IURKISH INFLUENCE ON THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC

OF EASTERN TURKESTAN. S

Lars-Erik Nyman

Lund University, Sweden.

During the early decades of the 20th century the Sinkiang
province of North West China enjoyed a privileged isolation from
the civil wars of mainland China. The peace was, however, broken
in 1931 when a first wave of Tungan rebels swept in from Kansu
to join indigenous insurgents. A Soviet intervention followed two

years later bringing a tight control over the affairs of Sinkiang.

The purpose of this paper is to make a preliminary inquiry intn?ﬁ
how Turkish influence, in competition with other foreign puwers,dgl ’
pursued in the short-lived Islamic Republic of Eastern Turkestan
1933-34 and to what effect.

*
Governor Chin Shu-jen of the Sinkiang province had taken

power in 1928, when his predecessor Yang Tseng-hsin had been
assassinated. There has as yet been no favourable judgement passed
upon Chin by historians like Owen Lattimore, Allen S. Whiting or
0. Edmund Clubb, whose works are the standard ones on the history
of modern Sinkiang.1) Compared with1the Legendary Yang, Governo
Chin was weak and irresolute, but it must be noted that the ad-
ministration of Chin Shu-jen was only a continuatvon of a tradition
of oppression, nepotism and economic rapacity, that had become the

trademark of Chinese rule in Inner Asia. The philesophy behind the

harsh system of Governor Yang had been "aprés moi le déluge" and

indeed it swept over Sinkiang during the unhappy reign of Chin,
whose domestic policy went from blunder to blunder.

The scope of foreign influence in Sinkiang was limited by
geographic obstacles. With the Government of India behind the Pamir

| bound by its "masterly inactivity'" and a far away Japan, the two




of

“access to Sinkiang from the west,gave a comfortable advantage to

2.
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main contestants in Sinkiang were the U.S.S.R. and the Republic of

China. The Turk-Sib railway,combined with the relatively easy

the Soviets; the Gobi desert and the mosaic of independent war
lords to the east proved too much for the Chinese to overcome.
It is within this mainly bi-polar context that the short spell
Turkish influence on the Moslem movement for independence in Kash-
garia (which is the common name on Sinkiang south of the T 'ien
Shan mountain range) must be seen. The Islamic Republic of Eastern
Turkestan tried to break off the Sino-Soviet dominance through e
connections principally with the Republic of Turkey, but the histo-
rical research has up till now been focused on allegedly British

or Japanese connections neglecting the unifying bonds of Pan-

Turanian nature between the Turcic peoples.
This supplementary picture of Turkish influence can be derived
from British, German and Swedish sources, which have been used for
this paper. In my future research into the history of the Islamic
Republic of Eastern Turkestan,I will include Turkish sources and,
in addition,make use of the interview method among the refugees_g

-
from Sinkiang now Living in the Republic of Turkey.

*

On the 29th of December, 1932, a rising flared up in the small
town of Kara Kash ﬁear Khotan. With the soil already prepared, it
did not lLast long before the Chinese authorities capitulated both
at Kara Kash and Khutan.Z)

The Local authorities at Kashgar dispatched in vain a detach-
ment of Chinese regulars to quell the rebellion in Khotan. When the
inadequately trained and equipped Chinese soldiers, for the most

part consisting of Moslems, confronted their co-religionists on the

battle field, they often preferred to change sides. Very soon even




the town of Yarkand changed hands.s)

From the nearby mountains, Moslem Kirghiz nomads descended to
take part in the general killing and Looting, gradually developing
a despotism of their own. In Kashgar, Tuncans and Chinese united
under the Taoyin Ma Shao-wu against this Turki-Kirghiz cualitiﬂn.ﬁ)

Division between the Turki leaders impeded for a Long time the
creation of an independent republic in Southern Kashgaria, but %n

November 1933 an official communiqué proclaimed the establishment

of the ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF EASTERN TURKESTAN, with Khoja Njaz as
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President. A Prime Minister directed a complete cabinet accurdin%ﬁ
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to the written constitution, in which the Islamic character of the
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republic was the overshadowing element. The presidential office
held by Khoja Niaz for Life was combined with that of Commander—-in-

Chief, which gave him both the power and the title of Padishah, or
5)

King.

The general foreign policy of the young republic went along
anti-Soviet, pro-British lines. Another fundamental feature was
the strong anti-Chinese current in the Turki population after years

of power abuse. Out of necessity, the domestic policy centred :
o s
around the weak economy and the disrupted trade. Law and order,

according to the sheriat, was enforced, but the younger generation

also harboured plans of starting modern schools and a newspaper.
They founded a hospital at Kashgar.é)

To the Soviet Union, the Islamic Republic of Eastern Turkestan;
was an Anglo-Japanese creation, exploiting spontaneous discontent
among the indigenous pnpulatiun.?) Quite naturally, British and
other Western observers appreciated the establishment of a Moslem
buffer state promising stiff resistance to further Soviet advance.

However, the Westerners harboured serious misgivings concerning




the economic shortcomings of fhe republic, drawing parallels
with the reign of Yakub Beg in the 1870s. At the beginning, the
amount of taxes remained conspicuously low, but soon the Moslem
government had to increase the burden of taxation to meet the
military and administrative expenditure, surpassing even their
Chinese predecessors in rapacious behauiour.a} The Moslem govern-
ment had a hard choice to make between popular enthusiasm or
necessary taxation, because no foreign subsidies were forthcoming
to the war-ravaged country.

The main reason for the cold attitude from most foreign po¥y ‘s
tay in the fact that a dianmatiE recognition of the Islamic Repub-
Lic of Eastern Turkestan ﬁﬂuld mean an immediate break of diplo-

matic relations with China. In addition, the Soviet Union discour

aged foreign powers Llike Turkey and Afghanistan from taking interest

on an active basis.
In rapid succession during the Spring of 1934, General Ma

Chung-ying and his Tungan élite troops after their defeat by

Soviet regulars in Dzungaria were able to gain control over the

cities along the southern rim of the Taklamakan desert. Khotan fELL_

called Tunganistan was created from the very core of the short-
lived Islamic Republic of Eastern Turkestan, when Urumchi troops
arrived to Kashgar in July 1934.10)

The Tungan invasion of Kashgaria delivered the death-blow to
the Islamic Republic. But diplomatic isn[atinn, economic chaos,
internal strife and Soviet machinations slowly ground down the
republic.

*

The National Flag, which was decided upon (white star and

crescent on a blue ground), served as an external sign of the
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close affinity between the Islamic Republic of Eastern Turkestan
and the Republic of Turkey. When an official New Year telegram

was sent to Ankara, the Islamic Republic "au drapeau bleu" saluted

: 11)

the beloved (sic.) Turkey "au drapeau rouge'

The design of a national flag, plans for modernization of
schools and the military, etc. were not brought about by pure
chance. In November, 1933, a certain Dr. Mustapha AlLi Bey of Izmir
and a Turkish military officer named Mahmut Nedim Bey (in all pro-

bability identical with the lLate ex-officer Nedim Kaytmaz of
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Istanbul) entered the Kashgarian arena as advisers to Khoja Niazf™
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administration. The two Turks exerted a dominating influence on
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political and military affairs of the Islamic Republic, which
even sent Dr. AlLi on a mission for munitions and contributions
from fellow Moslems in India. At Khotan, Nedim Bey trained the
army and bought weapons allegedly from Japan.12)
Soviet pressure in Ankara seems to have limited the role of
the Turkish ambass;dur in Kabul to that of an observer only. His
German colleague, however, remarked that "... die tuUrkische Regie-
runQ mit der ostturkischen aeuegung zum mindesten sympathisiert &
und unter der Hand manches geschehen l&sst, was der Sowjet- ot
Russische Regierung nicht genehm ist."13)
The reaction of the Turkish press on the creation of the
Islamic Republic of Eastern Turkestan was exusberant. The rebels
fought as "true Turks" for freedom and the foundation "of a modern
State which will advance along the road to perfectinn.“14) The
press reports caused the Turkish Minister of Foreign Affairs,
Tevfik RlUstl Bey, to deny all collaboration with the Islamic
Republic. However, the MFA had to admit Turkish "feelings for a
people which speaks her language'" and set out the right for every

nation to follow the Turkish example of self-emancipation. The




good neighbnursh{p existing between the Soviet Union and Turkey
was also a valid arguhent against interference in Sinkiang.15)

A sudden change in Turkish opinion took place after the New
Year 1933/34, when the official Anatolian Agency distributed
Soviet material on Turkish reactionaries, Germén business methods,
British military imperialism and the partition of China. The
report wanted to show how misplaced, if not ill-advised, Turkish

sympathy for the new Moslem régime in Sinkiang was.16) It is

interesting to see that the "Izmir Postasi" clears Dr. Mustapha
AlLi of any alleged plot at Izmir, adding a remark on his "repub-™
lican convictions'. However, according to the paper, the Islamic
Republic had been created through British and German intrigues
as an anti-Japanese state with Communist views.

After an initial outburst of sympathy for the Islamic Republic
of Eastern Turkestan in 1933, the New Year‘s resolution seems to
be a whitewashing of Turkish connections with Central Eurasia.
Soviet diplomatic pressure in Ankara carried greater weight than
feelings of kinship, because the improvement in Turco-Russian

relations since 1929 must not be jeopardized. In spite of the o

1

worldwide Depression the Soviet Union could still offer favourable
commercial agreements involving loans, experts and methods necessa- |

18)
ry for the development of Turkey’s economy,

x
Later developments during the 1930s show, however, that Tur-
kish interest for Sinkiang was not entirely extinguished by the
negative Soviet reaction to the early outbursts of sympathy for
the Turki or Uighur movement of independence.
In 1937 the Turkish Minister of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Aras,
commented that if the Japanese should approach Sinkiang, " then

Turkey would have a certain racial interest in subsequent develop-
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ments."” A year later,Dr. Aras repeated his earlier statement in
stronger words, when he demonstrated to the British Ambassador the
“strong moral interest'" Turkey harboured on the behalf of the
Uighur population in Sinkiang. An independent buffer state, with a
guarantee from the Indian Empire and support from Afghanistan,

should prevent Japan from absorbing Sinkiang’s "white" population

with “"the yellow races'”., But Soviet resistance in Sinkiang to

any Japanese advance on a basis of Communism was equally disastrous,|Hs

Then the Turkish population of Sinkiang would be lost to "Turkdom"
anyway. The Republic of Turkey could only regret such a proceedi™y, &

because there existed no means to prevent it.19)

The continuing Turkish interest in Central Eurasian affairs
belie the sincerity of the New Year’s resolution of 1933/34, but
it also exposes the political and geographic obstacles to any po-
licy of intervention in Sinkiang.

*

The Soviet Union virtually took over the province of Sinkiang
after the deposition of Governor Chin Shu-jen in early 1933 and

the extinction of the Tungan revolt  in 1934, The Soviet dnminati&r

Lasted until 1943 as a countermove to a feasible Japanese Blitz-

krieg. This was the price the Chinese Republic had to pay for the
Soviet munitions help.

In conclusion then, the attempt by certain pro-Turkish circles?
within the newly founded Islamic Republic of Eastern Turkestan and
Pan-Turanian elements from the.Republic of Turkey to strengthen
and establish the Moslem movement among the Uighurs on an interna-
tional basis failed as a result of Soviet resistance. Any Moslem

movement of independence in Sinkiang could easily reach also Rus-
sian Turkestan. ALl foreign interests - not merely Turkish - were

highly undesirable in Sinkiang, which had definitely been conver-

‘ted into a Soviet sphere of influence in 1934.
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CONSULS-GENERAL, KASHGAR, 1918-1942 X

1918 Sir G. Macartney, K.C.I.E.

1919-24 Major (later Lt.-Col.) P.T. Etherton, I.A.
1925 Lt.-Col. R.A. Lyall, D.S.0. (Acting)
1926-27 Major G.V.B. Gillan, I.A.

1928-30 Frederick Williamson

1931 Capt. G. Sherriff (Acting)

1932-33 N. Fitzmaurice (Acting)

1934-36 Lt.-Col. J.W. Thomson-Glover, C.B.E.
1937-38 Capt. K.C. Packman

1939-40 Major H.H. Johnson, C.I.E. 2
1941-42 Eric Earle Shipton




