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Abstract

The present study aimed to examine the formation, development, and results of a student uprisal
that took place in the Bursa Sultani (Royal High School) in 1914 from the perspective of political
considerations in the Ottoman educational system. The Bursa Sultani was located in the city of
Bursa in Hiidavendigar province center, which was known to be among the leading places where
modern educational policies were implemented quickly and effectively due to its proximity to the
capital city of Istanbul. Therefore, it is important to reveal how the student uprisal in the
aforementioned school was addressed by the Turkish bureaucracy, how the necessary research
and investigation was carried out, and how certain measures were taken based on the
correspondence between the institutions. This study, aiming to examine the student uprisal
specifically and systematically, was designed as a history of education research based on original
and primary sources in line with qualitative research methods. In this regard, a historical review
was conducted in light of the obtained documents from the Presidency of the Republic of Turkey
Directorate of State Archives. The documents written in Ottoman Turkish were scrutinized within
the framework of the methods and procedures required by the discipline of history to
reconstructing the historical plot of the uprisal. According to the research findings, a group of
students in the Bursa Sultani left the school by causing a uprisal for various reasons on March 28,
1914. The activists also encouraged the students of the Darilmuallimin (Teacher Training High
School for Boys) and the Agricultural School in Bursa to revolt and propagated by wandering in the
streets and bazaar of the city. It became increasingly heated and threatened schools and students
in many cities around Bursa, especially in Istanbul. Thereupon, a comprehensive investigation was
initiated by assigning an inspector from the central office to the region. Although the incidence was
suppressed by taking the necessary precautions by the state, it took place in history as a prominent
student movement kept the authorities busy for a while.
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Introduction

Student riots broke out in many parts of the world during the period from the 19t
century to the early 20" century when modernization in education spread globally. They have
led to radical changes in the destiny of modern states and societies. It can be alleged that the
student rebellions, which are known to have dramatic results with their similarities and
differences, are also crucial in shaping the social life and the state organization in the Ottoman
Empire.

The reign of Sultan Abdilhamid Il, who was on the Ottoman throne between 1876-
1909, is a period in which radical changes have been experienced in terms of modernization
in education, and student revolts occurred exorbitantly (Aktar, 1999:93-107). It should be
emphasized that the number of student movements such as riots, protests, and rallies during
this period was quite high. These movements exerted an influence over the end of his reign
by particularly adopting the aim of overthrowing the tyranny of Abdilhamid and ensuring the
transition to the constitutional order. Although the Constitutional Monarchy was re-declared
as a result of a revolution on July 24, 1908, and the parliamentary constitutional order was
adopted, the student uprisals maintained their continuity and actuality (Aktar, 1999:261).
Aktar (1999:109-158) examined the meetings, rallies, and demonstrations attended by higher
education students during the Second Constitutional Era and categorized them under three
main headings of “the incidents after the proclamation of the Second Constitutional
Monarchy, those before the 31 March Event and those before the Balkan Wars”. Dozens of
events, which have been seemed to flare up at certain periods due to the political, economic,
social, and cultural structure of the country as well as internal and external political-martial
problems, indicated that students were fully engaged in the self-seeking discourse of political
parties, institutions, and organizations, opposing cliques or those who serve them (Aktar,
1999:210). In other words, the student power, which was quite effective when combined with
the large mass of people, was used by the interest and pressure groups of the period in line
with certain political motives with a pragmatist approach. The Ottoman governments, on the
other hand, responded with criminal sanctions and the declaration of martial law instead of
seeking peaceful solutions to student uprisals during this period (Aktar, 1999:262).

Itis possible to explain the frequent student incidents during the Second Constitutional
Era over different examples. Accordingly, the students of the Ibtidai (primary school)
department in the Istanbul Darilmuallimin started a school rebellion to boycott the Fenn-i
Terbiye (science) course of Muallim (teacher) Cevdet in June 1913. This event, which turned
into a power struggle between the school administration plus the Ministry of Education and
the students during the process, has a characteristic feature in terms of revealing the heated
atmosphere of the period (Demirel, 2015:323-332). On the other hand, Ethem Nejat stated
that there were many student riots and strikes during the period after the re-declaration of
the Constitutional Monarchy in his article in the Yeni Fikir (New Idea) Magazine dated 14 May
1914, and labelled 1914 as the “year of school uprisals” (Ethem Nejat, 1914:652). In the same
article, he expressed that the fire of rebellion from the izmir Dariilmuallimin spread to the
Konya, Sivas (?), Syria, Edirne Daridlmuallimins and finally reached the Bursa Sultani. The
student rebellion that took place in the Bursa Sultani in 1914, which was examined in detail
for the first time within the scope of this study, is also a far-reaching event that should be
included in the historical literature of Ottoman student riots.
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The city of Bursa, where the student uprising took place, set a good example in terms
of the dissemination of modern educational practices to the provinces in the Ottoman Empire.
Bursa, where many primary schools and madrasahs were built in the Ottoman classical period,
hosted a great many educational institutions in modern buildings during the transformation
process starting with the Tanzimat Period (1839) (Bilmis, 2019; Vurgun & Engin, 2019). The
first modern educational institutions such as ibtidai, risdi, idadi (primary, secondary and high
schools), and other vocational schools in Bursa, especially the Bursa Darllmuallimin (Becerikli
& Demirel, 2017:65-84) started to be established during the reign of Sultan Abdilhamid Il
(Vurgun, 2018). One of them, the Bursa Mekteb-i idadi-i Mulki (Civil High School) was opened
on August 3, 1885, in Akif Pasa Mansion in Veli Semseddin Neighborhood, and Mekteb-i
Riisdiye-i Miilkiyesi (Civil Secondary School) was opened in ibrahim Pasha Neighborhood
(Hudavendigar Vilayet Sadlnamesi/Hlidavendigar Province Annual/, H. 1303:241). The purpose
of the establishment of the aforementioned school was to train the bureaucratic personnel
required by the state (Dortok Abaci, 2018:7). In this regard, the training period of the school
was determined to be four years and daytime education was carried out at school. However,
the training period was extended to seven years and the boarding system was introduced
when the structure, the curriculum, and the procedures of the school were changed in 1893-
1894. The curriculum, administration and teaching staff, structural organization, and
functioning were re-arranged after their transformation into the Sultanis (royal schools) in the
Second Constitutional Era. The curriculum was reshaped based on the arrangements in terms
of three classes/departments of the 7-year Sultani for secondary, two classes for daytime high
school, and two others were boarding high school (Cetin, 2002:792). The name of this school,
which served under the name of Bursa Mekteb-i idadi-i Miilkisi (Civil High School) until 1910,
was changed to Bursa Mekteb-i Sultanisi (Royal High School) in 1911 after the structural
changes and transformations. The school, which carried out its educational activities under
this name for twelve years, until it was named Bursa High School for Boys in 1926 and it still
carries the same title (Cetin & Hizli, 1999:75-95; Bursa Buyuksehir Belediyesi/Bursa
Metropolitan Municipality/, 2011; Vurgun, 2018).

The Bursa Sultani, which became popular with its modern education in Bursa, faced a
serious incident in early 1914. The case, which has not been addressed within the scope of
student riots literature during the Second Constitutional Era and the history of education in
Bursa, seems to be an ordinary student uprising at first glance. However, there are salient
aspects of this rebellion, which interrupted the educational life of the period and troubled
both the central administrators and those in the province a lot. Therefore, this study focused
on the extraordinary aspects of the uprising in question. Thus, the story and plot of a historical
case were attempted to be objectively reconstructed based on the available data.

This study aimed to make a detailed historical analysis of the student uprisal that took
place in the Bursa Sultani in 1914 based on the historical records. In this regard, the anatomy
of the uprising movement, initiated by the students in the Bursa Sultani for various reasons
against the school administration and the teaching staff and seemed to have troubled the
state officials a lot during the process, was examined. From this point of view, the main
research question of this study can be expressed as follows:

How was the formation, development, and results of a student uprisal that took place
in the Bursa Sultani (Royal High School) in 1914 from the perspective of political considerations
in the Ottoman educational system?
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Method

Research Design

This study, aiming to examine the student uprisal that took place in the Bursa Sultani
at the beginning of 1914 specifically and systematically (Fraenkel, Wallen & Hyun, 2011:535),
was designed as a history of education research based on original and primary sources in line
with qualitative research methods.

Data Sources and Data Collection Process

The research data was gathered through document analysis and the basic data source
comprised of the documents obtained from the Ottoman Archive funds of the Turkish
Presidency Directorate of State Archives. Some of these historical documents consisted of the
correspondence telegram records between the Ministry of Education in Istanbul and the
Hldavendigar Province and the Provincial Directorate of Education about the student uprisal
that took place in Bursa Sultani. Another part was the investigation reports submitted to the
Ministry of Education by Mehmed Recai (?) as the General Inspector of Education for the
Hiidavendigar and Aydin Provinces and those submitted to the Grand Vizier Authority by
Muslihiddin Adil Bey as the General Director of Secondary Education Department of Ministry
of Education. These reports, which were obtained during the review of archives on student
uprisals in the Ottoman schools and found to be untouched in the relevant literature before,
are crucial documents providing the primary source of data for the study. Besides, some
correspondence records of the Ministry of Education with various state institutions to take
the necessary measures regarding the uprising were obtained, and all these were used as the
primary data source of the study. As a result, this research does not require ethics committee
approval since it was conducted on archival records and other historical documents.

Data Analysis

Focused scanning, classification, and analysis studies were carried out together with
transcription and transliteration studies during the process of preparing written materials in
Ottoman Turkish, which was determined to be the main data source of the study. Axial coding
was performed within the scope of content analysis used to investigate the dataset that
provided original information about the student uprisal in the Bursa Sultani (Strauss & Corbin,
1998). The emergent information and findings were evaluated with caution and in a
comparative way. The student uprising in question was reconstructed in light of the available
data, the uprisal process was traced day by day and the details of the events were scrutinized
following the chronology.

Findings

Preliminary Information for the Uprising and the Decision to Sanction Students

The investigation file submitted to the Ministry of Education by Mehmed Recai Bey as
the General Inspector of Education for the Hiidavendigar and Aydin Provinces on the 6™ of
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May 1914 had detailed information about the student uprisal in the Bursa Sultanil.
Accordingly, Hilmi Bey, Director of Education in the Hidavendigar Province, sent a special
letter to the General Inspector of Education Mehmed Recai Bey towards the end of March. In
this letter, he informed that the students in the Bursa Sultani did not want some of the
officials, teachers, and watchmen (mubassir) working at school and they embarked on a
rebellion for this reason. Although Hilmi Bey noted in his letter that there was no need for the
appointment of an inspector, General Inspector Mehmed Recai Bey learned that the case of
rebellion was not to be trifled with and the students were even on their way of banditry to
Istanbul. Although it could not be understood why Hilmi Bey underestimated this incident, it
was widely believed that the events that took place in the Bursa Sultani on March 28, 1914,
were very serious.

Understanding the potential consequences of the incident, Mehmed Recai Bey took
action and arrived in Bursa on April 28, 1914, on the grounds of the appointment of the
Ministry of Education. When he arrived in Bursa, he saw that the students left the school
except for some 40 boarding students in the Sultani. Mehmed Recai Bey’s first impression was
that the incident had a broader background on which the students had been preparing for a
while. Subsequently, he held a meeting with the Provincial Director of Education and other
school principals. It was announced that “the departing students should come to the school
and re-register within twenty-four hours or otherwise they will be dropped out...” upon the
consultations with the approval of the Governor. In other words, it has been announced that
a sanction will be imposed in the form of complete expulsion of students who left the school
if they did not turn back within 24 hours (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

Counter Declaration of Activist Students Leaving School

The response of the students was not delayed to the text declared by the state officials
under the leadership of the General Inspector of Education, Mehmed Recai Bey as a warning
and sanction for the students leaving the school. In this respect, the activist students declared
a counter declaration especially directed to General Inspector Mehmed Recai Bey on April 29,
1914. The original text of this ultimatum-style counterstatement was as follows (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/3-2, 29 April 1914):

To General Inspector Bey Efendi

The student of the Sultani, who was seduced and deceived for a month, fulfilled their
last duty to regain their right and to cleanse their honour... They left school. Maybe
they are also doomed to misery and enforcement. But this misery and enforcement
are sweeter and diviner than being despicably, shamefully let someone violate
somebody’s right and no force would be able to turn them from this sacred way they
follow. That’s why, the purpose of the road is truth, its guide is honour, and the motive
is conscience. Now we will offer you two things; our return to our school depends on
their fulfilment.

e The admission of our thirteen well-known and victim friends, who were unjustly
expelled from the school, up to six hours.

! The investigation report and all official correspondence submitted to the Ministry of Education by Mehmed
Recai Bey as the General Inspector of Education for the Hiidavendigar and Aydin Provinces was available in the
relevant archive file (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

Turkish History Education Journal, May 2021, 10(1), 115-134 119




The anatomy of a student uprisal: The case of the Bursa Sultani (1914) from the perspective

e The punishment of the police and gendarmes until two days who attacked our
innocent breasts with bayonets and butts, and displayed revolvers, and cursed
our whole sacredness, Qur'an, religion, and faith in front of the eyes of the
police chiefs, and the directors of education and internal affairs on March 24 for
no reason...

16 April 330
Eight o'clock
Those who left the Sultani

As stated in the counter declaration, there were two main reasons for the students’
actions to leave the school. The first one was that their friends, who were unfairly expelled
from the school before, were not re-registered. The second one was the issue of lack of
punishment for the law enforcement officers, who were the actors of the ill-treatment they
suffered on 6 April 1914. Based on these rationales, the students put forward two conditions
for their return to school and pointed out that their return to school depended on the
fulfilment of these conditions. It was particularly remarkable that the students emphasised
regaining their rights, cleansing their honour, and the unfair and uncontrolled use of force by
law enforcement officers.

Students copied and publicly distributed the texts of the declaration in question they
prepared with a very fervent style to gain justified legitimacy for their action, to ensure the
social support of the public, and eventually to get the event out of control by attracting the
attention of the political centers of the era. It was understood that most of the students were
easily able to persuade the people in the places where they distributed their
counterstatement as they belonged to powerful families in the society?.

Mehmed Recai Bey advised a few of the activist students who returned to the school
to take their belongings and stated that the necessary investigation would be carried out by
him, and the necessary action would be taken accordingly, but all of these could not take place
in six hours in response to the students’ reaction with a counter declaration. He also pointed
out that the attitudes and behaviours of the students were out of logic and difficult to forgive
(BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

During the 24 hours determined by the state officials, a few of the boarding students
and about 30-40 of the daytime students applied for the school administration by requesting
forgiveness. On the other hand, it was heard by the authorities that some students who
wanted to return to the school were threatened by their activist friends in the streets.
Thereupon, a dispute aroused among the authorities responsible for the case regarding the
duration given to students to return to school should be extended by another twenty-four or
forty-eight hours. Although the general inspector, the provincial director of education, and
the principal of the Sultani agreed to extend the duration, the governor did not approve it.

2 As stated in detail under the following headings of the study, the report of Mislihiddin Adil Bey as the General
Director of Secondary Education Department of Ministry of Education, who was assigned to Bursa for a secondary
investigation regarding the uprisal in question, contained quite interesting information about the declaration
text published by the students. Accordingly, Principal Adil Bey stated that the students created two declarations
rather than just one and distributed them to the public (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May 1914).
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After these events, the Sultani started its education again on May 2, 1914, with its current
presence (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

Expelled Students

The information about the 13 students expelled from the school and mentioned in the
requests of a counter declaration by the activist students submitted to the General Inspector
of Education Mehmed Recai Bey was presented in the table below (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6
May 1914):

Table 1

Students Expelled from the Bursa Sultani as a Result of the First Uprisal

School Number Class Name Surname Hometown
115 12 Edhem Efendi Kitahya
142 12 Abdullah Efendi Sanduklu
145 12 Abdullah Hayri Efendi Bursa
102 11 Niyazi Efendi Edremid
331 11 Sileyman Fahri Efendi  Istanbul
63 10 Ali Resad Efendi Sindirgi
71 10 Atif Efendi Mudanya
165 10 Midhat Efendi istip
22 8  Ali Ragib Efendi Yalova
196 8  ismail Efendi Ustrumca
193 8 Mehmed Efendi istip
181 7  Salim (?) Sirn Efendi istip
154 6 Mehmed Esad Efendi Bosna

The action of leaving the school was carried out by the other students at school after
their expelled friends were not accepted to the school again. The obtained information
regarding this action so far, which seemed to have a different background at first glance,
brought several questions to mind:

e What is the reason for expulsion from the school for the 13 students in question?
e What is the origin of the incident that students were subjected to violent intervention
by law enforcement officers, as also mentioned in their counterstatement?

The Background of the School Leaving Action: The Day of the Fire of Revolt

The uprisal took place on Saturday, March 28, 1914, during the second lesson at school.
One of the students, Midhat Efendi numbered 165, started the action by coming out of the
washroom where he was hiding and giving a signal by blowing his whistle several times.
Thereupon, some of the students, who had been informed in advance about how the action
would be carried out, immediately went out of their classrooms, and aggrandized the chaos.
On the other hand, those who were not aware of the uprising thought that there was an
earthquake due to the sound of the whistle, went out to the corridor and school garden
together with the teachers in a confused manner (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).
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The organizers of the incident with gymnastic wands at hands and with the previously
supplied green and red ribbons on their breasts immediately took over and held the doors of
principal and vice-principal rooms, and the others held the school main entrance door. Some
other students attacked and opened the door of the school warehouse by threatening the
officer in charge and equipped the school with the flags they found. Besides, the activists
disconnected the wireless phone that allowed the school to communicate with the
administration of education.

Raid on Provincial Directorate of Education

As a matter of fact, the school principal, Sami Bey, who had been informed about how
this outstanding event would take place the day before, informed the Directorate of
Education. The Director of Education, Hilmi Bey, called a few students from the school and
asked some questions about the rumours that the students would start an uprising, but the
students did not share any information. The next day, the school principal, Sami Bey, did not
go to school as if he were uncomfortable though Hilmi Bey went to the directorate (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

While Hilmi Bey was in the principal’s office on Saturday, March 28, 1914, the incident
took place, the students rushed into the room. The students asked the Director of Education
and the teachers to rest assured and not to leave the room. Subsequently, the students
attempted to break the school principal’s drawer and retrieve the jurnals (denunciations) in
it. Although Hilmi Bey uttered that he was not allowed to break the drawer, the students did
not listen to him. Then, the rebels read a statement and declared that they exclusively wanted
the dismissal of the school principal, Sami Bey, and the watchman in chief, watchmen
(mubassir), philosophy and chemistry teacher Karabet Efendi and a few caretakers (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

Nobody was initially allowed to go out of the principal’s room, but afterward, Necib
Efendi, one of the instructors, was allowed to leave the room to calm the students upon the
insistence of the Director of Education. Though Resad and Muid Sadi (?) Beys, the French
teachers, came out of the principal’s room, they could not succeed in calming the students
and the incident. Afterward, the event calmed down to some extent when a statement was
declared by the student Hamdi Efendi numbered 117, in the presence of the Director of
Education and the instructors in the principal’s room (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

Meanwhile, interesting developments revealed new dimensions to the complex
structure of the uprisal. The watchman in chief Aznif Efendi (sermubassir) and watchman Adil
Efendi (mubassir), who were previously aware of how the uprisal would take place, took
shelter in a shop opposite the school even though they were not attacked. Likewise, the
students expelled philosophy and chemistry teacher Karabet Efendi and other watchmen from
the school. Meanwhile, Muid and Mehmed Sadeddin Efendis had to hide in a cabinet in the
secondary school teachers’ room (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

On the other hand, the watchman in chief Aznif Efendi and watchman Adil Efendi
informed the school principal, Sami Bey, about how the incident would take place on Friday,
March 27, 1914, that is, the day before the incident. Thereupon, Sami Bey told the watchmen
that the case would be reported to the Governorship and the necessary measures would be
taken. Aznif Efendi, who realized that Sami Bey did not come to the school on the day of the
incident, went to Sami Bey’s house and said that the police and gendarmes did not come to
the school. However, the school principal instructed Aznif Efendi to notify the police chief
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while not leaving his home on the excuse of his illness. He even received a medical report
proving that he was supposedly uncomfortable thanks to a neighbouring doctor. General
Inspector Mehmed Recai Bey not only criticized the attitude of the principal but also accused
him of not taking the necessary measures and voiced that he caused the rise of the uprisal
(BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

At least one or more of the teachers were probably included in this incident as the
emergent uprising incident in the Sultani was “so neatly and perfectly organized and
managed”. The pendency of a great many actors of the administration and teaching staff,
especially Hilmi Bey, the Bursa Provincial Director of Education, due to the incident revealed
the severity of the uprisal. As a result of the uprising attempted by the students, the
aforementioned 13 people, who were understood to lead the incident, were identified and
expelled from the school (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

I"

A Day Before the Uprisal: “Today is Eve, Tomorrow is Festiva

One day before the incident, that is, on Friday, March 27, 1914, the Bursa Sultani
students were intended to be taken to the locality of Bursa Aticilar in the company of
Muhiddin Beha (?) and Fuad and Muid Sadi Beys to plant saplings for the “tree festival”3
despite unfavourable weather conditions. The students articulated that the weather was very
bad and asked Muhiddin Beha Bey to postpone the planting activity to another time. On the
other hand, Muhiddin Beha Bey stated that the Sultani students’ planting the saplings
provided by the Agriculture School to the locality of Aticilar that day could not be postponed
as it was a previously planned action with the Agricultural School delegation. However, school
principal Sami Bey, gymnastics teacher Aron Efendi and other teachers did not participate in
this activity by declaring excuses. On the other hand, none of the watchmen, who were
claimed to be discarded, attended (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

As a result, the students were taken to the locality of Bursa Aticilar in the company of
Muhiddin Beha, Fuad, and Muid Sadi Beys. As it continued to rain during the tree planting
activity and during the way back, the Bursa Home of Teachers (Muallim Yurdu) was visited for
having some rest and tea, and then the students returned to the school (BOA. MF.MKT.
1197/3, 6 May 1914). Based on the rumours, the students voiced “today is eve, tomorrow is
festival” when they were in the locality of Aticilar and the arrangement of the uprisal was
planned there the day before. However, it requires longer planning based on the plot of
uprisal. Therefore, it is highly probable that the main plans regarding the event were designed
much earlier, but it was finalized and topped off while in the locality of Aticilar.

The Spread of the Uprisal

Students who left the school attempted to expand the circle of the action so that the
uprising they embarked on would make an overwhelming impression and their demands were
to be accepted. In a letter dated 3 May 1914 by the Ministry of Education to the Hiidavendigar
Provincial Directorate of Education, it was reported that the students who left the school by
revolting in the Bursa Sultani encouraged the students of the Darilmuallim and the

3 The idea of a tree festival, adapted from the West to the Ottoman Empire, was first put forward and put into
practice in 1909 by Ethem Nejat and his deputy Ferit Bey, who were the director and deputy directors of Alasonia
School of Administrative Sciences, which was connected to the Manastir Province at that time. This event was
truly an environmental protection project and it was first implemented in the city of Manastir, and it was applied
in Bursa for the first time in Anatolia. However, efforts were made to spread it throughout the Ottoman country
(Mehmed Zeki, 1914:666-675; Akyiiz & Oztiirk, 2002:157-162).
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Agricultural School in Bursa to revolt. It was even reported that the students wandered the
streets and bazaars of the city and made propaganda among the people. It was announced
that those caught among rebel students would be deported to their hometown if they resided
in the provinces, and to Istanbul if they resided in the Rumelia province (BOA. MF.MKT.
1197/3, 4 May 1914).

It was obvious that the students were successful in their activities in Bursa to a certain
extent. Although the Bursa Agriculture School students informed their principal that “they
would also leave the Agriculture School if 13 students who were expelled from Bursa Sultani
were not admitted to the school until Sunday...”, they were hardly calmed down, and then it
was taken under control with the principal’s efforts (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4 May 1914).

On the other hand, the students also performed various activities to expand the impact
area of the uprisal outside Bursa. In this regard, they encouraged the Izmir Sultani students to
rebel on Thursday, the date of April 30, 1914, and attempted to make them a partner to their
demands to achieve their goals. Upon the leakage of the rebellion plan to the respective state
authorities, the situation was immediately reported to the Aydin Directorate of Education and
the Sultani principals by sending a telegram, and all the schools around Izmir were asked to
take the necessary precautions and be careful (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4 May 1914).

On the other hand, an official letter was sent from the Ministry of Education to the
Istanbul Police Directorate and to the Central Command on 5 May 1914 to take necessary
measures regarding the student uprisal in question. The relevant letter explained that the
students who were expelled from the Bursa Sultani due to their rebellion against the school
administration and teaching staff aimed to blow up their demonstration by encouraging other
school students to revolt. It was even specified that the students came to Istanbul for this
purpose and the relevant incidence was extremely important. Therefore, it was ordered that
these students, especially those who were not from Istanbul, were immediately caught and
sent to their homeland and/or deported (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 5 May 1914).

In the telegrams from the Ministry of Education to izmir, Konya, Ankara, izmit
Directorates of Education, and the Galata Sultani, it was also reported that the uprising of
Bursa Sultani students continued, and they attempted to encourage the students in other
regions to revolt. In addition, they were asked to be careful about the personal applications
of the rebel students to those institutions as they should not be taken into consideration in
any way (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4 May 1914).

The General Inspector of the Ministry of Education, Mehmed Recai Bey, also inspected
the Bursa Darilmuallimin during the investigation regarding the uprisal in question. He noted
that the attitudes and behaviours of the students of Darllmuallim were very submissive to
their superiors and teachers as a basis for the soldier’s life in barracks. However, he
encountered a different problem in the Dardlmuallimin: “...As | heard that the students were
singing songs with a loud voice at the schoolyard during the night inspections which was an
improper act for the period of education...”. Mehmed Recai Bey noted that he made
recommendations to the school principal to deal with the present issue urgently (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May 1914). On the other hand, it was reported in a letter from the
Ministry of Education that there was no harm for Ethem Nejat Bey, the school principal, in
maintaining his duty as the educational process was not interrupted in the Bursa Darilmuallim
due to the Sultani uprisal and the teachers were in charge (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May
1914).
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The Investigation in Progress: The Role of Teachers in the Uprisal

The General Inspector of the Ministry of Education, Mehmed Recai Bey, created a
report following the necessary investigation about the student uprisal that took place in the
Bursa Sultani which proved to have quite striking consequences based on a closer
examination. Mehmed Recai Bey carried out a comprehensive investigation to reveal those
responsible for the incident and scrutinized the rumours that the school French teacher, Resad
Bey, was responsible for the case. He particularly examined the general state and attitudes of
Resad Bey before and after the incident and applied to the verbal and written testimonies of
the interested parties (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

In his statement to Mehmed Recai Bey, Necib Efendi, the math teacher for the first
class of the school, asserted that Resad Bey and Abdullah Efendi numbered 145, who was
known to lead the uprising, had a face-to-face meeting one day before or after the incident in
the evening in the English classroom. Thereupon, the testimony of Resad Bey was needed.
During the meeting, Resad Bey affirmed that he opposed the use of violence to the students,
and he had advised the students to send the Sultan a letter expressing their situation so that
their expelled friends would be accepted to the school again. The students did not accept it
even though this proposal was approved by other schoolteachers. Moreover, Resad Bey
answered, “l cannot identify the person” upon being asked who led the uprising during the
incident (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914). It was clear that he had a protective attitude
towards the rebel students considering these and other expressions of Resad Bey.

During the investigation, it was claimed that Resad Bey had gone to Istanbul before the
incident and had a meeting with Resad Efendi numbered 63, who was an active commander,
at Istanbul Turkic Association (Tlirk Ocagi). Resad Bey submitted his resignation to the school
principalship by denying the accusations against him, but he withdrew due to the insistence
of his teacher mates (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

Eminent information continued to be revealed during the inspector’s investigation,
and the incident became increasingly complex. Muhiddin Beha, Fuad, and Sadik Beys, among
the other teachers at school, declared that they were sorry for the students “with a protective
attitude towards such inconvenient circumstances and movements”. In addition, it was heard
that Muhiddin Beha Bey sent money to the activist students residing in Istanbul Turkic
Association through Hamdi Efendi numbered 117, who was a very active student during the
case (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

According to the investigation report of General Inspector Mehmed Recai Bey, French
teacher Resad Bey substantially guided the students with his scientific power and even led the
students to undesirable and evil ideas through the conferences he gave both at school and in
the Bursa Home of Teachers in accompany with younger teachers. On the other hand, the
worse administration of the former school principal Sami (?) Bey damaged the submissiveness
that constituted the spirit of order at schools, as did Resad Bey’s role in this uprisal (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 May 1914).

As understood from the interviews the inspector made with the schoolteachers based
on verbal and written testimonies, some schoolteachers clearly gave both moral and financial
support to the students who participated in the uprisal. It was remarkable that they exhibited
a moderate attitude and support even if they were emotional and pitiful about students’
returning to school unintentionally. Ultimately, it may have positively contributed to the
students’ level of courage to maintain the uprisal.
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The Extension of Inquiry: Different Dimensions of the Uprisal and the Decisions Taken

Due to the increasingly complex nature of the uprisal, Muslihiddin Adil Bey, the General
Director of Secondary Education Department, was assigned to Bursa by the Ministry of
Education to carry out a secondary investigation regarding the incident. As a result of the
investigation conducted by Adil Bey, the encrypted telegram including a report he sent to the
Ministry on 4-5 May 1914 contained remarkable information about the student uprisal.
According to the expressions of Adil Bey, the statement of the uprisal was created by the
students and the texts were later reproduced and distributed everywhere (BOA. MF.MKT.
1197/3, 4-5 May 1914).

He pointed out that they can quickly convince the people and mould the public opinion
in the places they visited as most of these students were members of powerful families in
society. According to Adil Bey, these poor people “who could not properly appreciate the
results and attempted to augment a school-wide matter across the country” acted without
fully considering the consequences of their actions. In other words, the course of the uprisal
that broke out due to some disturbances at school was tried to deviate from its main aim
through distractions in the following period (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May 1914).

The rebel students applied to Adil Bey one evening, hoping to get rid of the situation
they were in. Adil Bey informed the students that the consequences of this grave act would
be very bad, and some of the students would be deported as the government was very
sensitive about this issue. Thereupon, most of the students cried and begged in regret and
asked Adil Bey to offer a solution to get rid of the situation in question. Then, Adil Bey stated
that he would be a petitioner for them to the Ministry of Education if they wrote a petition
(declaration) explaining their weakness and demanding unconditional pardon. The students
left, declaring that they would submit their petition as soon as possible (BOA. MF.MKT.
1197/3, 4-5 May 1914).

Adil Bey kept his promise to the students and started an effective initiative to find a
solution to the situation of the students who left the school as a result of the rebellion in
guestion. He wrote an evaluation letter suggesting the acceptance of the students to school
in case the students submitted their petitions to the Ministry of Education. The evaluation
paper explaining the current situation and summarizing it under five headings was as follows
(BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May 1914):

e The education life of these haters, up to 189 in number together with non-residential
daytime students, should not be completely destroyed.

e [t mainly stemmed from mismanagement and the failure to fulfill the promise given by
the province that the expelled students would be placed in other Sultanis after the
incident.

e Although some of the students who left the school were smart and hardworking, a
significant portion of them cannot distinguish between the good and the bad aspects
of their actions.

e |t wasrecognized that some of the students who were on the way to go to the Ministry
of Education in Istanbul were unwittingly/unintentionally exploited as an instrument
for the emergence of an extreme and malevolent situation.
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e The administrative board of the French School in Bursa provoked the students by
inviting them and declaring that they would admit them to their schools, and the issue
could be a ground for further political intrigue.

Based on these conditions and the importance of the event, Adil Bey uttered that he
intended to fulfill the requests of the students by taking the approval of the governor’s office.
He stated that the students in Bursa would provide financial aid to poor students who were
expelled from the school before and resided in Istanbul at that time, and also asked these
students in misery to be assisted and guided by the Ministry (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May
1914).

On the other hand, Adil Bey initially voiced that he did not have a certain opinion that
the Bursa Sultani teachers displayed an encouraging attitude towards the student uprisal in
guestion. Adil Bey guessed that “... neither the mental states of the students nor the teachers
were properly diagnosed and judged in this uprisal incident...”. In addition, he paid attention
to behave with the aim of “... not sacrificing a tiny bit of honour on behalf of the Ministry of
Education and at the same time acting in a compassionate manner...” (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3,
4-5 May 1914).

Adil Bey also made explanations about the repercussions of the Sultani uprisal in the
Bursa Darililmuallim. According to his expressions, on the day of the Sultani incident, a
disturbance arose among the students of Darlilmuallimin due to rejecting the Turkish teacher.
However, the administrative board of the school immediately took action and prevented this
incidence. Each classroom was visited separately, and speeches were given to soothe the
students and warn them not to participate in any action. Besides, a meeting was held with the
schoolteachers to explain the teachers’ duties and responsibilities against the Ministry of
Education. Necessary precautions were taken to prevent a similar and newer incident in the
Darllmuallim as in the Bursa Sultani (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May 1914).

The response was not delayed to the telegram including a report of Adil Bey, the
General Director of Secondary Education Department of Ministry of Education. In the letter
from the Ministry of Education, it was mentioned that there was no drawback in the admission
of other students to the school excluding “those whose names were included in the report of
the investigation committee and those whose bad condition was clearly known by the school
administration”. In addition, it was ordered to determine an application period for the
admission of the students and make a public announcement regarding the subject, and to
admit the students who declared their regret in their petition (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 May
1914).

In a letter sent by Adil Bey to the Grand Vizier Office a few days after this decision, on
May 8, 1914, he wrote that the practice regarding the admission of the students to the school
had a significant effect on the resolution of the incident. Adil Bey stated that the financial
situation of the students became more and more pitiful and that the “permission” of the
students prevented the influence and intervention of foreign actors and saved these innocent
young people from a bad situation (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 May 1914).

At last practice, the rebel students who played the leading role in the incident were
not admitted to the school. However, a distinction was made between the students who
directly contributed to the uprising movement in another telegraph dated May 9, 1914, sent
from the central office. Accordingly, those who confessed by telling the incident in its reality

Turkish History Education Journal, May 2021, 10(1), 115-134 127




The anatomy of a student uprisal: The case of the Bursa Sultani (1914) from the perspective

were asked to be admitted to the school by keeping their identities anonymous (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 May 1914).

The Other Side of the Coin: Conspiracy of Anti-Government Politicians

After finishing his investigation on the uprising in the Bursa Sultani, Adil Bey, the
General Director of Secondary Education Department of Ministry of Education, wrote an
article dated 8 May 1914 addressing the Grand Vizier Said Halim Pasha, explaining and
summarizing the current situation. Adil Bey stated that the person who mostly supported the
students during the preparation and implementation stages of the uprising movement was
Resad Bey. So much so that, he enabled the students to seize the wireless phone line of the
school on the first day of the movement and encouraged the movement. However, the most
striking detail was that Resad Bey had previously worked with Kiitahya Minister Ferit Bey at
the ifham and Vazife newspapers (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 May 1914). The person
called “Ferit Bey” by Adil Bey was Ahmet Ferit Tek, one of the people who mostly opposed the
Committee of Union and Progress, which held the governmental authority of the period.

On the other hand, Adil Bey indicated that Ahmet Remzi Efendi played an active role
in spreading the uprising movement by affecting the students in other schools with the
expressions of “... the person who encouraged the students by staying here until the day |
arrived was Ahmet Remzi Efendi, the clerk of Hamdullah Suphi Bey, and a student of the
Istanbul Sultani...”. Remarkably, Ahmet Remzi Efendi was the clerk of Hamdullah Suphi
(Tanriover) Bey. Hamdullah Suphi, as it was widely known, was a person who opposingly acted
to the Committee of Union and Progress in those years, in other words, took part in the same
party with Ahmet Ferit.

Another finding of Adil Bey, who carried out the inspection, about Hamdullah Subhi
was that the school principal was provoked and supported by Hamdullah Subhi as well as his
lack of administration in the uprising movement. A divergent judgment can be reached based
on the knowledge that schoolteachers clearly admitted both verbally and in black and white
with the expressions of Adil Bey “...they verbally confessed hatefully/aggrieved party. Some
of them gave a written testimony...”. That is to say, it was not a simple student protest as the
school principal did not come to the school on the day of the incident with an excuse and did
not take the necessary precautions even though he was previously informed about the
incident and did not establish the authority as he acted negligently before and after the
incident, and more importantly, Hamdullah Subhi, one of the political opponents of the
period, was behind his attitude. Based on the available data, it can be argued that this serious
uprising, which is understood to stem from various problems experienced by students at
school, was a well-planned anti-governmental political conspiracy from beginning to the very
end (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-2, 8 May 1914).

It was clear that two prominent names, Ahmet Ferit and Hamdullah Suphi, somehow
supported the student uprising in the Bursa Sultani based on the relevant letter sent by Adil
Bey to the Grand Vizier which including his comments and evaluations. In addition, Fuad Bey,
who was known as the Beylerbeyi Fuad, and had been a consulate during the Kamil Pasha
Cabinet, substantially provoked the incident. Edib Bey, the father of Halide (Edib Adivar) and
was the Regie Director of Yanya and Bursa (Baydar, 2015:19), was among those who initiated
the incitement of the students to revolt and spread the news against the Grand Vizier’s Office
(BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-2, 8 May 1914).
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As mentioned before, the rebel students took shelter in the Turkic Association when
they went to Istanbul to spread the rebellion. The other side of the event becomes clearer
considering the factors of the Turkic Association’s support for the actions of rebel students
and Resad Bey’s, one of the Bursa Sultani instructors, sending money to the students in the
Turkic Association together. Ahmet Ferit Bey was the Head of the Board of Directors of the
Turkic Association, which was founded on 12 March 1912 as a manifestation of the opposing
ideas to the Committee of Union and Progress. Such kind of an evaluation based on the
available data strengthens the idea that the emergent uprising movement, which broke out
due to some of the students’ unrest at school, was supported by the anti-governmental parties
of the period and turned into a “conspiracy” against the government. Finally, Adil Bey's
expressions of “...The whole setup was firstly directed to Grand Vizier Authority and secondly
to the government and committee.” clearly indicated that the action was carried out directly
against the Grand Vizier Authority and secondarily to the Government and the Committee of
Union and Progress (BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 May 1914). It was understood that the
politicians who came together with the opposing ideas to the Committee of Union and
Progress, which holding the governmental authority of the period, made an intense effort
exclusively to spread the rebellion movement to other schools with a nationwide repercussion
and thus to put the Grand Vizier’s Office and the government into trouble.

The Bursa Home of Teachers is Closing!

The Bursa Home of Teachers was established in late 1913 as a teacher organization in
Bursa. The honorary president of this organization, which was founded under the leadership
of Ethem Nejat Bey, the Director of Bursa Darlilmuallimin, was Prince Abbas Halim Pasha, the
governor of the Hidavendigar Province at that time. The Home of Teachers organization,
which was established to ensure unity and solidarity among teachers and to protect them
from unfavourable habits and sluggishness, was considered as a teacher club rather than a
full-fledged association. The following expressions about the Home of Teachers were included
in an article published in the December 1913 issue of Yeni Fikir Magazine, which functioned
like the club’s publishing organ®.

Teachers in Bursa opened the Home of Teachers with the encouragement of some
entrepreneurs and patriots. The goal was: To unite teachers around similar ideas and
the national purpose, to create harmony in educational practices, to inform the
teachers about the scientific developments in education through conversation or
discussion, and especially to save the teachers from the culture of a coffeehouse. Many
of our teachers would rush to the coffeehouses as soon as they finished their
schoolwork, drink coffee and smoke water pipe in front of the public, and even play
backgammon, etc. This was the case not only in Bursa but everywhere. Thank God, the
Home of Teachers will save them from this kind of laziness. The Home of Teachers will
always be open, subscribe to all newspapers and magazines, and even have coffee, tea,
and water pipe to discourage teachers from going to coffeehouses.

As can be understood, it was aimed to create an environment where teachers can read
newspapers and magazines, have conversations and discussions and unite around a national

4The original form of the text (Muallimler Yurdu, 1913:586) or its simplified form (Akyiiz, 2007) can be obtainable.
In addition, Yeni Fikir Magazine started to be published by Ethem Nejat and Ahmet Ferit Beys in the city of
Manastir in 1911 (Erkek, 2012:197-213).
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feeling by establishing the Home of Teachers. It was clear that the Bursa Home of Teachers
was not a long-lasting organization despite its original purposes due to its role in supporting
the student uprisal in the Bursa Sultani. It was pointed out in an official letter written by the
Ministry of Education to the Hidavendigar province dated May 5, 1914, that the actions of
the Bursa Sultani students were found to have resulted from the Bursa Home of Teachers as
a result of the laborious investigation. The governorship was asked to close the
abovementioned club and inform the Ministry of Education regarding the consequences as it
was not appropriate for the teachers to establish a society other than their official duties (BOA.
MF.MKT. 1197/3, 5 May 1914).

The order for the closure of the Home of Teachers was reiterated in another official
letter regarding the same issue dated May 7, 1914 written by the Ministry of Education to the
Hiidavendigar Provincial Directorate of Education. In addition, the directorate was asked to
dismiss the primary school teachers who resisted entering the club building despite its closure
(BOA. MF.MKT. 1197/3, 9 May 1914).

As a result, the Home of Teachers, which was founded under the leadership of Ethem
Nejat Bey, the director of Bursa Dariilmuallim, was closed by the Ministry of Education, due
to its provocative role in the uprisal of Sultani students not even after a year since it opened.

Conclusion

The current student rebellion, with its unique characteristics in the Ottoman Bursa
within the scope of the multi-faceted mobility of the Second Constitutional Period in the first
quarter of the 20t century, can be dealt with two closely relevant themes, the tradition of the
past and the legacy for the future. Considering the tradition of the past, it can be argued that
the aforementioned rebellion had invisible but organic ties with the student riots since the
Tanzimat Period when the modern educational culture in the Ottoman Empire started to be
institutionalized rapidly. As stated in the introductory part of the study, the events and facts
such as the student riots that broke out in Istanbul in 1853 and 1876, the establishment of the
Committee of Union and Progress by a group of students organized in the School of Medicine,
and the committee’s strengthening as far as taking over the government of the country built
up the historical experience and social sensitivity dimension in a sense to bolster the students
to revolt. In other words, the student profile created by the Ottoman modern educational
system preferred to struggle by dealing with the systematic problems and impositions rather
than accepting them as they were. They acted quite bravely to rebel even if they may lead to
serious threats to the existence of the state. In other words, they reacted according to the
level of development during the period they lived in, and they established their particular
equations based on past experiences.

The student uprising that broke out in the Bursa Sultani during the first half of 1914
enlarged as a result of the strong resistance of the activist students and was about to spread
to many schools in the Ottoman country. Therefore, the respective state authorities were very
anxious and had to take preventive measures in many parts of the country such as Bursa,
Aydin, and Istanbul. The school administration’s long-standing mistakes, the political
considerations of foreign actors, and provoked teachers, just like students, were among the
fundamental factors that change the nature of this uprising. The suspicious behaviours of Sami
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Bey, the principal of the school, especially before and after the rebellion, and his avoidance of
making the necessary interventions to calm the incident gave the impression that he was in
cooperation with some political formations. In addition, it was observed that some teachers
at school supported the students who participated in the uprising. Based on this, it was
understood that there were some factions between the school administration and its
teachers. When the case is considered within the scope of the political conjuncture of the
period, it proves the fact that factions in the administrative mechanism of the Ottoman State
emerged not only among top-level soldiers and bureaucrats but also in the lower units of the
state. In other words, the vigorous political and intellectual practices that took place in the
Ottoman Empire during the Second Constitutional Era were not only limited to the capital
Istanbul and certain circles there but also spread to the schools located in the provinces
outside the center.

However, it should be noted that the student revolt in question - like the previous
student movements - emerged and developed depending on the political, social, and
educational conditions of the period. Such movements, which gained momentum especially
during the Sultan Abdiilhamid Il and the Second Constitutional Era, can be considered as a
characteristic feature of modernized Ottoman education. The students, who once organized
under the Committee of Union and Progress to overthrow Abdilhamid Il, later organized
against the Committee of Union and Progress as a result of disagreements and factions among
themselves. Therefore, the reflections of the political transformations on the Ottoman
education system rapidly increased the formation and development of modern student
organization culture. For the Sultani uprising under investigation, it was determined that the
political conjuncture aimed to enlarge the dimension of the student movement by
approaching the issue based on their theories. Opposing circles of the period wanted to
politicize the event by supporting the student uprising and exploiting it as a trump card against
the government. As a result, the student uprising in the Bursa Sultani indicated that the
students were involved in politics under the conditions of the period either by their own will
or by means of those circles. From this point of view, it could be asserted that the spheres of
action-reaction in the relationship between education and politics in the modern period have
become clearer and the tradition of rebellion has become stronger based on its predecessors
in the modern period.

From the perspective of the legacy for the future, it should be emphasized that the
students act with the principle of “the ends justify the means” with the provocative and
guiding effect of certain political-social circles, organizations, and individuals within the state.
In this regard, students received support from a schoolteacher in the first stage of the uprising
in the Bursa Sultani. The case was expanded from Bursa to the Ottoman capital with their
provocative instructions to spread the rebellion. A group of students departing from Bursa
went to Istanbul and sought political support for their actions. According to one of the
remarkable findings of the study, they found the support they were looking for in a newly
established non-governmental organization of the period: The Turkic Association. The Turkic
Association, which was established on 12 March 1912, shortly before the incident and which
was one of the leading political-social-cultural non-governmental organizations of the
subsequent Turkish Republic, was a place of shelter for rebel students. It can be alleged that
it supported the student revolt in question and even played an important role in making the
events anti-government although the expression of “... will never engage in politics and will
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never serve political parties ...” (Akgura, 2001:237; Aktar, 1999:83) was included in the
establishment regulations of the Turkic Association.

This incidence may have formed the basis for the relationship between the subsequent
student revolts and political and social organizations such as parties, associations, and
societies illustrating how they attempted to respond to the needs of the society especially
during the Second Constitutional Period. Numerous student organizations such as The
Ottoman Society of Sciences (1908), The Ottoman Social Education Club (1909), The
Educational Grants Society (1909), The Girls’ Sultani Society (1909), The Cretan Educational
Publishing Association (1910), The Language Publications and Education Society Among the
Ottoman Components/Nations (1911) and exclusively The Darilfiinun Student Society (1910)
and The Turkic Association (1912) ensured cooperation and solidarity among the students by
focusing on education together with their activities in different areas (Yamak, 2009; Glindiz,
2010:1112; Akyliz, 2012; Eraslan & Karadogan, 2013; Erdal & Aydin, 2017; Pustu, 2018), but
they were also effective in the development of reactions such as raising organizational
awareness, acting together, seeking rights, struggling with action (Aktar, 1999:84; Sahin,
2015:265-280; Kaya, 2019:607). In addition, the attitude of political actors towards student
events and their efforts to direct and exploit them in line with their intentions were the salient
features of this period. The guiding and provocative roles of the opposing political circles of
the period were influential for the rebellion and demonstration of the Ottoman youth at
higher education during the Second Constitutional Era as pointed out by Aktar (1999:210). In
a similar vein, it is an undeniable fact that non-governmental organizations, political parties,
and other political-social interest and pressure groups of the period were highly significant in
the student riots that took place several times in the Republic of Turkey. As in almost every
subject, the practices experienced during the Second Constitutional Monarchy Period became
a tradition and inherited by the Republic of Turkey. Therefore, it can be claimed that the
student revolt in the Bursa Sultani has also influenced the subsequent student riots in Turkey
in later periods in terms of becoming a tradition and encouraging the students based on their
characteristics such as its emergence, spread, support, and consequences and the reaction of
the governmental power.
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Bu arastirmada; siyasetin Osmanh egitim sistemine etkisi baglaminda Bursa Sultani Mektebinde
1914 yilinda gergeklesen bir 6grenci ayaklanmasinin olusumu, gelisimi ve sonuglarinin incelenmesi
amaglanmustir. Bursa Sultani Mektebi, baskent istanbul’a yakinhgi itibariyle tasradaki modern egitim
politikalarinin hizh ve etkili bir sekilde uygulandigi yer olarak bilinen Hidavendigar vilayeti
merkezindeki Bursa sehrinde yer almaktadir. Bu Ozelliginden 6tiri adi gegen mektepteki 6grenci
ayaklanmasinin biirokrasiye nasil yansidigi, kurumlar arasi yazismalarla gerekli arastirma ve
sorusturmanin nasil yiirtitildigi ve gerekli tedbirlerin nasil alindiginin ortaya ¢ikarilmasi énem arz
etmektedir. Ogrenci ayaklanmasini tiim ayrintilariyla ve sistematik bir sekilde incelemeyi amaglayan
bu calisma nitel bir yaklagimla olusturulmus olup 6zgtlin ve birincil kaynaklara dayali bir egitim tarihi
arastirmasi olarak tasarlanmistir. Bu dogrultuda Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti Cumhurbaskanligi Devlet
Arsivleri Baskanliginda yapilan taramalar neticesinde temin edilen belgeler 1siginda tarihsel bir
inceleme yapilmistir. Osmanh Tirkgesiyle yazili bu belgeler; tarih biliminin gerektirdigi yontem ve
metotlar cercevesinde incelenerek ayaklanmaya dair tarihsel olay 6rgisi yeniden kurgulanmistir.
Buna gore; 28 Mart 1914 tarihinde Bursa Sultani Mektebinde bir grup 6grenci muhtelif sebeplerle
ayaklanma c¢ikararak mektebi terk etmistir. Ogrenciler, Bursa’daki Dariilmuallimin ve Ziraat Mektebi
ogrencilerini de isyana tesvik etmis ve sehrin sokak ve carsisinda dolasarak halk arasinda propaganda
yapmislardir. Bu olay gittikce hararetli bir hal alarak istanbul basta olmak izere Bursa civarindaki
bircok ilde yer alan mektepleri ve 6grencileri tehdit eder bir duruma gelmistir. Bunun Uzerine
merkezden boélgeye mifettis tayin edilerek etrafli bir sorusturma baslatiimistir. Bu isyan hareketi,
devlet tarafindan gerekli tedbirlerin alinmasi suretiyle bastirilmis olsa da yetkilileri bir stire ugrastiran
onemli bir 6grenci vakasi olarak tarihte yer almistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tiirk egitim tarihi, Bursa Sultani Mektebi, 6grenci isyani

Giris

Egitimde modernlesmenin kiiresel dlgekte yayilim gosterdigi 19. yuzyildan 20. ylzyilin
baglarina kadarki tarihsel slregte diinyanin pek c¢ok yerinde &6grenci isyanlari meydana
gelmistir. Bu isyanlar, modern devlet ve toplumlarin mukadderatinda kokli degisimlere yol
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acabilmistir. Benzerlik ve farkhliklariyla dramatik sonuglar dogurdugu bilinen s6z konusu
O0grenci isyanlarinin, Osmanh Devleti'nde de devlet ve toplum hayatini etkileyerek
sekillendiren oldukga énemli bir unsur oldugu séylenebilir.

1876-1909 vyillari arasinda Osmanli tahtinda oturan Sultan Il. Abdilhamid’in saltanati,
egitimde modernlesme adina oldukga dnemli degisikliklerin yasandigi bir siire¢ olmakla birlikte
O0grenci isyanlarinin da hat safhada gorildugi bir donemdir (Aktar, 1999:93-107). Bu
donemde isyan, protesto, miting seklinde cereyan eden 6grenci hareketlerinin bir hayli fazla
oldugunu vurgulamak gerekir. Ozellikle Abdiilhamid’in istibdat yénetimini yikarak anayasal
diizene gecisi saglamak gibi bir amac edindigi gorilen bu 6grenci hareketleri onun saltanatinin
sona erisinde dnemli bir etken olmustur. 24 Temmuz 1908’de gergeklestirilen bir devrim
neticesinde Megrutiyet yeniden ilan edilmis ve parlamenter-anayasal diizene gegilmis
olmasina ragmen 06grenci isyanlari bu donemde de sirekliligini ve glincelligini korumustur
(Aktar, 1999:261). Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi’nde yiiksekégrenim 6grencilerinin katilmis oldugu
toplanti, miting ve gosterileri inceleyen Aktar (1999:109-158), bu donemdeki s6z konusu
eylemleri Il. Mesrutiyet’in ilanindan sonraki giinlerde, 31 Mart Olayi 6ncesinde ve Balkan
Savaslari 6éncesindeki olaylar olmak (izere iic ana bashkta ele almistir. Ulkenin icinde
bulundugu siyasi, ekonomik, sosyal ve kiiltiirel yapinin yani sira i¢ ve dis politik-askeri
sorunlarin etkisiyle belirli donemlerde alevlendigi anlasilan onlarca olay; 6grencilerin siyasi
parti, kurum ve kuruluslar ile muhalif kliklerin veya bunlara hizmet eden kisilerin
menfaatperest sodylemlerine tam anlamiyla angaje oldugunu gostermektedir (Aktar,
1999:210). Bir baska deyisle genis halk kitleleriyle birlestiginde oldukca etkili olan 6grenci
glicli, devrin ¢ikar ve baski gruplarn tarafindan belirli politik saikler dogrultusunda ve
pragmatist bir yaklasimla kullaniimistir. Osmanl hikimetleri ise bu donemdeki 6grenci
olaylarina karsi barisgil ¢éziimler aramak yerine cezai ytukimlilikler ve sikiydnetim ilaniyla
cevap vermistir (Aktar, 1999:262).

Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi’nde ¢okga gorilen 6grenci olaylarini farkh drneklerle sunarak
aciklamak mimkiindiir. Bu dogrultuda 1913 yili Haziran ayinda istanbul’da bulunan
Dariilmuallimin-i Aliyenin ibtidai subesi dégrencileri Muallim Cevdet’in Fenn-i Terbiye adl
dersini boykot etmek suretiyle mektepte isyan baslatmisladir. Siireg icerisinde okul idaresi ve
Maarif Nezareti ile 6grenciler arasinda glic micadelesine donilisen bu olay déonemin hararetli
atmosferini ortaya koymasi bakimindan karakteristik bir 6zellik arz etmektedir (Demirel,
2015:323-332). Ote yandan Yeni Fikir Dergisi’nin 14 Mayis 1914 tarihli sayisinda yer alan bir
yazida, Mesrutiyet’in yeniden ilanindan sonraki stirecte cok sayida 6grenci isyani ve grevinin
yasandigini belirten Ethem Nejat, 1914 yilini “mekteb ihtilalleri senesi” olarak nitelendirmistir
(Ethem Nejat, 1914:652). Yine ayni yazida izmir Dariilmuallimininden c¢ikan isyan atesinin
dolasarak Konya, Sivas (?), Suriye, Edirne Darilmualliminlerine sigradigini ve nihayet Bursa
Sultani Mektebine ulastigini belirtmistir. ilk defa bu arastirma kapsaminda ayrintili bir sekilde
incelemeye alinan 1914 yilinda Bursa Sultani Mektebinde ortaya c¢ikan 6grenci isyani da
Osmanli 6grenci isyanlari tarihi literatlirinde yer almasi gereken oldukca 6nemli bir vakiadir.

S6z konusu Ogrenci ayaklanmasinin gerceklestigi Bursa sehri, Osmanh Devleti’'nde
modern egitim uygulamalarinin tasraya yansimasi agisindan iyi bir érnek teskil etmistir.
Osmanli klasik doneminde cok sayida sibyan mektebi ve medresenin insa edildigi Bursa,
Tanzimat (1839) ile baslayan degisim siirecinde de ¢ok sayida modern yapida egitim-6gretim
kurumlarina ev sahipligi yapmistir (Bilmis, 2019; Vurgun ve Engin, 2019). Basta Bursa
Dartlmuallimini (Becerikli ve Demirel, 2017:65-84) olmak lizere Bursa’da ibtidai, risdi, idadi
ve diger meslek okullari gibi ilk modern egitim kurumlari Sultan Il. Abdilhamid zamaninda
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kurulmaya baslanmistir (Vurgun, 2018). Bu kurumlardan biri olan “Bursa Mekteb-i idadi-i
Milkisi” 3 Agustos 1885 yilinda Veli Semseddin Mahallesi’nde bulunan Akif Pasa Konagi’'nda,
“Mekteb-i Risdiye-i Miilkiyesi” ise ibrahim Pasa Mahallesinde acilmistir (Hiidavendigar Vilayet
Salnamesi, H. 1303:241). S6z konusu mektebin kurulus amaci; devletin birokratik alanda
ihtiyag duydugu personeli yetistirmektir (Dortok Abaci, 2018:7). Bu baglamda mektebin
egitim-0gretim suresi dort vyl olarak belirlenmis ve mektepte gindiz 06gretimi
gergeklestirilmistir. Ancak 1893-1894 vyillarindan itibaren mektebin vyapisinda, ders
programlarinda ve isleyis usullerinde degisiklige gidilmis, 6grenim siresi yedi yila ¢ikarilmis ve
yatili sisteme gecilmistir. Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi’nde Sultani hiiviyetine kavustuktan sonra ders
programlari, idare ve egitim Ogretim kadrosu ile teskilati ve yapisal isleyisinde yeni
dizenlemelere gidilmistir. Yeni diizende 7 yillik Sultani mektebinin 3 sinifi rustiye, 2 sinifi
nehari idadi, iki sinifi ise yatili idadi kismi olarak ayrilmis olup ders programlari buna gore
yeniden sekillendirilmistir (Cetin, 2002:792). 1910 yilina kadar “Bursa Mekteb-i idadi-i Milkisi”
adi altinda hizmet veren bu mektebin adi, birtakim yapisal degisim ve donlisimler sonucunda
1911 yilinda “Bursa Mekteb-i Sultanisi” olarak degistirilmistir. On iki yil boyunca bu ad ile
egitim-0gretim faaliyetlerini ylriten mektep, 1926 yilinda “Bursa Erkek Lisesi” olarak
adlandiriimis ve gliniimuze bu isimle ulasmistir (Cetin ve Hizli, 1999:75-95; Bursa Blyliksehir
Belediyesi, 2011; Vurgun, 2018).

Bursa’da modern egitimiyle adindan s6z ettiren Bursa Sultani Mektebi, 1914 yili
baglarinda ciddi bir vakia ile karsi karsiya kalmistir. Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi 6grenci isyanlari ve
Bursa’daki egitim durumunu ele alan literatiirdeki galismalarda hakkinda herhangi bir bilgi
bulunmayan s6z konusu vakia, ilk bakista siradan bir 6grenci ayaklanmasi olarak
goriinmektedir. Ne var ki donemin egitim hayatini sekteye ugratmakla birlikte hem
merkezdeki hem mahallindeki idarecileri bir hayli ugrastiran bu ayaklanmanin dikkat gekici
yonleri bulunmaktadir. Bu itibarladir ki bu arastirmada s6z konusu ayaklanmanin bilhassa sira
disi yonleri tGzerinde durulmustur. Boylelikle eldeki verilerden yola cikilarak tarihi bir vakanin
oykusi ve olay orglisu eldeki nesnel bulgularla yeniden kurgulanmaya ¢aligiimistir.

Tarihi kayitlardan edinilen bilgiler 1s18inda gergeklestirilen bu arastirmanin amaci, 1914
yilinda Bursa Sultani Mektebinde ortaya cikan 6grenci ayaklanmasinin ayrintilarina ulasilarak
tarihsel bir tahlilini yapmaktir. Bu ¢cercevede 6grenciler tarafindan Bursa Sultani Mektebinde
cesitli sebeplerle mektebin idari yonetimine ve egitim kadrosuna yonelik baslatilan ve slireg
icerisinde devlet yetkililerini olduk¢a ugrastirdigi anlasilan ayaklanma hareketinin anatomisi
incelenmistir. Buradan hareketle bu calismada odaklanilan temel arastirma sorusu su sekilde
ifade edilebilir:

Siyasetin Osmanl egitim sistemine etkisi baglaminda Bursa Sultani Mektebinde 1914
yilinda bas gosteren 6grenci ayaklanmasinin olusum ve gelisim sureciyle sonuglari nasildir?

Yontem

Arastirmanin Deseni

Bursa Sultani Mektebinde 1914 vyili baslarinda meydana gelen bir 6grenci
ayaklanmasini; tim ayrintilariyla ve sistematik bir sekilde (Fraenkel, Wallen ve Hyun,
2011:535) incelemeyi amaglayan bu g¢alisma nitel bir yaklasimla olusturulmus olup 6zgiin ve
birincil kaynaklara dayal bir egitim tarihi arastirmasi olarak tasarlanmistir.
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Veri Kaynaklari ve Veri Toplama Siireci

Bu arastirmanin verileri, dokiiman incelemesi yoluyla toplanmis olup temel veri
kaynagini, Cumhurbaskanligi Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanliginin Osmanl Arsivi fonlarinda yapilan
incelemeler neticesinde temin edilen belgeler olusturmustur. Bu tarihi belgelerin bir kismi
Bursa Sultani Mektebinde gerceklesen &grenci ayaklanmasi hakkinda istanbul’da bulunan
Maarif Nezareti ile Hlidavendigar Vilayeti ve Vilayet Maarif Miduriyeti arasinda telgraf yoluyla
gerceklestirilen yazisma kayitlarindan olusmaktadir. Diger bir kismi ise olay yerine sorusturma
yapmak lzere gorevlendirilen Hidavendigar ve Aydin Vilayetleri Maarif-i Umumiye Miifettisi
Mehmed Recai (?) Bey’in Maarif Nezaretine ve Maarif Nezareti Tedrisat-1 Taliye Genel Mudiri
Muslihiddin Adil Bey’in Sadrazamlik Makamina sundugu tahkikat raporlaridir. Osmanli
mekteplerinde 6grenci isyanlari konusuna iliskin olarak gergeklestirilen arsiv galismalari
esnasinda yapilan taramalarda karsilasilan ve ilgili literatlir incelendiginde daha dnce herhangi
bir calismada ele alinmadigi anlasilan bu raporlar arastirmaya 6zglin veri saglayan belgeler
olarak oldukg¢a 6nemlidir. Ayrica ayaklanmayla ilgili gerekli tedbirlerin alinmasi igin Maarif
Nezaretinin gesitli devlet kurumlariyla gergeklestirdigi bazi yazisma kayitlarina da ulasiimis
olup tlim bunlar arastirmanin birincil veri kaynagi olarak kullanilmistir. Sonug olarak, bu
arastirma arsiv kayitlari ve diger tarihsel dokiimanlar izerinden gergeklestirilmis oldugundan
etik kurul onayi gerektirmemektedir.

Verilerin Analizi

Arastirmanin veri kaynagi olarak belirlenen Osmanli Tiirkcesiyle yazili dokiimanlarin
analize hazirlanmasi slrecinde odakli tarama, tasnif ve tahlil calismalari ile transkripsiyon ve
transliterasyon calismalari bir arada yiritilmustir. Bursa Sultani Mektebindeki 6grenci
ayaklanmasina iliskin orijinal bilgi saglayan s6z konusu veri setinin ¢6ziimlenmesi siirecinde
kullanilan igerik analizi yontemi kapsaminda ise eksensel (eksenel) kodlamalar yapilarak
analizler gerceklestirilmistir (Strauss ve Corbin, 1998). Bu siirecte ortaya ¢ikan bilgi ve bulgular,
ihtiyatla ve karsilastirmali bir bicimde ele alinarak degerlendirilmistir. Kronolojiye de uygun
sekilde s6z konusu 6grenci ayaklanmasi eldeki veriler 1siginda yeniden kurgulanmis; ayaklanma
slireci glinli glinline takip edilerek yasanan olaylarin ayrintilarina ulasiimaya ¢alisiimistir.

Bulgular

Ayaklanmaya iliskin ilk Bilgiler ve Ogrencilere Yaptirim Karari

Hiidavendigar ve Aydin Vilayetleri Maarif-i Umumiye Miifettisi Mehmed Recai Bey’in
Maarif Nezaretine hitaben yazdigi ve 6 Mayis 1914 tarihinde Maarif Nezaretine gonderilen
sorusturma dosyasinda, Bursa Sultani Mektebindeki 6grenci ayaklanmasina iliskin ayrintil
bilgiler yer almaktadirl. Buna goére; Mart ayi sonuna dogru Hudavendigar Vilayeti Maarif
Miadird Hilmi Bey, Maarif-i Umumiye Mifettisi Mehmed Recai Bey’e 6zel bir mektup
gondermistir. Bu mektupta, Bursa Sultanisinde o6grencilerin “mektepte calisan memur,
muallim ve mubassirlardan birkacini istemedikleri” ve bu sebepten o6tiri bir isyana
giristiklerini haber vermistir. Hilmi Bey, bir mifettis tayinine gerek olmadigini mektubunda

1 Mehmed Recai Efendi’nin Hiidavendigdr ve Aydin Vilayetleri Maarif-i Umumiye Mufettisi namiyla Maarif-i
Umumiye Nezaretine géndermis oldugu rapor ve konuya iliskin tim resmi yazismalar ilgili arsiv dosyasinda yer
almaktadir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Turkish History Education Journal, May 2021, 10(1), 115-134 118




CUCUK & ISIKTAS

bildirmis olmasina ragmen; Mifettis Mehmed Recai Bey, s6z konusu isyan durumunun pek de
hafife alinacak bir yaninin olmadigini ve hatta dgrencilerin eskiyalik yolunda istanbul’a dogru
yola cgiktiklarini 6grenmistir. Hilmi Bey’in bu olayi neden énemsiz gérdigli pek anlasilmasa da
28 Mart 1914 tarihinde Bursa Sultanisinde yasanan olaylarin vahamet derecesinin oldukga
yuksek oldugu kanaati hakimdir.

Olayin tehlikeli sonuglar dogurabilecegini anlayan ve bunun Uzerine harekete gegcen
Mehmed Recai Bey, Maarif Nezaretinin gérevlendirmesiyle birlikte 28 Nisan 1914 tarihinde
Bursa’ya ulagmistir. Bursa’ya vardigl zaman Sultaninin yatih 6grencilerinden 40’1 hari¢ olmak
Uzere geri kalaninin mektebi terk etmis oldugunu gérmistir. Mehmed Recai Bey’in bu eyleme
dair ilk izlenimi, olayin genis bir arka planinin oldugu ve 0Ogrencilerin buna bir siredir
hazirlandigl yoninde olmustur. Akabinde Vilayet Maarif Muidirli ve diger mektep
middrlerinin de bulundugu bir toplanti tertip etmistir. Yapilan istisareler tizerine Vali'nin de
onaylyla “mektebi terk itmis olan talebenin yirmi dort saat zarfinda mektebe gelip tecdid-i
kayd ittirmeleri ve aksi harekette bulunanlarin terfik-i kayd muamelesine dugar idilecegi...” ilan
edilmistir. Bir diger ifadeyle, mektebi terk eden 6grencilerin 24 saat icerisinde mektebe
gelmemeleri durumunda kayitlarinin tamamen silinmesi seklinde bir yaptirim uygulanacagi
duyurulmustur (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Mektebi Terk Eden Eylemci Ogrencilerin Karsi Bildirisi

Maarif-i Umumiye Miifettisi Mehmed Recai Bey’in dnderligindeki devlet yetkililerinin
mektebi terk eden 6grencilere bir uyari ve yaptirim olarak ilan etmis olduklari bildiri metnine,
Ogrencilerin cevabi gecikmemistir. Bu itibarla eyleme girisen 6grenciler, 29 Nisan 1914
tarihinde, 6zellikle Miifettis Mehmed Recai Bey’e ithaf olunan bir karsi bildiri ilan etmislerdir.
Ultimatom tarzindaki bu bildirinin orijinal metni, dénemin kayitlarinda su sekilde gegmektedir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3-2, 29 Nisan 1914):

Mifettis Bey Efendi

Bir aydan beri igfal edilen, aldatilan Mekteb-i Sultani talebesi hakkini kazanmak,
namusunu temizlemek icin son vazifesini de yapdi... Mektebi terk itdi. Belki sefalete ve
zarurete da mahkdmdur. Fakat bu zaruret ve sefalete mahkimiyet pek hakirane, pek
zelilane, hakkini ¢ignetmekten daha ¢ok nis, daha ¢ok ulvidir ve higbir kuvvet onlar
tuttuklari bu 1ahuti yoldan ¢eviremeyecektir. Clinki yolun gayesi hak, rehberi namusu,
saiki de vicdandir. Simdi size iki sey teklif edecegiz ki; bizim mektebe avdetimiz bunlara,
bunlarin isafina mendtdur.

e Alti saate kadar na-hakk yere tard idilen on Ui¢ malum ve magdur
arkadaslarimizin mektebe kabuli.

e En nihayet iki gline kadar, 24 Martda polis ve maarif ve dahiliye mudirleri bey
efendilerin nazarlari 6niinde bizim bitlin mukaddesatimiza, Kur’animiza,
dinimize, imaniniza kifr eden hicbir sebeb yokken masum gogislerimize
siingller ve de dipciklerle saldiran revolverler teshir iden polis ve jandarmalarin
cezalandirilmasi...

16 Nisan 330
Saat sekiz

Mekteb-i Sultaniyi terk idenler...
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Karsi bildiri metninde ifade edildigi Gizere 6grencilerin mektebi terk etme eylemlerinin
iki temel gerekgesi vardir. ilki, daha énceden mektepten haksiz yere atilmis olan arkadaslarinin
mektebe tekrar kabul edilmemesidir. ikincisi ise 6 Nisan 1914 tarihinde gérmiis olduklari kot
muamelenin aktérleri olan kolluk kuvvetlerinin cezalandirilmamasi meselesidir. Ogrenciler,
hakh gordiikleri bu gerekgelerden hareketle mektebe dénmeleri igin iki sart ne sirmiusler ve
mektebe dénmelerinin bu sartlarin yerine getirilmesine bagl oldugunu ifade etmislerdir.
Bilhassa ogrencilerin, “namuslarini temizlemek” igin bir hak arayisinda olduklarini ve kolluk
kuvvetlerinin kendilerine haksiz ve kontrolstz gli¢ uyguladigini belirtmeleri dikkat ¢ekicidir.

Ogrenciler, giristikleri bu eyleme hakl bir mesruiyet saglamak, kamuoyunun sosyal
destegini kazanmak ve nihayetinde devrin siyaset odaklarinin dikkatini gekerek olayi ¢igirindan
¢ikarmak igin pek hararetli bir Gslupla hazirladiklari s6z konusu bildiri metinlerini ¢ogaltarak
halka dagitmislardir. Ogrencilerin énemli bir kisminin toplumda niifuzlu ailelere mensup
olmalarindan 6tird bildirilerini dagittiklar yerlerdeki ahaliyi ¢ok ¢abuk ikna edebildikleri
anlasiimaktadir?.

Mehmed Recai Bey, esyalarini almak icin mektebe gelmis olan eylemci 6grencilerden
birkacina nasihatte bulunarak -kismen de 6grencilerin karsi bildiriyle tepkisine cevap olarak-
gereken tahkikatin bizzat kendisi tarafindan yapilacagini, bunun sonucuna gére de gereginin
uygulanacagini; ancak tiim bunlarin alti saatte olamayacagini soylemistir. Ayrica 68rencilerin
gostermis olduklari tutum ve davranislarin mantik dairesinin disinda oldugunu ve affedilmesi
zor bir ise kalkistiklarini ifade etmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Devlet yetkililerinin belirlemis oldugu 24 saatlik middet zarfinda, yatili 6grencilerden
pek azi ve glindiizli 6grencilerden de 30-40 kadari affedilmeyi talep ederek mektep idaresine
miiracaat etmistir. Diger yandan mektebe dénmek isteyen bazi talebelerin sokaklarda diger
eylemci arkadaslari tarafindan tehdit edildikleri yoniindeki haberler yetkililer tarafindan
isitilmistir. Bunun Uzerine vakadan sorumlu yetkililer arasinda, mektebe dénmeleri igin
ogrencilere verilen siirenin yirmi dort veya kirk sekiz saat daha uzatilmasi yoniinde tartisma
cikmistir. Bu konuda mifettis, vilayet maarif miduri ve sultani midurd strenin uzatilmasi
noktasinda ortak bir fikre varmis olmalarina ragmen; vali buna onay vermemistir. Bu
olaylardan sonra Sultani Mektebi, 2 Mayis 1914 tarihinde o glinkii mevcuduyla yeniden
tedrisata baslamistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Mektepten Atilan Ogrenciler

Ogrencilerin, karsi bildiri hazirlamak suretiyle Maarif-i Umumiye Miifettisi Mehmed
Recai Bey’e ilettikleri taleplerinde mevzu bahis olan mektepten atilmis 13 6grenciye iliskin
bilgiler asagidaki tabloda sunulmustur (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914):

Tablo 1

ilk Ayaklanma Neticesinde Bursa Sultani Mektebinden Atilan Ogrenciler

Okul No Sinifi ismi Memleketi

115 12 Edhem Efendi Kitahya

2 Arastirmanin ilerleyen basliklarinda ayrintisiyla ifade edildigi tizere s6z konusu ayaklanmayla ilgili ikinci bir
tahkikat icin Bursa’ya gorevlendirilen Maarif Nezareti Tedrisat-1 Taliye Genel Muduri Mislihiddin Adil Bey'in
raporunda 6grencilerin yayimladigi bildiri metniyle ilgili oldukga ilging bilgiler yer almaktadir. Buna gére Miidir
Adil Bey, 6grencilerin -bir degil- iki bildiri metni olusturup bunlari halka dagittiklarini ifade etmistir (BOA.MF.MKT.
1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).
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142 12 Abdullah Efendi Sanduklu
145 12 Abdullah Hayri Efendi  Bursa
102 11 Niyazi Efendi Edremid
331 11 Siileyman Fahri Efendi istanbul
63 10 Ali Resad Efendi Sindirgi
71 10 Atif Efendi Mudanya
165 10 Midhat Efendi istip

22 8 Ali Ragib Efendi Yalova
196 8 ismail Efendi Ustrumca
193 8 Mehmed Efendi istip

181 7 Salim (?) Sirri Efendi  istip

154 6 Mehmed Esad Efendi  Bosna

Atilan arkadaslarinin tekrar mektebe kabul edilmemesi lUzerine mektepteki diger
dgrenciler tarafindan, mektebi terk etme eylemi gerceklesmistir. ilk bakista farkh bir arka
planinin oldugu hissedilen bu eyleme iliskin buraya kadar ele alinan bilgiler, beraberinde
birtakim sorulari akla getirmektedir:

e SOz konusu 13 6grencinin mektepten atilma gerekgesi nedir?

e Ogrencilerin, karsi bildirilerinde de bahsettikleri (izere kolluk kuvvetlerinin siddetli
mudahalesine maruz kalmalari olayi nerden kaynaklanmaktadir?

Mektebi Terk Etme Eyleminin Arka Plani: Ayaklanma Atesinin Yakildigi Giin

Ayaklanma, 28 Mart 1914 cumartesi glini mektepte ikinci dersin islendigi esnada
gerceklesmistir. Ogrencilerden 165 numaral Midhat Efendi, saklanmis oldugu abdesthaneden
cikip hizli bir sekilde birkag kere dudik calarak isaret vermek suretiyle eylemi baslatmistir.
Bunun Uzerine eylemin ne suretle gerceklestirilecegi konusunda 6nceden haberdar olan bir
kisim 6grenci derhal bulunduklari dersliklerden disari ¢ikarak kargasayr artirmiglardir. Ote
yandan ayaklanmadan haberdar olmayanlar da didiik sesinden dolayl deprem oldugunu
sanarak saskin bir halde muallimlerle beraber koridora ve mektep bahgesine g¢ikmislardir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Hadiseyi orgitleyenler, hemen is basina gecerek gogislerinde evvelce tedarik ve ihzar
ettikleri yesil ve kirmizi renkli kurdele ile ellerinde jimnastik degnekleri oldugu halde bazilar
sokak kapisini bazilari da midir ve midir yardimcilari odalarinin kapilarini tutmuslardir. Bir
kisim 6grenci de mektep deposuna hiicum ederek gorevli memuru tehdit etmek suretiyle
deponun kapisini actirmis ve oradan aldiklari bayraklarla mektebi donatmislardir. Ayrica
eylemciler, mektebin maarif idaresiyle haberlesmesini saglayan telsiz telefonunun baglantisini
da kesmistir.

Vilayet Maarif Miidirligiine Baskin

Aslinda bu miihim olayin ne suretle gerceklesecegini bir glin 6ncesinde timiyle haber
alan mektep mudirid Sami Bey, Maarif Mudduriyetine bilgi vermistir. Maarif Miduri Hilmi Bey,
mektepten birka¢ 6grenciyi yanina gagirarak 6grencilerin ayaklanma gikaracaklarina dair
soylentiler hakkinda birtakim sorular sormus; ancak 6grenciler herhangi bir bilgi
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paylasmamislardir. Bir sonraki giin Hilmi Bey, miidirliige gitmisken mektep mudiri Sami Bey
-gliya rahatsiz imis gibi- mektebe gitmemistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Hilmi Bey, olayin gerceklestigi 28 Mart 1914 cumartesi glini muidiriyet odasinda
bulundugu sirada 6grenciler odaya hiicum etmislerdir. Ogrenciler, Maarif muidiiri ile orada
bulunan muallimlerden miusterih olmalarini ve odadan disari ¢ikmamalarini istemistir.
Akabinde Ogrenciler, mektep mudirinin c¢ekmecesini kirip icindeki jurnalleri almaya
yeltenmislerdir. Hilmi Bey’in ¢gekmecenin kirilmasina misaadesinin olmadigini séylemesine
ragmen Ogrenciler dinlememislerdir. Daha sonra isyancilar bir beyanname okuyarak Mektep
Midird Sami Bey basta olmak Uzere sermubassir, mubassir, Hikmet ve Kimya Muallimi
Karabet Efendi ile birkag hademeyi istemediklerini beyan etmislerdir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3,
6 Mayis 1914).

ilk basta miidiiriyet odasindan hig kimsenin disariya ¢ikmasina izin verilmemis ise de
sonrasinda Maarif Mudlrinin israri lGzerine muallimlerden Necib Efendi’'nin 6grencileri
sakinlestirmek maksadiyla odadan ¢ikmasina miisaade edilmistir. Hemen sonrasinda Fransizca
Muallimi Resad ve Muid Sadi (?) Beyler bir yolunu bulup muduriyet odasindan ¢ikmiglarsa da
ogrencileri sakinlestirerek olayi yatistirmada basarili olamamislardir. Bu sirada muddiriyet
odasinda Maarif Miidiirt ile muallimler huzurunda 6grencilerden 117 numarali Hamdi Efendi
tarafindan bir beyanname okunmus ve sonrasinda ortalik biraz sakinlesmistir (BOA.MF.MKT.
1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Bu sirada yasanan enteresan durumlar ayaklanmanin karmasik yapisina yeni boyutlar
eklemektedir. Ayaklanmanin ne sekilde gercekleseceginden evvelce haberdar olan
Sermubassir Aznif ile Mubassir Adil Efendiler, kendilerine herhangi bir saldiri olmadigi halde
sokaga firlayip mektep karsisindaki bir diikkana siginmistir. Kezalik 6grenciler, Hikmet ve
Kimya Muallimi Karabet Efendi ile diger mubassirlari da mektepten ¢ikartmistir. Bu esnada
Muid ve Mehmed Sadeddin Efendi, ristiye muallimlerinin odasinda bulunan bir dolapta
saklanmak durumunda kalmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Diger yandan aslina bakildiginda, Sermubassir Aznif Efendi ile Mubassir Adil Efendi 27
Mart 1914 cuma ginl -yani vakadan bir glin evvel- hadisenin ne suretle gerceklesecegini
Mektep Mudiri Sami Bey’e haber vermislerdir. Bunun lzerine Sami Bey durumu Valilige
bildirilecegini ve gerekli tedbirin alinacagini mubassirlara sdylemistir. Nitekim olay glinii Sami
Bey’'in mektebe gelmedigini anlayan Aznif Efendi, Sami Bey’in hanesine gitmis, polis ve
jandarmalarin mektebe gelmedigini soylemistir. Ancak Mektep Midiri, Aznif Efendi’ye polis
mudiarine haber vermesini tembih etmis ve hastaligini bahane ederek hanesinden
ayrilmamistir. Hatta komsusu bulunan bir doktordan giiya rahatsiz oldugunu goésteren bir
rapor almistir. Miifettis Mehmed Recai Bey, midiiriin bu tavrini elestirmekle kalmamis onu
gerekli tedbirleri almamakla suglamis ve ayaklanmanin biylimesine neden oldugunu dile
getirmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Sultani Mektebinde ortaya cikan bu ayaklanma hadisesinin “gayet muntazam ve
miikemmel bir surette tertip ve idare idilmis oldugundan” hic olmazsa 6gretmenlerden bir ya
da birkacinin bu olayda parmaginin oldugu kuvvetle muhtemel bir hal almaktadir. Olay
sonrasinda Bursa Vilayeti Maarif Midurid Hilmi Bey basta olmak lizere idare ve 6gretim
kadrosundan bircok kisinin derdest edilmis olmasi, ayaklanmanin vahamet boyutlarini gozler
oniine sermektedir. Ogrencilerin kalkistiklari bu ayaklanma hareketinin neticesi olarak -daha
once de isimleri zikredildigi Gzere- olayda en ¢ok etkilerinin bulundugu anlasilan 13 kisi tespit
edilmis ve bu kisiler mektepten atilmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).
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Ayaklanmadan Bir Giin Once: “Bugiin Arife, Yarin Bayram”

Olaydan bir giin evvel yani 27 Mart 1914 cuma giini, hava sartlari pek musait olmadigi
halde, Bursa Sultanisi &6grencileri, “aga¢ bayrami”® dolayisiyla fidan dikmek U(zere
muallimlerden Muhiddin Beha (?) ile Fuad ve Muid Sadi Beyler refakatinde Bursa Aticilar
mevkiine gétiiriilmek istenmistir. Ogrenciler havanin o giin ¢ok kéti oldugunu beyan ederek
s6z konusu agag dikme etkinliginin bir baska zamana ertelenmesini, Muhiddin Beha Bey’den
rica etmislerdir. Buna karsilik Muhiddin Beha Bey; o giin Aticilara gidilerek Ziraat Mektebinde
hazirlanmis olan fidanlarin Sultani 6grencileri tarafindan dikilmesi konusunun Ziraat mektebi
heyeti ile daha Oncesinden kararlastirilmis bir durum oldugunu ve ertelenemeyecegini
belirtmistir. Ancak Mektep Mudiri Sami Bey, Jimnastik Muallimi Aron Efendi ve diger
muallimler bir mazeret beyan ederek bu etkinlige katilmamislardir. Ote yandan zaten
kendilerinden pek istifade edilmedigi soylenilen mubassirlarin higbiri de katilmamistir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Netice itibariyle 6grenciler Muhiddin Beha, Fuad ve Muid Sadi Bey refakatinde Aticilar
mevkiine gotirilmustlr. Agac¢ dikme etkinligi sirasinda ve 6grencilerin donusleri sirasinda da
yagmur yagmaya devam ettigi halde, Bursa Muallim Yurduna biraz dinlenmek ve cay icmek
icin ugranilmis ve daha sonra 6grenciler mektebe dénmuslerdir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6
Mayis 1914). Ogrencilerin Aticilar’da iken “bugiin arife, yarin bayram” dedigi ve olayin
tertibatinin bir glin 6ncesinde orada yapilmis oldugu tarzinda bir séylenti hasil olmustur. Ancak
olay orgusline bakildiginda daha uzun bir planlamayi gerektirdigi anlagilmaktadir. Bu
nedenledir ki olayla ilgili esas planlamalarin ¢ok daha dncesinde yapildigi ve fakat Aticilar’'da
iken plana son seklinin verildigi ve son konusmalarin gergeklestirildigi kuvvetle muhtemeldir.

Ayaklanmanin Yayilisi

Mektebi terk eden Ogrenciler, kalkistiklari ayaklanmanin daha cok ses getirmesi ve
taleplerinin kabul edilmesi igin eylemin etki alanini genisletmeye ¢alismislardir. Maarif-i
Umumiye Nezareti tarafindan Hiidavendigar Maarif Miduriyetine yazilan 3 Mayis 1914 tarihli
bir yazida, Bursa Sultanisinde ayaklanma ¢ikararak mektebi terk eden 6grencilerin Bursa’daki
Darilmuallimin ve Ziraat Mektebi 6grencilerini de isyana tesvik ettikleri bildirilmistir. Hatta
ogrencilerin, sehrin sokak ve carsilarinda dolasarak halk arasinda da propaganda yaptiklari
belirtilmistir. Bu asi 06grenciler arasindan vyakalananlarin memleketi tasrada ise
memleketlerine, Rumeli bolgesinde ise de sinir disi edilmek suretiyle istanbul’a gétirilecekleri
ifade edilmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4 Mayis 1914).

Ogrencilerin Bursa’daki faaliyetlerinde kismen basarili olduklari anlasilmaktadir. Bursa
Ziraat Mektebi 6grencilerinin Bursa Sultani Mektebinden atilan 13 6grencinin “pazar glinline
kadar mektebe alinmazlarsa kendilerinin de Ziraat Mektebini terk ideceklerini mudirlerine
bildirmisler...” ise de midiiriin gayretleriyle 6grenciler glicliikle teskin edilmis ve sonrasinda
durum kontrol altina alinmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4 Mayis 1914).

Ote yandan dgrenciler, ayaklanmanin etki alanini Bursa disina tasima noktasinda da
cesitli faaliyette bulunmuslardir. Bu baglamda 30 Nisan 1914 tarihine denk gelen persembe
glinl, izmir Sultanisi égrencilerini de ayaklanmaya tesvik ederek taleplerine onlari da ortak

3 Bat’dan Osmanli’'ya uyarlanan aga¢ bayrami etkinligi diisiincesi ilk defa 1909 yilinda, o siralarda Manastir
Vilayetine bagl Alasonya idadi Mektebi Miidiirii olan Ethem Nejat ve Midiir Yardimcisi Ferit Beyler tarafindan
ortaya atilmis ve uygulamaya gegcirilmistir. Tam anlamiyla bir ¢evre koruma projesi olarak Manastir'da hayata
gecirilen bu etkinligin Anadolu’da ilk uygulandig yer Bursa sehri olmakla birlikte tim Osmanl (lkesinde
yayginlastiriimasi icin caba sarf edilmistir (Mehmed Zeki, 1914: 666-675; Akyiiz ve Oztiirk, 2002: 157-162).
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etmeye calismislar ve bu suretle emellerine ulasmayi hedeflemislerdir. isyancilarin bu planinin
devletin ilgili makamlarinca haber alinmasi lzerine, durum derhal Aydin Maarif ve Sultani
Miidiiriyetlerine telgrafla bildirilerek izmir havalisindeki tiim mekteplerde gerekli énlemlerin
alinmasi ve dikkatli olunmasi istenmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4 Mayis 1914).

Diger yandan Maarif-i Umumiye Nezaretinden istanbul Polis Miidiiriyetine ve Merkez
kumandanligina s6z konusu 6grenci ayaklanmasiyla ilgili tedbirlerin alinmasi igin 5 Mayis 1914
tarihinde resmi bir yazi génderilmistir. ilgili yazida; mektep idare ve &gretim heyetine kars
isyan ettikleri i¢in Bursa Sultani Mektebinden atilan 6grencilerin, bu konuda gosteri yapmak
amaciyla diger mektep Ogrencilerini de isyana tesvik ederek gosterilerini blyltmeyi
hedeflediklerine iliskin bilgiler yer almaktadir. Hatta 6grencilerin bu maksatla istanbul’a
geldikleri ve s6z konusu durumun son derece 6nemli oldugu belirtilmistir. Bundan dolayi bu
ogrencilerden &zellikle istanbullu olmayanlarin derhal yakalanarak memleketlerine
gonderilmesine ve/veya sinir disina gikarilmasina karar verildigi ifade edilmistir (BOA.MF.MKT.
1197/3, 5 Mayis 1914).

Maarif-i Umumiye Nezaretinden izmir, Konya, Ankara, izmit Maarif Mudiriyetleri ile
Galata Sultanisine gonderilen telgraflarda da Bursa Sultanisi 6grencilerinin ayaklanma
eylemlerinin devam ettigi, diger bolgelerdeki 6grencileri de isyana tesvik etmeye calistiklar
haber verilmistir. Ayrica isyanci 6grencilerin herhangi bir suretle bu kurumlara yapacaklari
basvurularinin dikkate alinmamasi ve bu konuda dikkatli olunmasi istenmistir (BOA.MF.MKT.
1197/3, 4 Mayis 1914).

Maarif-i Umumiye Mifettisi Mehmed Recai Bey, ayaklanmayla ilgili tahkikat esnasinda
Bursa Darllmualliminini de teftis etmistir. Darlilmuallimin 6grencilerinin tavir ve davranislarini
bir kisladaki asker hayatina mesabe olarak amir ve muallimlerine karsi oldukc¢a itaatkar
olduklarini belirtmistir. Ancak Dartlmualliminde farkli bir sorunla karsilasmistir: “...Gece
teftislerinde talebenin mekteb bahgesinde tiz avaz ile saat-1 talimiyeye yakismayacak sarkilar
soylemekte olduklarini kendi kulagimla isittig§imden...” Mehmed Recai Bey, bu konuyla acil
olarak ilgilenilmesi icin mektep midirine tavsiyelerde bulundugunu ifade etmistir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914). Diger yandan Maarif-i Umumiye Nezaretinden
gonderilen bir yazida; Sultani ayaklanmasindan o6tlri Bursa Darllmuallimininde egitim-
ogretimin aksatilmadigi ve 6gretmenlerin gérevlerine devam ettikleri anlasildigindan Mektep
Midirid Ethem Nejat Bey’in gorevlerine devam etmesinde bir sakinca olmadigi bildirilmistir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Tahkikat Devam Ediyor: Muallimlerin Ayaklanmadaki Rolii

Bursa Sultani Mektebinde vuku bulan ve dikkatle incelendiginde oldukca carpici
sonuclar dogurdugu anlasilan 6grenci ayaklanmasiyla ilgili Maarif-i Umumiye Miufettisi
Mehmed Recai Bey gerekli tahkikati yaptiktan sonra bir rapor olusturmustur. Mehmed Recai
Bey bu tahkikatta, dncelikle olayin sorumlularinin ortaya ¢ikarilmasi icin kapsamli bir inceleme
yapmis, mektebin Fransizca Muallimi Resad Bey’in vakada sorumlu olduguna dair soéylentileri
arastirmistir. Ozellikle Resad Bey’in olay dncesinde ve sonrasindaki genel hal ve tutumlarini
irdelemis, gerekli gordugli kisilerin 6nce so6zIi sonra yazili ifadelerine basvurmustur
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Mektebin birinci devre Riyaziye Muallimi Necib Efendi, Mehmed Recai Bey’e verdigi
ifadesinde; ayaklanmayi yonettigi bilinen 145 6grenci numarali Abdullah Efendi ile Muallim
Resad Bey’in vakadan bir giin evvel ya da sonra aksamiistii ingilizce dersliginde bas basa
gorismuis olduklarini sdylemistir. Bunun Uzerine Resad Bey’in ifadelerine bagvurulmustur.
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Yapilan goriismede; Resad Bey, Ogrencilere siddet uygulanmasina karsi c¢iktigini; onlara
durumlarini belirten bir mektup yazarak Padisaha gondermelerini ve bu sayede atilan
arkadaslarinin yeniden mektebe kabul edilmelerini saglayabileceklerini beyan etmistir. Hatta
bu teklif, mektebin diger muallimleri tarafindan da uygun goérilmis olmasina ragmen;
ogrenciler bunu kabul etmemistir. Daha sonra Resad Bey’e, olay esnasinda ayaklanmayi
kimlerin idare ettigi sorulmasi lizerine; “sahsi tayin edemem” seklinde bir cevap alinmistir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914). Resad Bey’in bu ve diger séylemlerine bakildiginda,
isyanci 6grencilere karsi korumaci bir tutum sergiledigi anlasilmaktadir.

Yapilan sorusturmada, Muallim Resad Bey’in vakadan evvel istanbul’a gitmis ve
kumandanlik ifa iden 63 numaral Resad Efendi ile istanbul Tiirk Ocaginda gériismiis olduguna
dair de bir saibe ortaya ¢ikmistir. Resad Bey kendisine yénelik suglamalara karsi c¢ikararak
Mektep Midiriyetine istifa dilekgesini sunmus; ancak muallim arkadaslarinin israrlariyla
dilekgesini geri cekmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Mifettisin sorusturmasindan ilging bilgiler ¢ikmaya devam etmekle birlikte olay
gittikce karmasik bir hal almistir. Mektepteki diger muallimlerden Muhiddin Beha, Fuad ve
Sadik beyler de 6grencilerin “bu kadar miinasebetsiz ahval ve harekete kargi himaye-karane
bir tavir ile” onlara acimakta olduklarini beyan etmislerdir. Ayrica, Muhiddin Beha Bey’in,
vakada oldukga etkin olan 117 &grenci numarali Hamdi Efendi araciligiyla istanbul Tiirk
Ocaginda ikamet iden eylemci Ogrencilere, para gonderdigi 6grenilmistir (BOA.MF.MKT.
1197/3, 6 Mayis 1914).

Mifettis Mehmed Recai Bey’in sorusturma raporuna gore; Fransizca Muallimi Resad
Bey ilmi iktidariyla 6grencileri ¢cok fazla yonlendirmis ve hatta diger gen¢ muallimlerle beraber
gerek mektepte ve gerek Bursa Muallimler Yurdu'nda verdikleri konferanslar yoluyla da
ogrencileri farkh ve kotu dislincelere sevk etmis biridir. Bu ayaklanmada Resad Bey’in roli
oldugu gibi diger yandan mektebin eski midiri Sami (?) Bey’in kotli idaresi de mekteplerdeki
diizenin ruhunu olusturan itaatkarligin sarsilmasina sebep olmustur (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 6
Mayis 1914).

Mifettisin, s6zIi ve yazili ifadelerini almak suretiyle mektep muallimleriyle yaptig
gortismelerden anlasildigl kadariyla; mektebin bazi muallimleri ayaklanma eylemine katilmis
olan 6grencilere gerek manevi ve gerekse maddi desteklerini agik bir bicimde vermislerdir.
Ogrencilerin yeniden mektebe dénmeleri konusunda duygusal bir tavirla ve onlara acimak
suretiyle de olsa ilimh tutum sergilemeleri, destek vermeleri 6nemli ve dikkat ¢ekici bir durum
olarak degerlendirilebilir. Nihayetinde, 6grencilerin ayaklanmayi sirdirme konusunda bu
derece cesaret dolu olmalarina pozitif etki etmis olabilir.

Tahkikat Derinlestiriliyor: Ayaklanmanin Farkh Boyutlari ve Alinan Kararlar

Ayaklanmanin giderek karmasiklasan yapisindan 6tiiri Maarif Nezareti tarafindan
Tedrisat-1 Taliye Genel Mudiri Muslihiddin Adil Bey olayla ilgili ikinci bir sorusturmayi
gerceklestirmek lzere Bursa’ya gorevlendirilmistir. Adil Bey’in yaptigl tahkikat neticesinde,
Nezarete rapor olarak gondermis oldugu 4-5 Mayis 1914 tarihli sifreli telgrafta, 6grenci
ayaklanmasiyla ilgili dikkat cekici bilgiler yer almaktadir. Adil Bey’in ifadelerine gore;
ayaklanmayla alakal, 6grenciler tarafindan bildiri metinleri olusturulmus ve metinler daha
sonra ¢ogaltilarak her yere dagitilmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

Bu 6grencilerin 6nemli bir kisminin toplumda ileri gelen ailelere mensup olmalarindan
dolayi, gittikleri yerlerde ahaliyi ¢cok cabuk ikna edip kamuoyu olusturabileceklerine isaret
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etmistir. Yine Adil Bey'e gore: “Netaicini hakkiyla takdir idemeyerek meseleyi mekteb
sahasindan memleket mubhitine intikal ittiren bu zavallilar” yaptiklari eylemin sonuglarini
dogru bir sekilde diisinmeden hareket etmislerdir. Yani mektepteki birtakim huzursuzlardan
kaynaklanarak patlak veren ayaklanmanin gidisati, sonraki slirecte farkl yerlere gekilerek
amacindan saptiriimaya g¢alisiimistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

isyanci 6grenciler, icinde bulunduklari durumdan kurtulmak Gmidiyle bir aksam vakti
Adil Bey’e miracaat etmislerdir. Adil Bey 6grencilere; yaptiklari bu vahim eylemin neticesinin
¢ok kotl olacagini, Hikiimetin bu konudaki hassas tutumunu ve bir kisim 6grencinin sinir digi
edilecegini bildirmistir. Bunun lizerine 6grencilerin biyuk bir kismi pismanlik icinde aglayarak
ve vyalvararak so6z konusu durumdan kurtulus icin Adil Bey’den bir care Onermesini
istemislerdir. Adil Bey ise onlara, icinde bulunduklari aciz durumu anlatan ve kayitsiz sartsiz
affedilmeyi talep eden bir dilekge (istirhamname) yazmalari suretiyle kendileri icin Maarif
Nezaretinden ricaci olacagini ifade etmistir. Ogrenciler, dilekcelerini hemen sunacaklarini
bildirerek oradan ayrilmislardir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

S6z konusu ayaklanmanin bir Grini olarak mektebi terk eden 6grencilerin durumuna
bir ¢6zim bulmak maksadiyla Adil Bey 6grencilere verdigi s6zi tutmus ve konuyla ilgili 6nemli
ve etkili bir girisimde bulunmustur. Bu cercevede 06grencilerin dilekgelerini sunmalari
durumunda mektebe kabullerini iceren bir degerlendirme vyazisi hazirlayarak Nezarete
bildirmistir. Mevcut durumu aciklayan ve bes maddeyle 6zetlenen bu degerlendirme su
sekildedir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914):

e Yatill olmayan gindlzli 6grencilerle beraber sayilari 189’u gegen bu kindarlarin
o0grenim hayatlarinin bisbitin yok olmamasi,

e Esasen vakada bir idaresizligin olmasi ve hadise sonrasinda mektepten atilan
ogrencilerin diger sultanilere vyerlestirilecegi hakkinda vilayetce verilen vaadin
sonrasinda yerine getirilmemesinin 6nemli etkisinin olmasi.

e Mektebi terk eden 6grencilerin bir kisminin cidden zeki ve ¢aliskan olmakla birlikte
onemli bir kisminin da yapmis oldugu eylemin iyi ve kotl yanini ayrit edemeyecek
durumda olmasi,

e istanbul’da Maarif Nezaretine gitmek iizere yola ¢ikan 6grencilerden bazilarinin asiri
ve art niyetli bir durumun ortaya ¢ikmasina bilmeyerek/istemeyerek alet olduklarinin
bilinmesi,

e Bursa’daki Fransiz Mektebi idare heyetinin, 6grencileri yanlarina davet ederek onlari
mekteplerine kabul edeceklerini beyan etmek suretiyle kiskirtmasi ve meselenin siyasi
entrikalara zemin olabilmesi,

Adil Bey, belirtilen bu durumlara ve olayin 6nemine istinaden valilik makaminin da
olurlarini alarak 6grencilerin rica ve isteklerini yerine getirme niyetinde oldugunu bildirmistir.
Daha 6nce mektepten atilmis olan ve o sirada istanbul’da bulunan maddi durumu yetersiz
ogrencilere Bursa’daki 6grencilerin para yardiminda bulunacagini ifade etmis ve ayrica sefalet
icinde bulunan bu 6grencilere Nezaret tarafindan da yol gosterilerek yardimci olunmasini
istemistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

Diger yandan Adil Bey ilk basta, Bursa Sultanisi muallimlerinin s6z konusu 6grenci
ayaklanmasina iliskin tesvik edici bir tutum sergilediklerine dair kesin bir kanaati olmadigini
belirtmistir. Adil Bey, bu ayaklanma hadisesinde “...ne talebenin ne de muallimlerin halet-i
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ruhiyeleri hakkiyla tefhis idilemeyerek hiikiim virilmis...” oldugunu tahmin ettigini belirtmistir.
Ayrica kendisi, Maarif Nezaretinin “...serefini bir zerre feda itmemek ve ayni zamanda
meseleye sehim bir cereyan virmek..” gayesiyle hareket etmeye 0Ozen gostermistir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

Adil Bey, Sultanideki ayaklanmanin Bursa Darlilmualliminindeki yankilarina dair de
aciklamalarda bulunmustur. Yine onun ifadelerine gore; Sultani hadisenin yasandigi gin,
Tirkce mualliminini istememek suretiyle Dariilmuallimin 6grencileri arasinda bir huzursuzluk
bas gostermistir. Ancak mektebin idare heyeti hemen harekete gegerek bu durumun o6ni
alinabilmistir. Her sinifa ayri ayri girilerek 6grencileri teskin edici ve herhangi bir eyleme istirak
etmemeleri yoninde konusmalar yapilmistir. Ayrica mektep muallimleriyle de toplanti
yapilarak Maarif Nezaretine karsi 6gretmenlerin gérev ve sorumluluklari izah olunmustur.
Bursa Sultanisindeki benzer yeni bir vakanin Dartlmualliminde ortaya ¢itkmamasi igin gerekli
onlemler alinmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

Adil Bey’in rapor niteligindeki bu telgrafina, Maarif Nezaretinin cevabi gecikmemistir.
Nezaretten gelen yazida; “tahkik heyetinin raporunda isimleri bulunanlar ve mektep
idaresince koti hali acik bir sekilde bilinenler hari¢ tutulmak” Gzere diger 6grencilerin mektebe
kabuliinde bir mahzur olmadigi ifade edilmistir. Ayrica 6grencilerin kabulline iligskin bir basvuru
suresi belirlenerek konuyla ilgili duyuru yapilmasi ve pismanliklarini dilekgelerinde ifade
edenlerin mektebe kabul edilmesine karar verilmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 4-5 Mayis 1914).

Adil Bey'in bu karardan birkac giin sonra 8 Mayis 1914 tarihinde Sadrazamlik
Makamina gonderdigi bir yazida; 6grencilerin mektebe kabullyle ilgili uygulamanin olayin
¢6ziime kavusturulmasi noktasinda onemli bir etki sagladigini belirtmistir. Adil Bey,
ogrencilerin iginde bulunduklari sefalet durumunun cidden acinacak bir hale geldiginden
bahisle; 6grencilere saglanan “miisaade” ile hem olaya disardan miidahalede bulunanlarin
nifuz ve tesiri engellenmis hem de bu masum gengleri kotl bir durumdan kurtardiklarini ifade
etmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 Mayis 1914).

Son duruma bakildiginda, olayda basrolii oynayan isyanci 6grencilerin mektebe kabul
edilmemesi yoniinde bir uygulamaya gidilmistir. Ancak daha sonra merkezden goénderilen 9
Mayis 1914 tarihli bir baska telgrafnamede; ayaklanma hareketinde dogrudan katkisi bulunan
ogrenciler arasinda da bir ayrim yapilmistir. Buna gore; olayl bastan sona, tiim gergekligiyle
anlatarak itiraf¢i olanlarin, kimlikleri gizli tutulmak suretiyle mektebe kabul edilmesi
istenmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 Mayis 1914).

Madalyonun Diger Yiizii: Hiikiimet Kargiti Siyasilerin Komplosu

Tedrisat-1 Taliye Genel Muduri Muslihiddin Adil Bey, Bursa Sultani Mektebinde ¢ikan
ayaklanma olayina dair sorusturmasini bitirdikten sonra dénemin Sadrazami Said Halim
Pasa’ya hitaben, 8 Mayis 1914 tarihli bir yazi kaleme alarak mevcut durumu aciklayip
ozetlemistir. Adil Bey, 6grencilerin ayaklanma hareketinin hazirlik ve uygulama asamalarinda
en cok destek aldiklari kisinin Muallim Resad Bey’in oldugunu zikretmistir. Oyle ki hareketin
basladigi ilk glin, 6grencilerin, mektebin telsiz telefon hattini ele gecirmelerini saglamis,
hareketin destekleyicisi olmustur. Bununla birlikte asil dikkat ceken nokta ise Resad Bey’in
daha 6nceleri ifham ve Vazife gazetelerinde Kiitahya Mebusu Ferit Bey ile ¢alismis olmasidir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 Mayis 1914). Adil Bey’in “Ferit Bey” namiyla belirttigi kisi;
dénemin hiikiimet yetkisini elinde bulunduran ittihat ve Terakki Firkasina en ¢ok muhalefet
eden isimlerden biri olan Ahmet Ferit Tek'tir.
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Diger yandan Adil Bey; “...muvasalatim glinline kadar burada kalarak talebeyi tescii
etmis olan zat Hamdullah Suphi Bey’in katibi, istanbul Sultani talebesinden Ahmet Remzi
Efendi’dir...” seklinde bir ifadeyle Ahmet Remzi Efendi’nin isyanci 6grencilerin diger
mekteplerdeki 6grencileri etkilemek suretiyle ayaklanma hareketini yayma konusunda aktif
bir rol oynadigini belirtmistir. Burada asil dikkat cekici olan nokta ise Ahmet Remzi Efendi’nin
Hamdullah Suphi (Tanriéver) Bey’in katibi olmasidir. Hamdullah Suphi de bilindigi lizere o
yillarda ittihat ve Terakki Firkasina karsi muhalif eylemlerde bulunmus, yani Ahmet Ferit ile
ayni cenahta yer almis bir kisidir.

Teftisi ylriten Adil Bey’'in Hamdullah Subhi ile ilgili bir baska bulgusu; ayaklanma
hareketinin ¢ikmasinda mektep midirinin idaresizligi konusu sabit olmakla birlikte, miduara
boylesi bir duruma iten sebep, Hamdullah Subhi tarafindan kiskirtiimasi ve desteklenmesidir.
Adil Bey’in “...muneffiran/mutazariran ve sifahen itiraf ittiler. Bir kismi tahriren de beyanatta
bulundular...” diyerek mektep muallimlerinin s6z konusu durumu yazili ve s6zli olarak agik bir
sekilde itiraf ettikleri bilgisinden yola gikilarak ¢ok farkli bir degerlendirmeye varilabilir. Séyle
ki; mektep midiriniin daha 6nce olaydan haberdar olmasina ragmen olay glinii bir bahaneyle
mektebe gelmemesi, gerekli tedbiri almamasi, olayin Oncesinde ve sonrasinda ihmalkar
davranarak idareyi saglamamasi ve Ustline Ustlik onun bu tutumunun ardinda devrin siyasi
muhaliflerinden Hamdullah Subhi’nin parmagi olmasi olayl basit bir 6grenci protestosu
olmaktan c¢ikarmaktadir. Eldeki verilerden hareketle, 6grencilerin mektepte yasadiklari gesitli
sorunlardan kaynaklandigi anlasilan bu ciddi ayaklanmanin, bastan sona iyi bir sekilde
planlanmis, hiikimet karsiti siyasi bir komplo oldugu ileri sirilebilir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/59,
1-2, 8 Mayis 1914).

Adil Bey’'in Sadrazama gonderdigi ve kendi yorum ve degerlendirmelerini de iceren ilgili
yazida, dikkat ceken iki isim olan Ahmet Ferit ve Hamdullah Suphi Beylerin Bursa Sultanisindeki
o6grenci ayaklanmasini bir sekilde destekledikleri anlasiilmaktadir. Bununla birlikte Kamil Pasa
Sadaretinde sehbenderlikte bulunmus Beylerbeyi Fuad namiyla bilinen Fuad Bey’in olayda
onemli kiskirtmalari olmustur. Halide (Edib Adivar) Hanim’in babasi, Yanya ve Bursa Reji
Muddrltklerinde bulunmus olan Edib Bey (Baydar, 2015:19) de 6grencileri isyana tesvik
etmede ve Sadrazamlik Makami aleyhine haber yayillmasinda 6n ayak olanlar arasindadir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-2, 8 Mayis 1914).

Ayrica daha Once bahsedildigi lzere; isyanci 6grencilerin isyani yaymak amaciyla
istanbul’a gittiklerinde oradaki Tiirk Ocaginda barinmis olmalari miinasebetiyle Tiirk Ocaginin
isyanci 6grencilerin eylemlerine destek olusu ve bu esnada Bursa Sultanisi Muallimlerinden
Resad Bey'in Tirk Ocagindaki Ogrencilere para gondermesi hususlari bir arada
distndldiginde olayin diger yiuzi daha da netlik kazanmaktadir. Nitekim 12 Mart 1912
tarihinde ittihat ve Terakki’ye karsit yondeki fikirlerin bir tezahiirii olarak kurulmus olan Tiirk
Ocaklarinin idare Heyeti Reisi Ahmet Ferit Bey'dir. Eldeki veriler bu haliyle
degerlendirildiginde; 6grencilerin mektepteki birtakim huzursuzluklarindan ortaya cikan
ayaklanma hareketinin, donemin iktidar karsiti kesimlerince desteklenerek Hiikiimete karsi bir
“komplo”ya donusttgi fikrini gliclendirmektedir. Son olarak Adil Bey “...Bitin tertibat evvel
emirde zat-1 samilerine ve saniyen hiikimet ve firkaya miteveccihdir.” seklindeki soylemi ile
eylemin dogrudan dogruya Sadrazamlik Makamina ve ikinci olarak da Hiikiimet ve ittihat ve
Terakki Firkasina karsi yapildigini agikca belirtmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/59, 1-1, 8 Mayis
1914). Dénemin Hikimet yetkisini elini bulunduran ittihat ve Terakki Firkasina karsit
dislncelerle bir araya gelmis olan siyasilerin, 6zellikle isyan hareketinin diger mekteplere de
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yayilarak Ulke ¢apinda yanki bulmasi ve bu suretle Sadrazamlik Makami ve Hiikiimetin gig
duruma dismesi icin yogun ¢aba gosterdikleri anlagiimaktadir.

Bursa Muallim Yurdu Kapatiliyor!

Muallim Yurdu, Bursa’da bir 0Ogretmen orgltlenmesi olarak 1913 sonlarinda
kurulmustur. Bu tarihlerde Bursa Daritlmuallimin Midiri olan Ethem Nejat Bey’in
onciliguyle kurulmus olan bu orgitin onursal baskani ise donemin Hiidavendigar Vilayeti
Valisi Prens Abbas Halim Pasa’dir. Ogretmenler arasinda birlik ve beraberligi saglamak ve
onlari kotu aliskanliklardan ve miskinlikten kurtarmak amaciyla kurulan Muallim Yurdu
orgitlenmesi, tam tesekkilli bir dernek olmaktan ziyade, bir 6gretmen lokali olarak
dustndlmistir. Muallim Yurdunun bir nevi yayim organi olarak islev géren Yeni Fikir
Dergisi’nin Aralik 1913 tarihli sayisinda ¢ikan bir yazida Muallim Yurdu ile ilgili su ifadelere yer
verilmistir®:

Bursa muallimleri bazi girisimci ve vatanperver arkadaslarin tesviki ile bir Muallimler
Yurdu actilar. Amag sudur: Muallimleri ayni fikir ve ayni milli amagla birlestirmek,
o0gretim biciminde bir birlik saglamak, muallimleri egitimdeki bilimsel gelismelerden
sohbet ya da tartisma yoluyla haberdar etmek, Ozellikle muallimleri kahvehane
hayatindan c¢ekip kurtarmak. Pek ¢cok muallimlerimiz okuldaki islerini bitirir bitirmez
hemen aceleyle kahvehanelere kosarlar, halkin 6niinde kahve ve nargile iger, hatta
tavla vs. oynarlardi. Bu sadece Bursa’da degil, her yerde bodyleydi. Siikirler olsun
Muallimler Yurdu onlari bu miskin hayattan kurtaracaktir. Muallimler Yurdu her zaman
actk bulunacak, bitin gazete ve dergilere abone olacak, hatta muallimleri
kahvehanelere gitmekten vazgegirmek igin kahve, ¢ay ve nargile de bulunduracaktir.

Buradan da anlasilabilecegi Gzere Muallim Yurdu ile 6gretmenlerin gelip gazete ve
dergi okuyabilecekleri, sohbet ve tartisma yapabilecekleri ve milli bir his etrafinda
bulusabilecekleri bir ortam olusturmak hedeflenmistir. Bu amaclarla faaliyet gosteren Bursa
Muallim Yurdu orgitlenmesinin Bursa Sultanisinde ¢ikan 6grenci ayaklanmasini destekleyici
mahiyetteki roll olmasindan 6tiirli gok uzun dmirli olmadigi anlasiimaktadir. Nitekim Maarif-
i Umumiye Nezaretinden Hiidavendigar vilayetine yazilan 5 Mayis 1914 tarihli bir resmi yazida;
Bursa Sultanisi 6grencilerinin eylemlerine, oradaki Muallim Yurdunun sebep oldugunun -
glclikle de olsa- anlasildigi belirtilmistir. Ayrica esasen muallimlerin resmi vazifeleri haricinde
cemiyet olusturmalarinin da uygun olmadigindan dolayi adi gecen yurdun valilikce kapatilmasi
ve durumun Nezarete haber verilmesi istenmistir (BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 5 Mayis 1914).

Yine Maarif-i Umumiye Nezaretinden Hiidavendigar Maarif Midiriyetine yazilan 7
Mayis 1914 (R. 24 Nisan 1330) tarihli -ayni konuyla ilgili- bir baska resmi yazida da Muallim
Yurdu’nun kapatilmasi emri yinelenmistir. Ayrica miduriyetten, yurdun kapatilmasina ragmen
yurda giris yapmakta israrla direnen mekatib-i ibtidaiye muallimlerini azletmeleri istenmistir
(BOA.MF.MKT. 1197/3, 9 Mayis 1914).

Sonug itibariyle Bursa Darlilmuallimin Miduri Ethem Nejat Bey’in onciligiinde
kurulan Muallim Yurdunun, agilal bir yil bile olmadan, Sultani 6grencilerinin ayaklanmasindaki
provokatif payindan 6tiirii Maarif Nezaretince kapatilmasina karar verilmistir.

4 Metnin orijinal formuna (“Muallimler Yurdu”, 1913: 586) veya sadelestirilmis bicimine (Akyiiz, 2007)
ulasilabilmektedir. Ayrica Yeni Fikir Dergisi, 1911 yilinda Ethem Nejat ve Ahmet Ferit Beyler tarafindan Manastir
kentinde yayimlanmaya baslamistir (Erkek, 2012: 197-213).
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Sonug

20. yuzyihn ilk geyreginde Il. Mesrutiyet Dénemi’nin ¢ok yonli hareketliligi baglaminda
Osmanli Bursas’nda kendine has 6zellikleriyle gérilen bu 6grenci isyani gegmisten aldig
gelenek ve gelecege biraktigi miras olmak Uzere birbiriyle yakindan iliskili iki farkli baglamda
degerlendirilebilir. Bunlardan ilki ele alindiginda s6z konusu isyanin Osmanl’da modern egitim
kiltlrinin hizla kurumsallasmaya basladigi Tanzimat Donemi’nden itibaren gorilen 6grenci
isyanlariyla gorinmez fakat organik baglari bulundugu ileri siiriilebilir. Nitekim ¢alismanin giris
bélimiinde ifade edildigi lizere 1853 ve 1876 yillarinda istanbul'da bas gosteren 6grenci
isyanlari, ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyetinin Tibbiye Mektebinde &rgiitlenen bir grup 6grenci
tarafindan kurulup Ulke yonetimini ele gegirecek kadar gelisme gdstermis olmasi gibi olay ve
olgular 6grencilerin isyan cesaretine glg¢ katan bir manada tarihsel tecriibe ve toplumsal
duyarlihk boyutu katmistir. Yani Osmanli modern egitim dlzeninin yarattig 6grenci profili
sistemin sorunlarini ve dayatmalarini oldugu gibi kabullenme yerine bununla bas ederek
miicadele etme tepkisi gostermistir. Bu ugurda devleti ciddi anlamda tehdit eden sonuclar
dogurabilecek durumlarla karsilassalar bile isyan etme noktasinda olduk¢a cesur
davranmislardir. Bir baska ifadeyle yasanilan tarihsel donemin kendilerine sundugu gelismislik
diizeyine gore bir tepki vermisler ve gecmis tecriibeden gli¢ alarak kendi 6zel denklemlerini
kurmuslardir.

1914 yihnin ilk yarisinda Bursa Sultani Mektebinde bas gosteren 6grenci ayaklanmasi,
eylemci 6grencilerin kuvvetli direnisleri neticesinde bliylyerek Osmanli llkesindeki bir¢ok
mektebe sirayet etme noktasina gelmistir. Bu durumdan 6tirld devletin ilgili makamlari
oldukga tedirgin olmus, konuyla ilgili Bursa basta olmak tizere Aydin ve istanbul gibi {ilkenin
bircok yerinde onleyici tedbirler almak zorunda kalmistir. Okul yonetiminin 6teden beri siire
gelen hatalari ve birtakim siyasi gayelerle olaya sekil vermek istemeleriile stireg icerisinde tipki
ogrenciler gibi 6gretmenlerin de provoke edilmis olmasi bu ayaklanmanin niteligini degistiren
onemli hususlardandir. Bilhassa isyan 6ncesi ve sonrasinda Mektep Mudirld Sami Bey’in
saibeli davranislari ve olayi teskin etmeye yoénelik gerekli midahaleleri yapmaktan uzak
durmasi, bazi siyasal olusumlarla isbirligi icerisinde oldugu izlenimini uyandirmaktadir. Ayrica
mektep icerisinde bazi muallimlerin ayaklanma eylemine katilan 6grencilere destek verdigi de
gortlmuisttr. Buradan hareketle mektep yonetimi ve muallimleri arasinda birtakim
hiziplesmelerin var oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Bu durum doénemin siyasal konjonktiru
baglaminda ele alindiginda ise Osmanl Devleti’'nin idari mekanizmasinda hiziplesmenin
yalnizca Ust diizey asker ve birokratlar arasinda degil daha alt tabakalardaki birimler de ortaya
ciktigl gercegini ispatlamaktadir. Yani Osmanl Devleti’'nde Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi’nde oldukca
hareketli bir sekilde cereyan eden siyasi ve diisiinsel uygulamalari sadece baskent istanbul ve
buradaki belirli cevrelerle sinirli kalmamis merkez disindaki vilayetlerde yer alan mekteplere
kadar inmistir.

Bununla birlikte s6z konusu 6grenci ayaklanmasinin -bundan 6nceki 6grenci hareketleri
gibi- donemin siyasi, sosyal ve egitim sartlarina bagl olarak meydana geldigini, sekillendigini
belirtmek gerekir. Ozellikle Sultan Il. Abdilhamid ve Il. Mesrutiyet Ddénemlerinde artis
gosteren bu tir hareketler modernlesen Osmanli egitiminin karakteristik bir 6zelligi olarak
degerlendirilebilir. Bir zamanlar 1l. Abdiilhamid’i devirmek icin ittihat ve Terakki Cemiyeti
altinda orgitlenen 6grenciler, daha sonra kendi aralarinda yasanan anlasmazliklar ve
hiziplesmeler neticesinde ittihat ve Terakki’ye karsi 6rgiitlenmistir. Dolayisiyla siyasal mecrada
yasanan donlsimlerin Osmanli egitim diinyasina yansimalari, bir kiltiir olarak modern
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dgrenci 6rgitlenmelerinin olusumunu ve gelisimini hizla arttirmistir. incelenen Sultani
ayaklanmasinda da siyasi konjonktiriin meseleye kendi nazariyelerince yaklasarak 6grenci
hareketine farkh bir boyut kazandirmak istedikleri tespit edilmistir. Dénemin muhalif ¢cevreleri,
o0grenci ayaklanmasina destek vererek olayi siyasi sahaya tasima arzusu igerisine girmis ve
hikimete karsi bir koz olarak kullanmak istemistir. Netice itibariyla Bursa Sultani
Mektebindeki 6grenci ayaklanmasi, donemin sundugu sartlar dogrultusunda 6grencilerin
politikaya bulastigi ve/veya bulastirildigini gostermektedir. Buradan hareketle modern
donemin egitim-siyaset iliskisinde etki-tepki alanlarinin netlesmeye basladigi ve modern
donemdeki dnciillerinden temel alan isyan geleneginin daha da giglendigi anlasilmaktadir.

Gelecege biraktigi miras agisindan dusindldigiinde ise devlet igindeki kimi
orgltlenmelerin, siyasi-sosyal nitelikli odak gruplarin ve kisilerin kiskirtici ve yonlendirici
etkisiyle 6grencilerin, “amaca giden yolda her sey mubahtir” ilkesiyle hareket etmeleri 6ne
¢ikarilmasi gereken diger bir husustur. Bu baglamda Bursa Sultani Mektebindeki ayaklanmada
ogrenciler, ilk asamada mektepteki bir muallimden destek gérmuslerdir. Onlarin isyani
yaymaya yonelik kiskirtici yonlendirmeleriyle birlikte vaka, Bursa’dan Osmanli baskentine
tasinmistir. Bursa'dan hareket eden bir grup dgrenci istanbul'a giderek girismis olduklari eylem
icin kendilerine siyasi bir destek aramiglardir. Arastirma gergevesinde ortaya gikarilan kiymetli
bulgulardan biri olarak, aradiklari destegin adresini donemin yeni kurulmus bir sivil toplum
orgutinde bulmuslardir: Tirk Ocaklari. 12 Mart 1912 yilinda yani olaydan kisa bir siire 6nce
kurulmus olan ve glinimiize kadar gelen sirecte Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin dnde gelen siyasi-
sosyal-kultirel sivil toplum kuruluslarindan biri olan Tiirk Ocaklari isyanci 6grencilerin sigindigi
bir kapi olmustur. Tiirk Ocaklarinin kurulus nizamnamesinde “...asla siyasetle ugrasmayacak ve
higbir vakit siyasi firkalara hizmet etmeyecek...” seklinde belirtilmesine (Akgura, 2001:237;
Aktar, 1999:83) ragmen s6z konusu 6grenci isyanini destekledigi ve hatta olaylarin hiikimet
karsiti bir hale gelmesinde 6nemli bir paya sahip oldugu soylenebilir.

Bu durum daha 6nce hig olmadigi kadar Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi’nde olduk¢a énemli
gelisme kaydeden siyasi ve sosyal alanlardaki parti, dernek, cemiyet gibi 6rgiitlenmelerin,
toplum ihtiyaglarina nasil cevap vermeye c¢alistiginin bir 6érnegi olarak o giinden bugline
yasanan oOgrenci isyanlari ile aralarindaki iliskiye temel olusturmus olabilir. Nitekim bu
donemde basta Darilfiinun Talebe Cemiyeti (1910) ve Tirk Ocaklari (1912) olmak (izere
Cemiyet-i iImiye-i Osmaniye(1908), Osmanli Terbiye-i ictimaiye Kuliibii(1909), Tesvik-i Maarif
Cemiyet-i Hayriyesi(1909), Mekteb-i Sultani inas Cemiyet-i Hayriyesi (1909) Girit Nesr-i Maarif
Cemiyeti (1910), Beyne’l-Anasir Nesr-i Lisan ve Maarif Cemiyeti (1911) gibi farkl alanlardaki
faaliyetleriyle 6ne ¢ikan ¢ok sayidaki egitim temali 6grenci 6rglitlenmeleri 68renciler arasinda
yardimlasma ve dayanisma saglamis (Yamak, 2009; Gindiz, 2010:1112; Akyiiz, 2012; Eraslan
ve Karadogan, 2013; Erdal ve Aydin, 2017; Pustu, 2018) olmakla birlikte orgit bilinci
olusturma, birlikte hareket etme, hak arayisi, eylemli miicadele gibi tepkisel durumlarin
gelismesinde etkili olmustur (Aktar, 1999:84; Sahin, 2015:265-280; Kaya, 2019:607). Ayrica
siyasi aktorlerinin 6grenci olaylari karsisinda almis olduklari tavir ile bunlari kendi istekleri
dogrultusunda yonlendirme cabalari ve bundan nemalanmaya calismalari bu dénemin 6ne
cikan bir oOzelligidir. Nitekim Aktar (1999:210)'in ortaya koydugu Ulzere Il. Mesrutiyet
Donemi’'nde yliksekdgrenim diizeyindeki Osmanlh gencliginin isyan ve niimayislerinde devrin
muhalif siyasal c¢evrelerinin yonlendirmeci ve kiskirtmaci rolleri etkili olmustur. Ayni
dogrultuda Cumhuriyet Tirkiyesi'nde de miiteaddit kereler yasanan 6grenci isyanlarinda
devrin sivil toplum kuruluslarinin, siyasi partilerinin ve daha baska siyasi-sosyal ¢ikar ve baski
gruplarinin oldukca etkili bir unsur oldugu yadsinamaz bir gercekliktir. Hemen her konuda
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oldugu gibi Il. Mesrutiyet Donemi’nde hayat bulmus, tecriibe edilmis uygulamalar bir gelenege
donitserek Cumhuriyet Tirkiyesi'ne tevaris etmistir. Bu noktada ortaya cikisi, yayilsi,
desteklenmesi, hiikiimet erkinin verdigi tepki, sonuclari gibi bircok boyut bakimindan Bursa
Sultani Mektebindeki bu 6grenci ayaklanmasinin daha sonraki siiregte Tlrkiye'de yasanan
ogrenci isyanlarina da gelenek olusturma ve cesaretlendirme bakimindan etki ettigi
soylenebilir.

Katki Orani Beyani: Bu arastirmanin tim siiregleri her iki yazarin esit katkilari sonucunda
gerceklesmistir.

Cikar Catismasi Beyani: Yazarlar gikar ¢atismasi olmadigini beyan eder.
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