmakti. Fransa’nin
siyasal istikrarsizlik yaratma adina Suriye’yi polarize etmeye yonelik politikalarinin basarili oldugunu
vurgulamak gerekir. Ciinkii Suriye’nin demografik dokusuyla orantisiz sekilde ordu i¢inde ciddi etki
yaratacak makamlara gelen 6zellikle Alevi, Diirzi kokenli subaylar birgok askeri darbede basat rol
oynadilar ve Suriye’nin uzun yillar siyasal istikrar1 yakalayamamasinda temel dinamiklerden biri
oldular.

Suriye’nin temel ger¢eklerini goz ardi ederek bdlgede siyasal hakimiyetini stirdiirmekte zorlanan
Fransa’nin zaman zaman daha rasyonel politikalara da yoneldigi de goriilmektedir. Bu baglamda Fransa,
1924 yilinda Siinni ¢ogunlugun yasadigi Halep ve Sam devletlerini Suriye Devleti adiyla birlestirdi.
Yeni idari yapinin smirlar diger énemli Siinni sehirleri Hama ve Humusu da kapsamaktaydi. Siinni-
Arap ¢ogunlugun yasadigi bu dort 6nemli Sehirde Fransa’nin Osmanli Devleti’nin Ayan Politikasi’na
benzer bir yaklasimla hareket etmeye basladigi sOylenebilir. Fransizlar bu bolgelerde siyasal ve
toplumsal hayati kontrol altinda tutan pre-kapitalist goriiniim arz eden burjuvazi ve biiylk toprak
sahipleriyle is birligine giderek manda ydnetimini sorunsuz siirdiirmeye ¢alisti. Ancak siire¢ Fransa’nin
Ongordiigiiniin aksine isyanlar ve bir dizi ¢atisma-uzlagma siirecleriyle devam etti. Manda yonetiminin
hemen basinda 6zellikle Halep Bolgesi’ndeki isyanlar basta olmak iizere Suriye’deki isyanlarin, milli
kurtulus miicadelesi veren Tiirkiye’deki Ankara Hiikiimeti’yle belli bir e glidiim halinde devam ettigi
bilinmektedir. Ornegin Ibrahim Hannanu tarafindan Halep’te baslatilan isyan Milli Miicadele’nin Suriye
uzantis1 olarak kabul edilebilecek nitelikteydi. Zira Halep’teki direnis Ankara Hiikiimeti tarafindan
desteklendigi gibi Kuva-i Milliye birlikleri de bolgede Fransizlarla ¢atigmalara girdi. Zaten Hannanu da
tutuklanmasimdan sonra mahkemede hareketinin Ankara’daki Mustafa Kemal Hiikiimeti tarafindan
desteklendigini itiraf edecektir. Bunun yaninda bolgedeki Tiirklerin Anadolu’dakine benzer sekilde
Miidafaa-i Hukuk Cemiyetleri kurduklar1 da bilinmektedir. Yine Ankara Hikiimeti tarafindan



Oztiirkci A. / Anemon Mus Alparslan Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 2026 14(1) 682-710 699

desteklenen Alevi bolgesinde Seyh Salih Ibn Ali tarafindan organize edilen baska bir isyan da sz
konusudur. Araliklarla devam eden bu isyan ancak Tiirkiye ve Fransa arasinda yapilan Ankara
Antlagmasi’nin sonrasinda kontrol altina alinabilmistir. Tiirk-Fransiz antlagmasinin Suriye’de biiyiik bir
hayal kiriklig1 yarattigin1 vurgulamak gerekir. Ciinkii 1920’lerin hemen basinda Kral Faysal basta olmak
iizere Suriyeli milliyet¢iler arasinda Tiirkiye’yle federasyon fikri oldukga popiilerdi. Ankara’nin
Fransizlarla antlasmaya varmasi 6zellikle Halep’te derin bir hayal kirikligina yol acti. Halep, Ankara
Antlagmasi’ndan sonra Tiirkiye’yle birlesme umutlarimni biitiiniiyle yitirdi ve Birlesik Suriye hedefine
yoneldi (Okur, 2009).

Fransa Manda Yonetimine karsi en biiyiik isyan Diirzi liderlerinden Sultan Pasa el-Atrag
tarafindan 1925 yilinda organize edildi. Sam’da ki Arap milliyetgileriyle de is birligi halinde olan Sultan
Pasa, bu sehri ele gecirdi. Bunun iizerine Fransa sehri yogun sekilde bombaladi ve Sam tam bir harabeye
dondii. Buna ragmen isyan ancak 1927 yilinda bastirilabildi (Ar1, 2014). Isyan hem Fransa’y1 hem de
Arap milliyetcilerini daha realist bir yol haritas1 takip etmeleri konusunda yeterince uyarici bir faktor
oldu. Fransa 1928 yilinda Suriye’de se¢imlerin yapilmasina izin verdi. Arap milliyetgileri de artik
Fransa’yla uzlasiya dayali politikalarla iilkenin bagimsizligina kavusacagini gérmeye bagladi. Siikrii el-
Kuvvetli ve Hasim el-Attasi gibi oncii liderlerin yonetiminde Ulusal Blok’u olusturdular ve yapilan
secimlerde parlamentoda ¢ogunlugu sagladilar. Bundan sonra Suriye’de bagimsizligin kazanildigi 1946
yilina kadar bircogu el-Fetat benzeri Arap milliyetcisi 6rgilit mensuplarinin ¢gogunlukta oldugu Siinni
esrafa dayanan Ulusal Blok cephesiyle Fransa arasindaki gatigma-uzlagsma siirecleri i¢ politikada
belirleyici dinamik oldu. Ulusal Blok tarafindan hazirlanan anayasada Suriye’nin toprak biitiinliigiine
yonelik vurgu Fransiz Hiikiimeti’nin bolgedeki temsilcisi Ponsot’un parlamentoyu kapatmasiyla
sonuglandi. 1932 yilinda yeniden se¢imler yapildi ve Ulusal Blok mecliste yine ¢ogunlugu yakaladi.
Fransa’da 1936 yilinda yapilan segimleri Sosyalist Leon Blum’un kazanmasi ibrenin Arap milliyetgileri
lehine dondiigii anlamina geliyordu. Zira yeni Fransiz Hiikkumeti ¢esitli ayricaliklar karsiliginda Alevi
ve Diirzi bdlgesinin bir parcasi oldugu bagimsiz Suriye’yi kabul ediyordu (Okur, 2009). Fransa’da 1938
yilinda gerceklesen hiikiimet degisikligi bu antlagsmanin yiriirlige girmesini engelledi. Suriye Meclisi
tarafindan onaylanan antlasma, Fransa’da hiikiimet degisikliginden sonra parlamento tarafindan
onaylanmadi (Ar, 2014). Fransa-Suriye iliskilerindeki olumsuz tabloya 1939 yilinda Hatay’in
Tiirkiye’ye katilmasimin Fransa tarafindan onaylanmasi da olumsuz yansidi. Arap milliyetgileri
tarafindan Suriye’ye karsi kurulmus bir komplo olarak degerlendirildi. Tiirkiye’nin basarili bir
irredentist dis politika hamlesiyle Hatay’1 topraklarma katmasi modern Suriye tarihinin en kritik
gelismelerinden biri olarak degerlendirilebilir. Hatay’in Tiirkiye’ye katilmast Suriye dis politikasinin
Tiirkiye karsit1 bir eksene kaymasinda ve sonrasinda Tirkiye-Suriye iliskilerinin gerilimli bir hatta
oturmasinda temel parametre oldu.

I11. Bulgu ve Tartisma: Liberal-Parlamenter Sistemin Basarisizhg1 ve Askeri Darbe Dalgalan

Suriye, 1945 yilinda ABD, Sovyetler Birligi ve Birlegsmis Milletler tarafindan bagimsiz bir devlet
olarak tanindi. Fransiz birlikleri halen Suriye’de bulundugu i¢in bagimsizlik statiisii sadece hukuki
olarak (de jure) s6z konusuydu. Fransiz birliklerinin Suriye’yi biitiiniiyle terk ettigi 17 Nisan 1946
tarihinde ise iilke fiili olarak (de facto) bagimsiz oldu. Bagimsizligim kazandiktan sonra Suriye’de
liberal-parlamenter sistemin kurulmasi i¢ politikada hareketlenmelere yol agti. Suriye’nin en biiyiik
siyasal partisi konumunda bulunan ve Siinni elitlerin temsilcisi Ulusal Blok’taki siyasal kirilmalar 1947
parlamento secimleri oncesinde daha goriiniir olmaya ve siyasal boliinmeye doniistii. Suriye’nin
bagimsizlik siirecinin ana aktorii olan Ulusal Blok’un Sam kanadi Siikrii el-Kuvvetli, Sabri el-Asili,
Cemil Mardam gibi liderlerin 6nciiliigiinde Vatan Partisi’ni (el-Hizb el Vatani) kurdu. Ulusal Blok’un
Halep kanadi ise 1948 yilinda Halk Partisi’nin (el-Hizb el Saab) catis1 altinda bir araya geldi. Bu
olusuma ise Hasim el-Attasi, Nazim el-Kutsi, Riistii el-Kikha gibi isimler onciiliikk etmekteydi (Salik,
2016). Siyasal iktidarin paylasimi noktasinda Pan-Arabistler arasinda bdliinmeyle sonuclanan sz
konusu ¢ikar ¢atismasi modern Suriye tarihinin ana kirilma noktalarindan birini isaret eder. Zira Suriye
siyasetini ve toplumunu domine eden kentli-Siinni elitler arasindaki béliinme sonraki dénemde bu
kesimin iktidar1 kaybetmesine ve heteredoks azinliklarin iktidara gelmesine zemin hazirlayacaktir.
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Vatan ve Halk Partileri arasindaki ¢atisma giiclii sosyo-ekonomik temellere dayanmaktaydi. Arap
milliyetcileri arasindaki siyasal boliinmiisliik eko-politik bir okumayla, daha ¢ok Misir ve Suudi
Arabistan’la eklemlenmis olan Sam’in biiyiik toprak sahibi esrafiyla, Musul basta olmak iizere Irak’la
ve Tirkiye’yle yogun iktisadi ve ticari iliskilere bagimli Halep burjuvazisi arasindaki c¢ikar
catismalarinin siyasal alana yansimasiydi.

Vatan ve Halk Partilerinin yam sira 6zellikle bagimsizlik sonrasinda Suriye siyasetini domine
etmeye baslayan BAAS Partisi’'ne de ayn bir parantez agmak gerekir. 1943 yilinda Hristiyan Michel
Eflak ve Sunni Miisliiman Selahaddin Bitar tarafindan kurulan parti, Islam diinyasinda ortaya ¢ikan en
onemli sekiiler hareketlerden biridir (Lewis, 2017). “Tek bir Arap ulusu” fikrini savunan partinin
sloganlar1 “birlik, Ozgiirlik ve sosyalizm” {gliisiiydli. Ancak BAAS ideolojisiyle Sovyet usulil
sosyalizm arasindaki farklarin belirginlestirilmesi gerekir. Soyle ki BAAS’¢ilar Sovyet sosyalizminin
iizerine oturdugu siif miicadelesine, proletarya diktatorliigline partinin sadece seckin bir topluluga agik
olmasina ve bir {itopya olarak devletin bir glin yok olacagi ilkelerine karsidir. Tersine milliyet¢idir, parti
katilmak isteyen herkese aciktir ve devletin siirekligi esastir.

BAAS’1in smifsal tabam kirsal kokenli orta-alt gelir gruplarina dayanir. Stinni elitlere karsi
Suriye’nin heterodoks gruplarmin yogun olarak yer aldigi parti, Alevi Diirzi gibi kiiciik sekteryan
gruplara geng-Siinni subaylarinda verdigi destekle ordu i¢inde ciddi giic merkezlerinden biri oldu. Kisa
stirede Suriye siyasetinde dikkate alinmasi1 gereken bir aktdr olmaya bagladi. Siinni elitlerin partilerine
kars1 bir denge unsuru oldu. Gittikge giiclenerek askeri darbelerde rol almaya, Suriye’nin dis
politikasinda etkili olmaya bagladi ve sonunda da 1963 Darbesi’yle Siinni elitlerden iktidar1 devraldi.

Suriye’de siyasal partilerle merkeze tasinan sosyolojik bdliinmenin siyasete yansimasiyla liberal-
parlamenter sistemin basarisizli1 ortaya ¢ikt1. 1948 Arap-Israil Savasi’nda alinan agir yenilgi de Siikrii
el-Kuvvetli yonetiminin mesruiyetine vurulan psiko-politik bir darbe oldu. Araplar tarafindan nekbe
olarak tamimlanan 1948 yenilgisi tam bir “secilmis travmaya™' doniistii ve Suriye’de i¢ politik dengeleri
altiist etti. Ulkede askeri darbeler siirecinin baglamasina yol act1. i1k askeri darbe 30 Mart 1949 tarihinde
Genel Kurmay Bagkani Hiisni Zaim liderligindeki kiiciik cunta tarafindan gergeklestirildi (Cumhuriyet,
31 Mart 1949). Zaim, darbenin gerekgesini 1948 Arap-Israil Savasi’nda hiikiimetin “tedbirsiz ve
idaresizle” sugladig1 politikalarina ve i¢ dinamiklere baglasa da darbe, oncelikle dis kaynakliyd: ve
Amerika Birlesik Devletleri tarafindan desteklendi (Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, Cumhurbaskanligi Devlet
Arsivleri Bagkanligi, Tiirk Diplomatik Arsivi (TDA), 559/36373.143404.1, 13 Nisan 1949; Hiirriyet, 13
Nisan 1949; Hinnebusch, 2002; Little, 2004). Suriye Parlamentosu’nun ve milliyet¢ci kuvvetli
yonetiminin Ozellikle Korfez petroliiniin Suriye {izerinden Akdeniz’e ulastirmasi hedefine yonelik
Trans-Arabian Pipeline (TAPLINE) projesinin hayata gegirilmesinde siirekli engel ¢ikarmasi (Middle
East Institute, 1949) ve Suriye’nin Sovyet Bloku'na kayma riski darbedeki ABD desteginin
sebepleriydi. Daha makro bir okumayla Zaim darbesi ABD’nin Orta Dogu’da liberal-demokratik
sistemle koruyamadig1 ¢ikarlarmm askeri diktatérliiklerle korumaya ydneldiginin ilk isaretiydi (Oztiirkci,
2020). Hiisni Zaim’in Suudi Arabistan ve Misir’a yakin politikalar gelistirmeye baslamasi ve i¢
politikada otoriter tercihleri iktidarinin sonunu getirdi (Khadduri, 1951). Zaim, 14 Agustos 1949
tarihinde Irak’la birlesme yanlis1 Halep burjuvazisinin liderlik ettigi bir koalisyon tarafindan desteklenen
Albay Sami Hinnavi liderligindeki bir askeri darbeyle devrildi ve katledildi (Cumhuriyet, 15 Agustos
1949). Zaim’in iktidara geldikten 4,5 ay sonra devrilmesi daha sonra bir¢ok darbeci subayin kaderi
haline gelecektir. Demokratik se¢imlerle iktidara gelmesi olas1 goriinmeyen heterodoks azinliklar ve
iilkenin rotasim belirlemeye calisan geng-sunni subaylar kendilerine yakin siyasal partilerin de
destegiyle sik sik askeri darbe tesebbiisiinde bulunacaklardir. Biitiin bunlarda Suriye’de bir tiirlii siyasal
istikrarin saglanamamasinda belirleyici faktorlerden biri olacaktir.

Sami Hinnavi darbe sonrasinda ordunun siyasi islere karigmayacagini ve kislasma ¢ekildigini
acikladi. Bundan sonra Suriye siyaseti Irak’la birlesme yanlis1 ve buna muhalefet eden politikacilar
arasinda yogun bir gerilime sahne oldu. 15 Kasim 1949°da yapilan se¢imlerde istikrar getirmedi, Halk

! Secilmis Zafer, kavramsallastirmas: da Volkan ve Itzkovizt’e (Volkan ve Itzkovitz, 2002: 24) aittir ve bir
grubun bagka bir gruba karsi yogun bir bagar1 ya da biiyiik bir zafer kazanmig olma hissini veren olayi ifade eder
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Partisi secimleri kazanmasina ragmen parlamentoda ¢ogunlugu saglayamadi. Siyasetteki séz konusu
gerilim orduya da yansidi. Aralik 1949°da Irak’la birlesme fikrine karsi olan Edip Cigekli tarafindan bir
askeri darbe gergeklestirildi ve Hinnavi katledildi (TDA, 533/8316.5724.1, 2 Kasim 1950).”

Cigekli, 1951 yilinda siyasileri tamamen pasifisize etmek ve siyaset disina atmak amaciyla ikinci
bir darbe daha gergeklestirdi (Babikian, 1980). Siyasi partileri yasakladi ve ordu tarafindan da
desteklenen Arap Kurtulus Hareketi adiyla kendi partisini kurarak iilkeyi tam bir dikta rejimiyle
yonetmeye bagladi. Dis politikada oldukga dinamik bir vizyon gelistiren Cigekli, Irak Bagbakani Nuri
Said Pasa’ya karst “ne dostumdur ne diismanimdir” seklindeki soguk yaklasimlarina kargin Suriye
halkinin kardes Irak’a “elini uzatacagini” belirtti (TDA, 553/8316.57521.2, 22 Agustos 1952). Devlet
Bagkan1 Fevzi Silo ile birlikte Beyrut’u ziyaret ederek Liibnan’la ittifak arayisina girdi. Cigekli’nin
yaklasimi, 1950’lerin baginda Arap diinyasindaki Irak-Urdiin ve Misir-Suudi Arabistan bloklarina karsi
bir denge arayisiyd: (TDA, 554/7750.47939.1, 2 Nisan 1952). Ancak Suriye’de 8 ayda iiglincii askeri
darbeyi gergeklestiren Edip Cigekli’nin iktidarinin sonu da seleflerinden pek farkli olmadi. Cigekli’ye
kars1 Vatan Partisi, Halk Partisi, BAAS Partisi ve Komiinist Parti’nin destekledigi {ilkenin birgok
garnizonuna yayilan ayaklanma bagladi. Cigekli 24 Subat 1954 tarihinde devrildi ve iilkeyi terk etmek
zorunda kaldi (Cumhuriyet, 26 Subat 1954).

Cigekli’nin devrilmesinden sonra iilkede liberal-parlamenter sistem yeniden kuruldu. Bu dénemin
en belirgin 6zelligi sol tandansli partilerin 6n plana ¢ikmaya ve Suriye siyasetinde etkili olmaya
baglamasidir. 24-25 Eylil tarihlerinde yapilan segimlerde BAAS Partisi, 64 milletvekili g¢ikaran
Bagimsizlar ve 30 milletvekiliyle meclise giren Halk Partisi’nden sonra iigiincli parti olarak 22
milletvekili ¢ikardi. Se¢imlerde Suriye Sosyalist Partisi 2, Suriye Komiinist Partisi de 1 milletvekili
cikardi. Halid Bektas, Arap diinyasinda parlamentoya giren ilk komiinist oldu (Salik, 2016). Suriye’de
siyasal tablo olduk¢a karmagikti. Parlamentodaki yeni denklem asir1 solun giiglenmeye basladiginin
isaretiydi (Cumhuriyet, 27 Eyliil 1954). Suriye Parlamentosu’nun yeni aritmetigi kaos iiretti ve 1954-58
yillar1 arasinda Suriye siyasetinde yogun bir gerilim ve istikrarsizlik hiikiim siirdii (Cumhuriyet, 27
Subat 1954). Soguk savasinda kizistig1 bir konjonktiirde siyasal partiler Bat1 ya da Sovyet Blok’una
yakin politikalar gelistirme konusunda ayrigsmislardi. Ayrica merkez partiler ve BAAS, marjinal sol
partilerin darbeyle iktidar1 ele gecirmesi konusunda endise duymaktaydilar. Ayni kaygiy1 Birlesik Arap
Cumbhuriyeti’nin (BAC) Devlet Baskan1 Nasir da Tiirkiye’nin Misir Biiyiikelgisiyle 23 Mart 1958
tarihinde yaptig1 gériismede soyle dile getirmekteydi: “komiinist niifuzunun” bertaraf edilmesi amaciyla
lic dort senede yapmayr disiindliglimiiz “ittihadi” on dort giinde gerceklestirdik (BCA,
030.01/127.827.3, 4). Nasir’mn soziinii ettigi “ittihad” Suriye ve Misir’in BAC adi altinda birlesmesiydi.
BAC 22 Subat 1958 tarihinde yapilan plebisitte kabul edilmisti ve Suriye’deki siyasal kaos Misir’la
birleserek asilmaya calisilmaktaydi (Babikian, 1980; Winder, 1962). Bu birlesme Arap milliyetcileri
acisindan daha fazla bir anlama sahipti ve bir ilitopyanin baglangicini ifade ediyordu. BAC, Arap
devletlerinin tek cat1 altinda toplanacagi biiylik Arap rilyasinin gerceklesmesi yolunda atilmis énemli
bir adimdi. Misir ve Suriye gibi iki biiylik devletin kolaylikla tek devlet altinda birlesmesi diger
devletlere bir yol haritast sunabilirdi. BAC tecriibesi baslangigta Suriyeli Pan-Arabistlerin milliyetci
umutlarim destekleyici gelismelere sahne oldu. Pan-Arabizm’in 6nde gelen Suriyeli temsilcilerinden
Ekrem Hurani, BAC’in Cumhurbagskani1 Nasir’in yardimcisi, Selahattin Bitar Bakan oldu. Ancak bahar
havasi kisa siirdii. Nasir, bir siire sonra Birlesik Arap Cumhuriyeti’ni ikili bir devlet yapisindan ziyade
Misir merkezli ve tek tarafli olarak yonetmeye bagladi. Yakin arkadast Abdulhekim Amr’t Suriye’ye
yoOnetici olarak atadi. Nasir, Suriye siyasetine ve ordusuna hakim olan hizipgilikten bagindan beri kaygi
duymaktaydi. Bu sebeple de BAC kurulmadan Suriye’de siyasal partilerin yasaklanmasimi sart
kosmustu. BAC’dan sonra ise Suriye ordusunda etkili BAAS’¢1 subaylar1 Kahire’de gorevlendirdi.
Komiinist egilimli subaylari tasfiye etti. Ancak bu tedbirler BAC’1n varligini siirdiirmesine yetmedi ve
Nasir’in ayrimei politikalart Suriye askeri-siyasi kadrolarinda biiyiik rahatsizlik yaratti. Nasir kendisine

2 Tiirkiye nin Bagdat Biiyiikelgiliginden Disigleri Bakanligina génderilen bir raporda Albay Hinavi nin
Oldiirtilmesinin Bagdat’ta “teessiirle” kargilandigina yer verilmektedir (TDA, 533/8316.5724.2, 11 Kasim
1950).



702 Oztiirkci A. / Anemon Mus Alparslan Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 2026 14(1) 682-710

Sam’da 1958 yilinda kars1 hazirlanan suikast girisiminden kurtuldu (BCA, 030.01/69.434. 15, 2, 23
Temmuz 1958). Buna karsin Nasir’in toprak reformundan rahatsiz olan kentli-Siinni elitler tarafindan
desteklenen Abdulkerim Nahlavi liderligindeki darbeyle 28 Eyliil 1961 tarihinde Suriye BAC’dan
ayrildi (BCA, 030.01/63.389.2, 2, 28.03.1962). Suriye Silahli Kuvvetleri Baskumandanligina Diirzi
mezhebine mensup ve uzlagmaci kisiligiyle taninan Abdulkerim Zahrettin getirildi. General Zahrettin,
ABD Ikinci Katibi Charles Tanguy ve diger iilke diplomatik misyonlariyla yaptig1 goriismelerde ordu
icinde birlik oldugunu ve hareketin halkin ekseriyeti tarafindan desteklendigini vurguladi (TDA,
54/1257.9450.15, 28 Mart 1962). Darbeden sonra devletin ad1 (glinlimiize kadar devam edecek olan)
Suriye Arap Cumbhuriyeti olarak degistirildi ve Suriye siyasetinde ayrilik¢t donem (el-fetret el-infisal)
olarak tanimlanacak 2 yillik kisa kesit basladi (Babikian, 1980; Onhon, 2021; Cleveland, 2008).
Ayrilik¢1 donem Siinni elitlerin Suriye siyasetindeki etkili olduklari son donem kabul edilebilir. Zira
sonraki donemde heterodoks azinliklar 6zellikle de Aleviler, Suriye siyasetinin ana aktorii olarak ortaya
cikacaktir,

1961 Nahlavi Darbesi, Suriye tarihinde yeni bir askeri darbe dalgasinin fitilini atesledi. 8 Mart
1963 tarihinde BAAS’¢ilar, Nasircilar ve bazi bagimsiz subaylarin yer aldig1 bir koalisyon yeni bir
askeri darbe gergeklestirdi ve ayrilik¢t doneme son verdi. Suriye’de 20 kisilik Ulusal Devrim Komite
Konseyi (UDKK) yonetimi devraldi. Yeniden Misir’la birlesme Suriye siyasetinin giindemi olmaya
basladi. Ancak bu durum kamuoyunun baskisi karsisinda girisilen hamleydi. Cilinkii 8 Mart Darbesi’nin
arkasinda asil gii¢ olan BAAS Partisi’ne mensup geng Alevi ve Diirzi subaylar orduda asil belirleyici
aktor haline geldi (Al-Qazaz, 1967). BAAS’¢1 geng subaylar radikal sol egilimlere sahiptiler, BAAS’1n
eski kusak yoneticilerinin politikalarindan rahatsizlardi ve yeni bir BAC tecriibesi yasamak
istemiyorlardi. Nasirc1 ve bagimsizlik yanlis1 subaylar tasfiye ettiler ve Suriye’de iktidarin tek sahibi
oldular. Bundan sonra UDKK konseyinin etkili isimleri, Hafiz Esad, Salah Cedid ve Muhammed Umran
kendi bolgelerinden ve ailelerinden gelen Alevi ve Ismaili mezhebine mensup kisileri kilit noktalara
getirdiler. Yine bu mezheplere mensup kisiler kitlesel sekilde orduya alinmaya baslandi. Ozellikle Salah
Cedid tarafindan uygulanan agik mezhepgi politikalar UDKK’nin Siinni iiyelerinden Emin Hafiz’1
rahatsiz etti. Eflak-Bitar ikilisinin destekledigi Emin Hafiz, Esad ve Diirzi Selim Hatum’un destekledigi
Cedid arasinda yogun bir miicadele basladi. Cedid 23 Subat 1966 tarihinde gerceklestirdigi BAAS i¢i
bir askeri darbeyle Emin Hafiz’1 tasfiye etti (Milliyet, 24 Subat 1966; Quinlivan, 1999; Ar1, 2014). Neo-
BAAS darbesi olarak da tanimlanan bu girisimle BAAS Partisi iyice radikal sol egilimli bir ideolojiye
kaydi. Cedid, daha sonra Hatum tarafindan girisilen darbe tesebbiisiinii de Esad’in destegiyle
basarisizliga ugratti. Ancak Cedid bu defada radikal sol politikalarindan rahatsiz olan Esad’la karsi
karsiya geldi. Cedid, Suriye’de sosyalist doniisiimii siyasal hedef olarak belirlemisti. Esad ise diger Arap
devletleriyle es giidiim halinde Israil’le miicadeleyi dnceliyordu. Esad 1967 yilinda Arap-Israil savasinin
kaybedilmesinde Cedid’in macerac1 politikalariyla sorumlu oldugunu giindeme getirmeye bagladi.
BAAS Partisi’nin askeri kanadinin da destegini alan Esad 16 Kasim 1970’te kansiz bir darbeyle
Suriye’de iktidar ele gecirdi. Bu darbe Suriye’de 1949 yilinda Hiisni Zaim Darbesi’yle baslayan ve
basariliyla sonuglanan askeri darbelerin on besincisi ve sonuncusu oldu. (Quinlivan, 1999;
Pehlivanoglu, 2004). Goriildiigii gibi askeri darbeler Suriye tarihinde siyasal istikrarsizligin ana
dinamiklerinden biridir. Ordu iginde kiiciik bir cunta belli siyasal partilerle ya da bir partinin i¢indeki
kliklerle is birligi yaparak askeri darbeyle kolaylikla iktidara ele gecirmekteydi. Dolayisiyla Suriye’de
kurumsallagmanin ve belli bir devlet geleneginin olugmasinin 6niine gecerek 1949-1970 arasi yaklasik
yirmi bir yillik kesitte ana kirilma dinamigi oldu.
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VI. Bulgu ve Tartisma: Hafiz Esad’n Iktidara Gelisi

Hafiz Esad, iktidar1 ele gecirdikten sonra Alevi kimliginin yaratacagi toplumsal tepkiden
cekinerek bir siire bagbakanlik gorevini listlendi ve devlet bagkanligini Stinni Ahmed el-Hatib’e birakt.
Bu durumun Esad igin gegici bir formiil oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Zira Subat 1971’de baskanlik
yetkilerini ald1 ve Mart 1971°de yapilan halk oylamasiyla da Suriye tarihinin ilk Alevi-Nusayri devlet
baskan1 oldu. Hafiz Esad’in Suriye’nin ilk Alevi cumhurbagkani olarak secilmesi ise 1963 Darbesi’yle
gerceklesen Suriye’de siyasal elit degisiminin en ¢arpici sembolii olarak kabul edilebilir. Esad 1973
yilinda hazirlattifi Anayasayla yasama, yliriitmede kendisinin genis yetkilerine hukuki mesruiyet
sagladi ve “tek kisilik baskanlik rejimi” kurdu (Ataman, 2012).

Hafiz Esad, iktidarimin baginda siirli da olsa kendisine mesruiyet saglayabilecek sinifsal bir taban
buldu. 1963 Askeri Darbesi’nden sonra Salah Cedid’in uyguladig bir yoniiyle mezhepgi diger yoniiyle
sosyalist politikalar Esad yonetimi i¢in zemin olusturdu. Cedid, devletin kritik gérevlerine Alevi azinlik
mensuplarm yerlestirdi. Toprak rejiminde degisiklige gitti, bunda basarilar da sagladi. Baskasimin
ciftliginde tlicret karsiligi calisan bir¢ok isci, sz konusu sosyalist reformlarla kiiciik toprak sahibi
ciftgilere doniistii. 1963 yillar arasim kapsayan kesitte topragi olmayan kirsal niifus %60’dan 36’ya
geriledi. Ustelik kirsal niifus icinde %1 gibi kii¢iik bir oran1 olusturan bilyiik tarim arazi sahiplerinin
sayist yariya (%0,5) diisiiriilerek bu doniisiim gergeklestirildi (Egri, 2016). Rakamlarin ifade ettigi
sosyo-ekonomik doniisiim BAAS Partisi’nin tabaniyla olan baglarim giiclendirirken, kentli Siinni elitler
karsisinda Suriye’nin yeni elitleri olarak Alevi azinlik mensuplarmin sahneye c¢ikisini da ifade
etmekteydi.

Yukarida yer verdigimiz smifsal doniisiimiin gdsterdigi tablo Esad’in lehine olmasina ragmen
Cedid Donemi’ndeki sosyalist politikalara devam edilmedi. Esad, mesruiyetinin toplumun genis
kesimleri tarafindan kabul edilecegi bir dizi siyasal, hukuki, ekonomik ve dini girisimde bulundu.
Oncelikle mensubu bulundugu Aleviligin Nusayri kolunun Islam dininin bir kolu olduguna dair fetva
aldi. Boylece mezhepsel kimliginden dolay1 Suriye i¢inde ve Arap diinyasinda ezici gogunlugu olusturan
Stinni diinyanin kendisine karsi olusturabilecegi muhalefetin Oniine gecmeye calistt. 1973
Anayasasi’'nda devlet bagkanmin dininin islam oldugu ve yasamanm ana kaynagmimn Islam hukuku
oldugu agikga vurgulandi (Mercan, 2016). Y dnetimde Siinni elitlere daha ¢ok yer vermeye basladi ancak
bunlar1 Alevi yardimcilar kanaliyla kontrol etmeyi goz ardi etmedi. Ornegin, Naci Cemil Hava
Kuvvetleri Komutani’yken, Hava Kuvvetleri’nde asil gii¢ istihbarat dairesi bagkan1 Alevi Muhammed
el-Huli’nin elindeydi. Yine orduda Genel Kurmay Baskani Yardimcisi Alevi Ali Aslan, Siinni Genel
Kurmay Bagkan1 Hikmet Sihabi’den daha etkili bir figiirdii (Salik, 2016).

Esad iki onemli ekonomik liberallesme (infitah) politikast uyguladi. iktidarinin ilk yillarinda
uygulanan infitah politikalariyla Esad, onceki yonetiminden farkli olarak SSCB’ye bagimliligi
azaltmayi, Arap devletleriyle ekonomik iligkileri gelistirerek mesruiyetini artirmay1 ve halen tilkedeki
en onemli gii¢ olan kentli-Siinni burjuvaziye giiven vermeyi ve onlar1 daha aktif sekilde ekonomik
hayata katmay1 amaclamaktaydi. 1970’lerdeki infitah politikalari, petrol gelirlerindeki artig, Arap
devletlerinden saglanan yardimlarla basarili olmug ve Suriye 1970’ler boyunca %10 ortalama biiylimeyi
yakalamistir. Yine bu donemde kamu-6zel sektor is birlikleri ve ihracat kotalariyla rejim kendisine ait
bir zengin sinif yaratmigtir. Yeni zengin sinifin belirleyici vasfi rejime olan sadakatleriydi. Zaten tiiredi
zengin hiiviyetine sahiplerdi ve ¢ogunlukla BAAS Partisi, giivenlik teskilati ya da bunlarla yakin
iligkileri bulunan kimselerden olugmaktaydi. 1980’lerle beraber Suriye ekonomisindeki bozulma Esad’
ikinci infitah politikasin1 hayata gegirmeye yoneltmistir. Esad bu sekilde 6zellikle 1980’lerin ikinci
yarisinda %100’e ulagan enflasyon rakamlar1 ve ekonomideki daralmayla bag gosteren krizi agmaya
caligmistir. Kemer sikma politikalariyla, para birimi devaliie edilerek ve 6zel sektdre daha genis hareket
alani1 tanindi. 1990°1arla beraber Suriye ekonomisi ancak stabil bir biiylime yakalayabilecek ve dengeye
oturmaya baslayacaktir (Egri, 2016).

Hafiz Esad Donemi, infitah politikalar1 kismi liberal politikalar olarak kalmistir. Zira iilkede
biitiiniiyle serbest piyasadan so6z edilemeyecegi gibi devlet ithalat ve ihracat basta olmak {izere birgok
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alanda kisitlamalariyla ekonomiye miidahale etmistir. Bu agidan bakildiginda Esad’in ekonomi
politikalar1 bir tiir devlet kapitalizmi olarak goriilebilir. Zaten rejimin otoriter karakteri de iktisadi ya da
siyasal liberallesmeye miisaade edecek nitelikte degildi. Hatta ekonomi politikalarinda goriilen kismi
liberal yaklasim siyasal alana bakildiginda daha da silik bir goriiniim arz etmekteydi. Kuskusuz bu da
devletin giivenlik ve istihbarat merkezli olarak teskilatlandirilmasiyla yakindan ilintiliydi.

Esad iilkenin tarihinde sik goriilen askeri darbe ve olas1 bir Siinni ayaklanma gibi tehditlere kars1
bir dizi askeri ve istihbarat kurumuyla rejiminin glivenligini saglamaya calisti. Cumhuriyet Muhafizlari,
3. Zirhl Birlik ve Savunma Birlikleri askeri kurumlardi. Askeri istihbarat, Hava Kuvvetleri Istihbarati,
Genel Istihbarat (el-muhaberat) ve Siyasi Giivenlik gibi istihbarat kurumlar1 da Baskanlik istihbaratina
bagli olarak faaliyet gostermekteydi. EI-Muhaberatin kurdugu siyasal baski Esad’in kurdugu dikta
rejimine kars1 herhangi bir muhalefetin ya da sivil bir olusumun 6niine gectigi gibi bir¢cok Suriyeliyi,
arkadaglarini, eslerini ve diger aile iiyelerini ihbar eden bir ajana doniistiirmiistiir (Salik, 2016). Subat
1982 yilinda Miisliiman Kardesler Hareketi tarafindan Hama’da baslatilan isyana Esad yonetiminin
gosterdigi reaksiyon dikta rejiminin giivenlik-istihbarat karakterini, acimasizligim1 ve orgiitliiliigiinii
gostermesi agisindan dikkate ¢ekicidir. Ordu birlikleri 12 bin askerle sehri kusatmis, Hama helikopterler
tarafindan bombalanmis ve biiyilik bir katliam yapilarak on binlerce insan 6ldiiriilmiistiir (Cleveland,
2008; Pehlivanoglu, 2004). Esad, bu katliamla, her zaman iktidar1 i¢in en biiyiik tehdit olarak gordiigii
Stinni ¢ogunlugu 2011 Mart’inda baglayan Suriye i¢ savagina kadar sindirmistir.

Hafiz Esad donemi Suriye dis politikasina bakildiginda ise iki temel sacayagi lizerine oturdugu
goriilmektedir. Bunlar Arap Birligini saglama ve Israil karsithigidir. Sekiiler Arap Milliyetgiligi
ideolojisi ve Israil karsithig1 iizerinden Hafiz Esad, kendisine Arap diinyasinda saygin bir yer arayisina
girmistir. Orta vadede biiyiik Suriye’yi yeniden canlandirmaya uzun vadede de ise Sam merkezli biiyiik
bir Arap devleti kurma siyasal hedefini sdylemlerinde 6ne ¢ikarmigtir. Suriye anayasasina da her
vatandasin tiim Araplarin bir araya geldigi biiyiik Arap devleti i¢in ¢aligmasini siyasi bir vazife olarak
koymustur (Koyuncu, 2017; Mercan, 2016). Hafiz Esad’in dig politikasinin aslinda her seyden dnce i¢
politikaya yonelik bir hamle oldugunu da gdzden kagirmamak gerekir. Zira Arap milliyetciligi sdylemi
ve Israil karsithigiyla kendisinin azmlik kimliginin yarattigi mesruiyet krizini asmaya Suriye halkini
kendi liderliginde bir araya getirmeyi amacglamaktaydi. Esad’in dis politikada paradoksal ve yer yer
konjonktiirel yaklagimlar1 bu ¢ikarsamayi dogrular niteliktedir. Ornegin 1975 yilinda Irak’in Satt’ul
Arap ve Kuzistan Bélgesi’ni iran’a birakmasini Arap ulusu i¢in Filistin’den daha biiyiik bir kay1p olarak
degerlendiren Esad, 1980 yilinda baslayan Iran-Irak savasinda Iran’1 destekledi. Yine 1970 yilindan
Soguk Savas’in sonuna kadar dis politikada SSCB’ye yakin stratejiler gelistirdi. Esad, ABD ile de dirsek
temasini kendisini “kuvvetler ayrilig1 ateskesine” ikna eden Disisleri Bakan1 Henry Kissenger ile yaptigi
goriismeler lizerinden siirdiirdii.1990’larla beraber Bati’yla daha da yakinlagmaya basladi, Birinci
Korfez Savasi’nda ABD’nin liderlik ettigi koalisyonu destekledi ve baris goriismeleri igin Israil’le
masaya oturdu (TDA, 54/1338.9486.98, 12 Ocak 1974; Sadowski, 2002).

Hafiz Esad’in oliimiinden sonra devlet baskanligimi vekéleten kisa siireligine Abdulhalim
Haddam dstlendi. 17 Temmuz 2000 tarihinde yapilan halk oylamasiyla da Suriye’nin yeni devlet
Bagkan: Bessar Esad oldu. Ulkeyi 1970 yilindan itibaren olaganiistii halin yiiriirlikkte oldugu dikta
rejimiyle yoneten Hafiz Esad’in 6liimii, Bati’da egitim gormiis ve liberal-demokrasiye acik fikirlere
sahip oldugu diisiliniilen Bessar Esad’1n, devlet bagkani olmasi Suriye’de olumlu bir hava yaratti. Bessar
Esad’in devlet bagkani secildikten sonra Suriye Parlamentosu’nda yaptigi ilk konusmasinda
modernlesme, seffaflik, kalkinma ve demokratiklesme konusunda verdigi mesajlar umutlar1 artiracak
nitelikteydi. Esad’in konusmas1 Suriye’de muhalefetin harekete gecmesine yetti. Suriyeli ve diger Arap
iilkelerinden entelektiiellerin dnciiliik ettigi bir dizi bildiri yayinlandi. 99’1ar bildirisi olarak bilinen ilk
deklarasyonda, olaganiistii halin kaldirilmas, siyasi tutuklularin serbest birakilmasi, toplanma, ifade ve
basin 6zgiirliigii gibi bazi haklarin taninmasi, gdzetlemeden ve sinirlamadan uzak bir sivil hayatin tesis
edilmesi isteniyordu. Besar Esad yonetiminin mubhalifleri, yapilan zuliimlerin sembolii olan Mezze
Hapishanesi’ni kapatmasi, sayist dort bini bulan siyasal tutuklularin sayisim binin altina diistirmesi,
iilkede ilk 6zel gazete olan el Dommari’nin ¢ikarilmasina izin vermesi ve muhalif kimligiyle bilinen
gazeteci Mahmud Saleme’nin devletin yayin organi el-Savra gazetesinin basina getirmesi iilkede
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ozgiirliik beklentilerini yiikseltti (Ataman, 2012; Topal, 2016). Dis politikada da ABD’yle belli bir
uyum saglayan Bessar Esad, 11 Eyliil Saldirisi’ndan sonra el-Kaide konusunda onemli diizeyde
istihbarat sagladi. Korfezde yapilacak biiyiik bir saldir1 konusunda Washington’u uyardi ve 11 Eyliil
saldirganlarinin bir boliimiinii devsirdigi iddia edilen Muhammed Zammar’in yakalanmasinda CIA ile
is birligi yapt1 (Walt ve Mearsheimer, 2014).

Ocak 2002’de 1000’ler bildirisi olarak bilinen ve Suriye’de demokratik hak taleplerinin ¢itasini
yiikselten 2. deklarasyon yayinlandi. Tek parti rejiminden vazgecilerek demokratik segimlerin ve siyasal
reformlarm yapilmasi, basin 6zgiirliigiiniin taninmasi, kadinlara yonelik ayrimeiligin kaldirilmasi gibi
talepler deklarasyonda yer alan temel basliklardi. 1000’ler bildirisi 6nceki deklarasyondan farkli olarak
acikca BAAS rejimini hedef almakta bu yonetimin halki marjinallestirdigi ve vatandasligin tek partiye-
lidere sadakatle Ozdestirilemeyecegini ifade etmekteydi. Goriildiigii iizere bildiri rejimin tabularina
dokunmakta ve onun iktidarda yarattig1 monopolist anlayisa aciktan bir meydan okuma i¢cermekteydi.
BAAS rejimi kuskusuz birkag ayda demokratik ilkeleri 6ziimsememisti. Rejim uzun yillar i¢inde tek
parti iktidar1 istihbarat ve giivenlik konular1 basta olmak iizere belli diizeyde kurumsallagmisti ve
kendini koruyacak araclara sahipti. Ayrica parti ¢evresinde sosyo-ekonomik ¢ikar gruplart olusmustu
ve bunlarin demokratik-seffaf bir yonetimi istemeyecekleri agikti. Dolayisiyla Bessar Esad rejiminin
bildiriye tepkisi oldukca sert oldu. Bildirinin yabanci kanallarda yaymlandigi, Suriye’nin istikrarini
hedef aldig1 ve bildiriyi imzalayanlarin bunun sonuglartyla karsilasacagi seklinde agiklamalarla bildiri
de imzasi1 bulunanlar sindirilmeye ¢alisildi. Buna ragmen Suriye muhalefeti, demokratik hak taleplerine
devam etti ve 2005 yilinda bu defa da “Sam Deklarasyonu™ olarak bilinen metni yayinladi. Bildiride
yine rejimin tek¢i karakterine ve bunun ulusal giivenlik sorunu yarattigina yonelik sert elestirilere yer
verildi. Rejim otoriter, totaliter, hizip¢i bir sistem kurmakla, iilkenin sosyal dokusunu bozmakla ve dig
politikada ulusal c¢ikarlardan ziyade, keyfi ve maceraperest bir yol izlemekle itham ediliyordu.
Deklarasyon, Suriye muhalefetinin yaptig1 son bariscil cagriydi (Suriye’nin Siyasi Goriintimii/ T.C.
Disisleri Bakanligi, mfa.gov.tr; Topal, 2016). Ancak rejimin bildiriye yaklasimi glivenlik merkezli ve
sert oldu. Bessar Esad’1n iktidarinin hemen basinda saglanan kismi iyimserlik siiratle yerini geleneksel
BAAS politikalarina birakti. Dis politikada rejimin yasadigi yogun giivenlik tehdidi de liberal
politikalardan uzaklagilmasinin gerekcelerindendi. ABD’nin Suriye’ye yonelik kimyasal silah programi
oldugu ve Liibnan’daki faaliyetleri ekseninde Suriye’ye ydnelik suglamalari, Israil’de iktidara Ariel
Saron’un gelmesi ve Irak’taki mezhep ¢atigmalan giivenlik kaygilarinin dis dinamikleriydi.

Begsar Esad yonetiminde gecen on yilin sonuna gelindiginde dikta rejiminde demokratiklesme
yOniinde hicbir degisim emaresi goriilmedigi gibi hukuksuz tutuklamalar, seyahat yasaklari, korkutma
siyasetiyle halk sindirilmeye devam ediliyordu. Biitiin bunlara kars1 ilk firsatta halkin tepkisi oldukc¢a
sert oldu. Adalet ve demokrasi talepleriyle ilk defa 2010 yilinin sonunda Tunus’ta baslayan ve “Arap
Bahar1” olarak da tanimlanan dalganin Mart 2011°de Suriye’ye ulagmasi halki sokaklara doktii. Ulkenin
Stinni agirlikli niifusunun yasadigi Halep, Dera, Humus gibi sehirlerde gosterilerle baslayan siire¢ kisa
siirede halk ayaklanmasina doniistii. Gostericilerin, BAAS rejimi tarafindan kanli bir sekilde
bastirilmaya girisilmesi iilkeyi i¢ savasa siirilkledi. Rejimin yikim ve katliamlarinda 500 binden fazla
insan 6ldi, 6,6 milyon kisi {ilke i¢cinde yer degistirmek, 5 milyondan fazla insanda komsu {ilkelere
siginmak zorunda kaldi. Bu insanlarin 3,6 milyonuna Tiirkiye ev sahipligi yapti1 (Suriye’nin Siyasi
Goriintimii/ T.C. Disisleri Bakanligi, mfa.gov.tr).

Sonu¢

Sahip oldugu ¢oklu toplum yapisiyla yonetilmesi ¢cok gii¢ olan Suriye, klasik Osmanli diizeninin
hakim oldugu donemde belli bir istikrara sahipti. Modernlesmenin etkilerinin bolgede goriilmeye
basladig1 19. yiizyilin ikinci yarisindan itibaren bdlgede Osmanli diizeni sarsilmaya bagladi ve siyasal
istikrarsizlik Suriye tarihinin bir par¢asi oldu. Modern Suriye tarihinde baska bir kirilmay1 da isaret eden
I. Diinya Savasi’ndan sonra Osmanli Devleti’nin bdlgeden ¢ekilmesi ve Fransiz manda yonetiminin
kurulmasi bdlgede kurulan statiikoyu biitiiniiyle altiist etti.
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Fransa’nimn ulusal bir kimlik olusumunu engellemek adina giristigi politikalar modern Suriye
tarihinde giinlimiize kadar siyasal istikrarin ve i¢ huzurun saglanamamasinin altinda yatan ana faktordiir.
Fransa, imparatorluklarin kozmopolit devlet anlayislariyla bile yonetilmesinde yer yer zorluklar yaganan
bolgede Bat1 tarzi bir ulus devlet kurulmasimin dahi 6niine gegecek politikalar gelistirdi. Suriye’nin
toplumsal dokusuyla biiylik asimetri olusturacak sekilde ordunun segkin birliklerinde ¢ok sayida
heterodoks azinlik mensubu subaya gorev verdi. Suriye niifusunun ezici ¢ogunlugunu olusturan Siinni
cogunluk karsisinda orduda gii¢lii heterodoks azinliklar demografileriyle paradoks olusturacak sekilde
Suriye siyasetinde giic merkezi haline geldi. Boylece toplumu polarize eden Fransa, bagimsizlig
sonrasinda Suriye’de meydana gelecek bircok askeri darbenin zeminini olusturmus ve baska bir
kirilmaya da zemin hazirlamis oldu. 1949-1954 ve 1961-1970 aras1 kesitte meydana gelen askeri
darbeler, ordu i¢inde kiiglik bir cuntanin siyasi partilerle ya da kiiciik siyasal elit klikleriyle kurdugu
ittifaklarla kolaylikla iktidara gelebildigi istikrarsizlik iireten bir kisir dongiiye doniistii. Biitiin bunlarda
Suriye’yi iktidarin kisir dongiilerle belirlendigi ulusal birlikten uzak tam bir kaosun hiikiim siirdiigii
devlet goriiniimiine soktu.

Askeri bir darbeyle iktidara gelen ve 1970°ten 2011 yilina kadar Suriye’yi bir biitiin olarak
yoneten Esadlarin iktidari, toplumsal rizadan ¢ok aile, mezhep, kabile baglartyla oriilii bir dikta rejimine
dayaniyordu. Dolayisiyla siyasal mesruiyete dayali istikrar unsurlarindan yoksundu ve Arap Bahari’yla
beraber ilk biiyiik dalgada once sarsildi parcalandi ve yikildi. Esadlarin iktidari, goreli bir istikrar
goriintiisii verse de baski ve cesitli siddet araclartyla saglanan otorite, giiniimiize kadar devam eden
siyasal kaosun yapisal sebebidir. Bu baglamda Suriye modern tarihindeki siyasal istikrarsizligin ana
kirilma noktalarindan biridir.

Modern Suriye tarihinde istikrarin saglanamamasinda temel sosyo-politik faktorlerden birinin de
Halep burjuvazisiyle Sam’in biiyiik toprak sahibi esrafi ve tiiccarlar1 arasindaki sosyo-ekonomik temelli
rekabetinin siyasal alana yansimasindan kaynaklandigini da vurgulamak gerekir. Manda déneminde
birlikte bagimsizlik miicadelesi veren ikisi de Arap-Milliyetgisi olan bu iki kesim bagimsizlik
sonrasinda Vatan Partisi ve Halk Partisi etrafinda orgiitlendiler. Halep grubu Irak’la birlesmeyi
savunurken, Sam grubu ise Misir ve Suudi Arabistan’a daha yakin durmaktaydi. Kuskusuz iki grup
arasindaki farkli siyasal pozisyon alig geleneksel ekonomik ¢ikarlarla ilintiliydi. Bu gerilimin modern
Suriye tarihine iki dnemli yansimasi oldu. Birincisi siyasal alandaki gatigma ordu igine yansidi ve
karsilikl1 askeri darbeler yapildi. Ikincisi Suriye’de merkez siyaseti olusturan partiler arasindaki rekabet
her iki kanad1 da zayiflatt1 ve BAAS Partisi gibi siyasal yelpazenin daha solunda yer alan partilerin
Ontinii agt1. Kirsal kesimden gelen 6zellikle Alevilik mezhebine mensup tiyeler BAAS icinde siiratle
yiikseldiler, ideolojilerini ordu i¢inde de yayginlastirdilar ve uzun siire iktidarda kaldilar.

Oneriler

Bu arastirma makalesi modern Suriye tarihini sosyo-politik istikrarsizlik yaratan ana kirilma
noktalan tizerinden okumaya giris niteligindedir. Kirilmalar yaratan her biiyiik olay kendi i¢inde ve
tarihsel siireglerle iliskisi baglaminda ayr ayri ¢alisilabilir. Bunun yaninda konu biitlinsel bir yaklagimla
daha hacimli akademik eserlerde de incelenebilir. Calisma sonunda modern Suriye tarihi
calisilmalarinin ¢oklu olay ve olgu incelemesi gerektigi goriilmiistiir. Bu baglamda tarih, sosyoloji,
sosyal psikoloji, politik psikoloji, uluslararasi iligkiler ve siyaset bilimi gibi farkli alanlardan
aragtirmacilarin katilimiyla gerceklestirilecek inter-disipliner ¢aligmalar konunun biitiinsel olarak
anlagilmasina katki saglayabilir.

Suriye’nin i¢ ve dis dinamiklerin etkisiyle kolayca istikrarsizlagabilen bir {ilke oldugu
diisiiniildiigiinde, Suriye’de ortak bir kiiltiir yaratma imkanlariin neler oldugu sonraki ¢aligmalarda
temel problem sorularmdan biri olarak alnabilir. Ulkenin toplumsal barisinda yikici faktérler olarak
degerlendirilebilecek ideo-politik, sekteryan ve etnik ayrigsmalarin 6niine gegecek ortak degerlerin neleri
kapsadig ¢alisilabilir. Bu calismalarda da bolgenin sosyo-kiiltiirel dinamiklerini iyi bilen ya da Suriyeli
arastirmacilarla is birligine gidilebilir. Boylece gozlem, katilimci gozlem gibi nitel arastirma
yontemlerinin yaninda ¢esitli nicel metodolojilerle bolgedeki bulgular odlgiilebilir. Bu baglamda
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Suriye’nin ¢oklu ve karmagik toplum yapisi géz Oniline alindiginda saha arastirmalarimin akademik
caligmalara nitelik kazandiracag diisiiniilebilir.

Yazar Beyanlar

1. Arastirmacilarin katki beyani: Bu makalenin yazar1 xxxx, makalenin hazirlanmasi, aragtirma
tasarimi, yazilmasi, veri toplama, analiz ve diizenlenmesinden %100 sorumlu olup tek hak sahibidir.

2. Cikar catismasi: Cikar ¢atigmasi bulunmamaktadir.

3. Etik Raporu: Bu arastirma makalesinde insan veya hayvan haklar1 ihlali olmadig i¢in etik
kurul onay1 gerekmemektedir.

4. Arastirma Modeli: Arastirma makalesi olarak hazirlanan bu calismada dokiiman analizi
yontemi kullanilmistir. Yontemin kaynak cesitliligi baglaminda sundugu imkanlarla yerli ve yabanci
literatiirle etkilesime girilmistir. Dokiiman analizi protokollerine uygun olarak elde edilen bulgular,
tartisilmis ve c¢ikarimlara gidilmistir. Boylece Suriye’nin modern tarihinde biiyiik kirilmalar yaratan
olaylarin, nitel aragtirma yontemlerinin merkezinde yer alan neden ve nasil sorulariyla anlagilmasi
yoluna gidilmistir.
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