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From the Executive Board 

Greetings! 

With immense pleasure to serve as your Executive Board, we welcome you to the stimulation of the Historical Crisis 

Committee, held at Jamia Milia Islamia Model United Nation. Our committee shall discuss a dynamic agenda: 

Discussion on The Fall of The Ottoman Empire 

The major aim of this document is to serve as a course of your understanding and further researches, but it is not 

restricting creation of new horizons and expanding the scope of the debate. This agenda seeks theoretical as well as 

logical attention and we request you to sincerely read the document so that all delegates at least have common 

grounds of understanding. Further we request you all not to treat this guide as a source of citations in the committee 

as the guide is a mixture of arguments and facts at times constructed to ease up the understanding. 

The agenda related to the fall of the Ottoman Empire has been long discussed in different phases of history and in 

the present scenario, we as general global citizens are trying to ponder upon the same. Keeping this agenda, we as 

the Executive Board wish to see this conference not any generic platform but an applicability of reality. 

Currently, MUN conferences are everything else apart from realm of reality where delegates present unrealistic 

arguments without even proper knowledge of basic things. We request you to kindly raise yourself out of this 

comfort zone of copy-paste and plagiarism and try to do a well-defined research.  

You are requested to move towards the better approach of being a delegate and show diplomacy rather than relying 

solely on the art of allegations. Researching is the key element for the committee rather than just “Googling up”. Try 

to apply your rational and logical approach rather than submitting directly to the resort of picking up random words 

and speaking them. The research is always something that is conducted in a manner of reaching the depth of a single 

topic to various sub-issues. This committee will focus on the decline and dissolution of the empire, with this each 

and every delegate is requested to submit a position paper before the first session to be eligible for the award 

criteria.  

It will be highly appreciable if the above paragraph turns into a practice as it will not only help you as a delegate in 

terms of MUN conference but further excelling in the field which choose to go forth. 

Since the background is being submitted late by the Executive Board due to certain technical and logistical issues, 

our major focus remains upon how constructive debate could be possibly leaded out by you as a delegate! 

(READ EVERYTHING CAREFULLY) 

Happy researching!  

Regards 

Executive Board (United Nations Historical Crisis Committee) 

 



  

AGENDA 

Discussion on The Fall of The Ottoman Empire 

INTRODUCTION 

Islamic history has witnessed the rise and fall of many empires and dynasties, followed by the Mamluks 

and the Mughal empire. Ironically, however, most of them faded away within a cycle of three generations: 

commencing with a generation of conquest, triumph and prominence; followed by its golden age; and, 

finally, ending with a period of stagnation, defeat and gradual decline. Nevertheless, the Ottoman Empire 

manifested as an exemption and lasted much longer, from its transformation in the early 13th century to 

its collapse in the early 19th century. In context, the Ottoman Empire began as a small state (beyliks sing. 

beylik) founded and led by the bey, Osman Gazi (d. 1326). However, the most significant shift in military 

conquests and territorial gain for the Ottomans came under the reign of the 10th Ottoman Sultan, 

‘Suleiman the Magnificent’ (r. 1520-1566). Arguably, it was under Suleiman’s rule that the Ottomans 

reached prominence: socially, politically and economically. As a result, Suleiman stood at the cusp of two 

worlds, that of Ottoman triumph and its gradual decline. Yet, recent research has focused largely on the 

latter and disregarded the intervening centuries. Therefore, this will primarily examine the socio-political 

and economic factors – both internally and externally – that led to the decline of the Ottoman Empire. 

Moreover, it will primarily analyze the empire’s situation after Suleiman’s death and, finally, it will 

conclude with an examination of the Janissaries’ influence and status after Suleiman’s death; and, the 

European economic war against the Ottomans. The decisions that you make will determine the story of 

this region for generations Choose wisely. This topic synopsis serves to provide you with a detailed 

overview of the situation at the beginning of this committee, and the events that led to this situation, in 

order for you to better inhabit the role you have been allocated. We have also provided you with two case 

studies, one each from the past and the future, which elaborate on events that may be particularly crucial 

in our committee. In the last section, we have asked some important questions that we hope you consider 

while you embark on your preparation for this committee. 

 

 

Description of the Ottoman Empire 

The Ottoman state began as one of many small Turkish states that emerged in the Asia Minor during the 

breakdown of the empire of the Seljuk Turks. The Ottoman Turks began to absorb the other states, and 

during the reign of Muhammad II (1451–81), they brought about the end of all other local Turkish 

dynasties. They conquered Constantinople from the Byzantine Empire in 1453, and by the 16th century, 

the Ottoman Empire was a multinational, multilingual empire that controlled most of Southeast Europe 

as well as parts of Central Europe, Western Asia, Eastern Europe and North Africa. Moreover, after the 

conquests of Mecca and Medina, the Ottoman Sultan could claim to be the caliph. Thus, he was 

considered to be a religious successor to the Islamic prophet Muhammad and the leader of the entire 

Muslim ummah (community). (Ottoman Empire, Project Gutenburg) 



  

 

Figure 1: Territorial Extent of the Ottoman Empire over the centuries 

 

Recent History of the Ottoman Empire 

Russo-Turkish War of 1877-78 

For our purposes, we will be more concerned with events after and including the Russo-Turkish War of 

1877. By this point, the Ottoman Empire had gone into decline, earning the moniker ‘Sick Man of Europe’. 

It had lost Serbia in 1804, Greece in 1830 and had only managed to keep Egypt under its control after 

Russian intervention, consequently losing its independence in external policy (McMeekin 23). Moreover, 

the Empire’s finances had grown increasingly precarious and after a devastating drought in 1874, the 

Empire was forced to default on its debt obligations and declare bankruptcy in 1875. Due to this, taxes 

were increased in all Ottoman provinces, including the increasingly restive Balkans. (Ottoman Empire, 

Project Gutenburg) The Balkan provinces were naturally outraged by these taxes and thus the Herzegovina 

Uprising began. Ethnic Serbs, furious with the tax burden placed upon them and spurred on by nationalist 

sentiments arising from the successful Serbian Revolution, rebelled against Ottoman rule. This revolt 

quickly spread to Bosnia, sparking off the Great Eastern Crisis. Other Balkan provinces like Bulgaria 

launched their own uprisings and the brutal Ottoman repression that followed compelled Serbia and 

Montenegro to declare war with the Empire in 1876. Although Serbia suffered severe losses, Russia, 

motivated by the Pan-Slavism movement, issued an ultimatum in support of Serbia, demanding that the 

Ottoman Empire sign a truce with Serbia within 48 hours. If the Ottomans refused to do so, Russia threat 

end to intervene in the war in alliance with Serbia (McMeekin 27). Due to the threat of a war with Russia, 

Sultan Abdul Hamid II agreed to sign a truce and the Constantinople Conference was held. However, the 

Ottoman representatives were not invited to the plenary sessions where the Great Powers negotiated the 

agreement. Consequently, when the Great Powers submitted their agreement to the Ottomans for 



  

approval, they asked for several amendments to the agreement, which the Great Powers were unwilling 

to make. Hence, the Ottomans dismissed the entire conference as illegitimate and so Russia, having 

bought the neutrality of Austria-Hungary through the Reichstadt Agreement, declared war (McMeekin 

28). The details of this war are interesting but not particularly important. Suffice to say, Russia inflicted a 

crushing defeat upon the Ottomans and the ensuing peace treaty, the Treaty of San Stefano, resulted in 

significant territorial losses. The Empire was forced to recognize the independence of Romania, Serbia 

and Montenegro, cede several cities to Serbia and Montenegro, establish the autonomous self-governing 

Principality of Bulgaria, in effect an independent state, and cede Armenian and Georgian territories in the 

Caucasus to Russia (McMeekin 32). Meanwhile, the other Great Powers of Europe, UK, France, Italy and 

Germany, watched with increasing alarm. The UK, in particular, was fearful of Russian dominance in the 

Mediterranean Sea and was alarmed by the Ottoman Empire’s weakness as it had an interest in 

maintaining the Empire’s territorial integrity in order to access its trade routes with British India. 

Consequently, the Congress of Berlin was held to revise the Treaty of San Stefano, leading to the Treaty 

of Berlin, which rolled back some Russian advances and reduced the territory of Bulgaria (McMeekin 32, 

33). This treaty stabilized the Balkans for a couple of decades as the Great Powers were able to exert 

enough pressure to maintain the fragile peace. 

 

Hamidian Massacres of 1894-96 

The Hamidian Massacres were a series of massacres of Armenians in the Ottoman Empire, with estimates 

of the dead ranging from 80,000 to 300,000. These massacres were ordered by Sultan Abdul Hamid II, 

who wanted to assert Pan-Islamism as a state ideology in order to increase the territorial integrity of the 

Empire. Armenians were therefore massacred with no distinction between age or gender, in the harshest 

circumstances. After the loss of the Balkans in the Russo-Turkish War and the further decline of the 

Empire’s power, Armenians, who had long been treated like second-class citizens in the Empire, began to 

ask for civil reforms and better treatment from the government. When these requests were rejected, a 

wave of nationalism spread throughout the Armenian community, which threatened the already paranoid 

Sultan. He had begun to blame the Christian world for the Empire’s problems and was incensed by the 

Armenians’ decision to send a delegation to the Congress of Berlin to lobby the Great Powers. 

Consequently, he came to see the Armenians as a threat to the integrity of the Empire and thus, the 

massacres began in 1894.Thousands were killed by government soldiers as well as by Muslim mobs incited 

by local Muslim figures, while thousands more died in the harsh winters of 1895-96. Other Christian 

groups like the Assyrians and Albanians were also targeted indiscriminately. As the telegraph had become 

widespread, the world soon heard about these massacres and global outrage followed (McMeekin 35). 

Despite this pressure, the massacres only began to taper off in1897, after the Sultan declared the 

Armenian Question to be settled, as most Armenian revolutionaries had either been killed or escaped to 

Russia. However, this merely served as a prelude to the horrific Armenian Genocide some 20 years later. 

 

 

 

 



  

Young Turk Revolution of 1908 

The Young Turk Revolution of 1908 in the Ottoman Empire resulted in the restoration of the Ottoman 

constitution of 1876, which had been suspended by the Sultan in 1878 on the pretext of prioritizing the 

Russo-Turkish war. This led to the establishment of multi-party politics in a two-stage electoral system 

under the Ottoman parliament. Sultan Abdul Hamid capitulated and announced the restoration, which 

established the Second Constitutional Era. Overall, this revolution came about due to the burgeoning 

liberal middle class and upper classes who came to see the modernization of the political system as 

essential in ensuring the continued survival and territorial integrity of the Ottoman Empire. The 

Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) became an influential Young Turk organization and advocated for 

orderly reform under a strong central government free from foreign influence. Several other liberal 

organizations also sprang up as Turks of all classes began to realize that reform was necessary to prevent 

the dissolution of the Empire (Ahmed 19). However, the specific event that triggered the revolution was 

the meeting between Edward VII, the King of England, and Tsar Nicholas II in June 1908. During this period 

of time, called the Great Game, the struggle between the British and Russia for control over Central Asia 

was ongoing and the Ottoman military officers were worried that the meeting was a prelude to the 

partition of Macedonia. Consequently, the 3rd Army Corps in Macedonia, led by Major Ahmed Miyazi and  

controlled by the CUP, revolted in the hopes of marching to Constantinople and compelling the Sultan to 

accept the reform program before it was too late (Stjepanovic).Soon, other conspirators joined in the 

revolt and Sultan Abdul Hamid II was forced to surrender and announce the restoration of the Constitution 

of 1876. Parliamentary elections were held, and the new parliament was sworn in. However, this 

parliament lacked coherence and was ineffectual and divided. The revolution had promised organizational 

unity but had failed to deliver. The Sultan, who remained in his position as a figurehead, incited his 

supporters among conservative Muslims and launched the Countercoup of 1909. However, this 

Countercoup failed, and Abdul Hamid II was deposed in favour of Mehmed V as a figurehead with 

significantly reduced powers (Ahmed 34). This incident shook the Parliament out of its stupor, and it 

governed effectively for a couple of years, until the Balkan War of1912 destroyed the public’s confidence 

in the new system. Moreover, the Young Turks were guided by the principle of Ottomanism, aiming to 

Balkan Wars of 1912-13The First Balkan War lasted from October 1912 to May 1913. During this war, the 

Ottoman Empire fought against the Balkan League, which comprised of Serbia, Greece, Montenegro and 

Bulgaria. The Balkan League aimed to liberate Macedonia from the Empire and had formed with the 

blessings of the Russian Empire, which wanted to see the Turks driven out of Europe. By this point, Italy 

had already invaded and conquered Tripolitania (present-day Libya) from the Ottomans, and the Balkan 

League was confident in their ability to rout the Empire. Indeed, their judgement proved correct 

(McMeekin 72). The First Balkan War was a historic humiliation for the Ottoman Empire. They were 

ultimately defeated by their former provinces, which had been under their control only a century ago, and 

in the process, lost almost all their European territories apart from Constantinople itself. The Balkan 

League was willing to conclude an armistice in December1912 but a coup d’état by the Young Turk Enver 

Pasha resulted in the continuation of the war until May 1913, when the Treaty of London was signed on 

30 May 1913 (McMeekin82). This Treaty ensured the independence of Albania, while Macedonia was 

divided up among the members of the Balkan League. However, Bulgaria was unsatisfied with its share of 

the Macedonia and so declared war on Serbia and Greece in order to capture the rest of Macedonia, thus 

beginning the Second Balkan War. Romania soon intervened against Bulgaria and the trio forced Bulgaria 

to accept the Treaty of Bucharest, which required Bulgaria to cede its Macedonian holdings (McMeekin 

83).As a result of these wars, the Ottoman Empire was significantly weakened, Bulgaria was left nursing 



  

its grievances about its perceived mistreatment by its Balkan neighbors and Serbia had become the most 

militarily powerful Balkan state, which was unacceptable to Austria-Hungary. This set the stage for the 

outbreak of World War 1. 

 

World War 1 

World War 1 began on 28 July 1914, when Austria-Hungary invaded Serbia in retaliation for the 

assassination of Archduke Franz Ferdinand by a Serb nationalist. Soon, a network of alliances was 

activated, and all the great economic powers of the world were at war, including the Ottoman Empire. 

The Ottoman Empire was primarily involved in the Middle Eastern theatre of operations, which shall also 

be the focus of this section. 

 

Gallipoli Campaign 

The Gallipoli Campaign was waged by the Allies, primarily Britain, France and Russia against the Ottoman 

Empire. Their purpose was both to gain control of the Dardanelles Strait, the only open strait to the 

Russian Empire, and to eventually take Constantinople, the capital of the Ottoman Empire. The Allies 

undertook multiple amphibious landings along the northern shore of the Dardanelles Strait in order to 

capture the Ottoman forts along the way to Constantinople. However, the Ottomans were able to repel 

the invading forces and counterattacked effectively, forcing the Allies to retreat into Egypt (McMeekin 

196). Afterwards, the demands of the other Fronts of the war, the Eastern Front in particular, forced the 

Allies to transfer resources away from the limited territory they had captured. Consequently, the 

Ottomans were eventually able to recapture all the territory they had lost. The Gallipoli Campaign was 

the only major Ottoman military victory during World War I. The deciding factor in their victory was their 

knowledge of local geography. The British commanders had inaccurate maps, and the Ottomans thus were 

able to maintain the high ground and face the landings from a position of strength (McMeekin 193). 

 

The Armenian Genocide 

The Armenian Genocide is inarguably one of the most horrific incidents of mass murder ever perpetuated 

in world history. More than 1.5 million Armenians in the Ottoman Empire were systematically 

exterminated, along with thousands of Assyrians and Greeks, for perceived disloyalty to the Ottoman 

Empire. The seeds of animosity were first sown during the Balkan Wars, when large numbers of Muslims 

uprooted from the Balkans were forced to seek refuge in the Ottoman Empire. Close to a million Muslims 

refugees resettled in Armenian areas and they gradually began to resent their relatively well-off 

neighbors. Some of these refugees later played pivotal roles in the genocide. In addition, Enver Pasha, the 

Minister of War, blamed the Armenians for collaborating with the Russians to ensure defeat against them 

in Sarikamish, further fueling bitterness towards them. However, the event truly that sparked the 

beginning of the Genocide was the November 1914 proclamation of Jihad [Islamic Holy War] against 

Christians. This proclamation was later used as justification for the massacres. Most historians agree that 

the Genocide began during the night of 23rd April,1915, when the Ottoman government rounded up and 

imprisoned around 250 Armenian intellectuals and community leaders in Constantinople (McMeekin 



  

213). Soon, the Tehcir Law was passed, allowing the confiscation of Armenian property, and the 

deportation of anyone whom the Ottoman government ‘sensed’ was a threat to national security. A 

network of concentration camps, where food and water were scarce and diseases like dysentery were 

rampant, was established to facilitate their deportation and ‘death’ marches, in which Armenians were 

forced to walk through the Syrian desert with negligible supplies, were forced upon thousands of 

Armenians (McMeekin 214). Mass burnings, rapes and drowning were also used to terrorize them and 

induce them to flee the Ottoman Empire. 

 

Figure 2: Map of the Deportation Centers during the Armenian Genocide 

 

 

 

 

Sykes-Picot Agreement 

The Sykes-Picot Agreement was a secret agreement between the UK and France, with the assent of the 

Russian Empire, which defined their respective spheres of influence within the Ottoman Empire in the 

event of an Allied victory in World War 1 (Avalon Project). This agreement was signed on 16 May 1916 

and remained secret until the Bolshevik government, which had swept into power in the Russian 

Revolution, revealed its existence and contents in November 1917. 



  

 

Figure 3: The Sykes-Picot Agreement 

 

The deal envisioned dividing the Ottoman Empire into 5 territories under British influence, British control, 

French influence, French control and International control respectively. It also designated certain 

Armenian territories to be under Russian influence (McMeekin 256). Notably, this agreement contradicted 

other British promises to the Arabs and the Zionists such as the McMahon-Hussein correspondence and 

the Balfour Declaration. Consequently, when this agreement was made public by the Bolsheviks, the 

British had to scramble to reassure their Arab allies that they would be granted their independence. 

 

The Arab Revolt 

In order to undermine the Ottomans in World War 1, the British aimed to incite a revolt among the Arabs 

of the Ottoman Empire. They found an ally in the Sharif of Mecca, Husseinbin Ali, and convinced him to 

revolt through the McMahon-Hussein Correspondence. One of the case studies below expands upon the 

Arab Revolt. 

 

Balfour Declaration 

The Balfour Declaration was a public statement issued by the British government in November 1917 

announcing support for the establishment of a “national home for the Jewish people” in Palestine, then 

an Ottoman region with a minority Jewish population (around3–5% of the total). It reads: 

His Majesty’s government view with favour the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the 

Jewish people, and will use their best endeavors to facilitate the achievement of this object, it being clearly 

understood that nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-

Jewish communities in Palestine, or the rights and political status enjoyed by Jews in any other country. 



  

This declaration was written in a letter from Arthur Balfour, the Foreign Secretary of the UK, to Lord 

Rothschild, a prominent British Jewish leader and represented the first public expression of support for 

Zionism by a major political power (Avalon Project). The declaration had been several years in the making 

since the outbreak of war with the Ottoman Empire in late 1914. With the election of David Lloyd George, 

the discussions were given fresh impetus and a draft declaration was soon prepared. When the stalemate 

in southern Palestine was broken by the Battle of Beersheba on 31st October 1917, the release of the 

declaration was authorized and soon released. 

The declaration itself was notably vague. The term ‘national home’ had no precedent in international law 

and its meaning was unclear when compared to terms like ‘state’. The scope of this national home was 

not specified, merely stating that such a home should be ‘in Palestine’. Moreover, while the declaration 

mentioned the safeguarding of the civil, and religious rights of non-Jewish communities, there was no 

mention of their political rights, which provoked concern in Palestine. The declaration was extremely 

polarizing; Zionists celebrated it while the Arabs saw it as a betrayal, particularly Sharif Hussein, the leader 

of the Arab Revolt, who steadfastly refused to countenance an independent Jewish state in Palestine. 

 

Treaty of Brest-Litovsk 

The Treaty of Brest-Litovsk was a peace treaty signed on March 3, 1918, between the new Bolshevik 

government of Russia (the Russian Soviet Federated Socialist Republic) and the Central Powers (Germany, 

Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, and the Ottoman Empire),that ended Russia’s participation in World War I. In 

the treaty, Russia ceded the Baltic states to Germany as well as Kars Oblast in the Caucasus to the 

Ottomans, recognized the independence of Ukraine and agreed to pay 6 million German gold marks in 

reparations. 

 

Figure 4: The Treaty of Brest-Litovsk and its aftermath 

 



  

 

The Russian Revolution of 1917 brought Vladimir Lenin and the Bolsheviks to power, resulting in the 

collapse of the Russian Empire. Lenin was eager to end Russia’s participation in World War 1 in order to 

consolidate the newly established Bolshevik government. At first, Leon Trotsky, his foreign minister, 

argued passionately against signing the treaty. Consequently, the policy of ‘no war, no peace’ was 

implemented, through which the Russians unilaterally withdrew from the peace negotiations but refused 

to continue fighting (McMeekin329). Eventually, with the German army advancing through now-

unguarded Russian territory, Lenin was forced to sign the treaty on 3rd March 1918.The terms of the 

treaty were extremely harsh on Russia, as it was forced to lose a quarter of its population and industry, 

and nine-tenths of its coal mines. The Ottoman Empire gained some of the territories that had been lost 

in the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-78 and soon broke the terms of the treaty by invading the newly created 

First Republic of Armenia in May 1918. The Ottoman forces ended up advancing as far as the oilfields of 

Baku before the Armistice of Mudros came into effect (McMeekin 340). 

 

The Armistice of Mudros 

The Armistice of Mudros, concluded on 30 October 1918, ended the hostilities, in the Middle Eastern 

theatre between the Ottoman Empire and the Allies of World War I. The Armistice imposed several harsh 

conditions upon the Ottoman Empire. Its garrisons and forts were seized, the Ottoman army was stood 

down, all Ottoman infrastructures like ports and railway lines were made available to the Allies for their 

use, and the Allies were granted the right to intervene and occupy any Ottoman territory “in case of 

disorder.” The Empire was also forced to retreat to its pre-war borders in the Caucasus, giving up its 

acquired land in Armenia and Azerbaijan (McMeekin 355). 

The specific event that caused the defeat of the Ottomans was the Allied breakthrough in the Macedonian 

front. This breakthrough caused Bulgaria to capitulate and sign the Armistice of Salonica (McMeekin 345). 

Suddenly the British Army was advancing quickly upon Constantinople, which only had limited troops to 

defend itself. Consequently, the Three Pashas resigned, and the Ottoman Empire was forced to sue for 

peace (McMeekin 350). During the armistice negotiations, the Ottoman representative, Rauf Bey, agreed 

to almost 

 

All Allied demands without pushing back or seeking any concessions. Consequently, the terms of the 

Armistice were extremely harsh and essentially amounted to the Ottoman Empire signing away its 

sovereignty to the European powers. 

 

Current Situation 

This committee will begin with the ottoman empire starting to fall and will go with the further crisis in 

hand. The delegates of this committee represent the interests of their respective countries/groups and 

intend to gain as much as possible for their respective people while also being cognizant of the local 

populations within the various regions of the Ottoman Empire. 



  

 

Case Studies 

Case 1: The Arab Revolt 

As you read above, The Arab Revolt was an attempt by the British to utilize Arab nationalism to heavily 

cripple the Ottoman Empire towards the end of World War I (WW1).In this case study, we will look at how 

this past event sets up the status of the current committee, and can help you as a delegate create better 

plans for the future of the Ottoman Empire. 

We will first go over the key players, events, and strategies that occurred during the Arab Revolt to help 

provide context as to the domestic situation of the Ottoman Empire. First, we will take a look at the two 

warring sides, the Hashemite Army and the Ottoman Empire. 

The Hashemite Army was led politically by Hussein bin Ali, who’s army consisted primarily of various small 

Arab tribes throughout the Ottoman Empire and gained in size over time. This fighting force was 

strengthened by economic support from the Triple Entente who promised 

Hussein a wide stretching Arab State after WW1 was over (McMeekin 300). In actuality, the Triple Entente 

wanted the fighting to ensure the safety of the Suez Canal for easier movement in the region. On the 

opposite side was the newly democratic Ottoman empire after the Young Turk Revolution. The Ottoman 

Empire outnumbered the Arab revolters both militarily and from domestic support but were busy fighting 

WW1 at the time. They had strong military equipment thanks to the Germans, but their logistical ability 

to fight the revolt was reliant on a singular railroad. This forced the Ottoman Empire to perpetually play 

defence, while also making sustaining the fight a logistical nightmare. It should be noted that loyalties 

during this war are quite muddy, and simply because it is called the “Arab” revolt does not mean that all 

Arabs revolted. Most people living in the region were loyal primarily to their local tribe, their religious 

sect, or to the larger country they existed in. The Arab state was a dream of Arab nationalists, which in 

this case was led by the Hashemite Army, and not all Arabs (McMeekin 300). In the end, the Arab Revolt 

was able to succeed in helping force the Ottoman Empire to eventually sign an armistice at the end of 

WW1, but the Arab state was in heavy question after the Sykes-Picot Agreement, 

So, with this context in mind, where does this place you as a delegate, and what can we learn moving 

forward? Firstly, one key understanding to take away is the various motive of everyone currently involved 

within the country. Loyalties lie strongly to religion, individual tribes, or to the Ottoman Empire. In 

addition, the Western powers do not particularly care if the Ottomans fall or not, nor do they care about 

an Arab state. So long as stability can be achieved, and the territory they want assured, they could care 

less about internal politics. 

Both of these motives should be utilized to help push the Ottoman Empire from the brink, and delegates 

need to select their political reasoning carefully to ensure success. Secondly, is identifying critical issues 

within the Ottoman Empire. A weak government structure that lacks authentic rule over diverse tribes, 

poor internal infrastructure with minimal technology, and intense external pressures from neighbors are 

all critical failings of the Ottoman Empire. A good delegate should be prepared to rectify these mistakes, 

and manoeuvre the tense political landscape ahead. 



  

Overall, through this case study, we can see why the Arab Revolt was so successful against what was once 

one of the strongest empires. As the empire begins to crumble, successful delegates will have to identify 

and rebuild key pieces to ensure success. 

 

Case 2: The Turkish War of Independence 

[NOTE: The events that this case study focuses on will have no bearing on what occurs in committee. This 

case study is merely serving to provide you with the story of how events panned out in real life and give 

you an idea of the issues that we may focus on] 

As the end of World War I approached, the Ottoman Empire fell into a state of decrepitude and started 

to decline. The Turks found themselves at war with nearly all neighboring countries, and would 

continuously fight until 1922, ultimately resulting in the dissolution of the Ottoman Empire on November 

1st, 1922. The defeated Ottoman government signed the Armistice of Mudros with the Allied forces, 

securing its own existence, while relinquishing control over almost all of its territories, except for a small 

Anatolian heartland, to Britain, Italy, France and Greece (Turkish War of Independence). Irritated by the 

remaining resistance, the Allied forces asked the Ottoman Empire to dispatch an inspector general to quell 

any unrest. The general they ended up sending was Mustafa Kemal, a general who would play a critical 

role in the Turkish War of Independence. His first report after being dispatched stated that Turks would 

not accept foreign subjugation and longed for national sovereignty, signaling the beginning of the national 

liberation struggle. 

Numerous leading Ottoman generals and their troops joined Mustafa Kemal and signed the Declaration 

of Amasya on June 22, 1919, declaring that the unity of the country and the liberty of the people were in 

danger, that the Istanbul government was inept to save the nation and that “the liberty of the nation was 

to be saved by the nation’s own perseverance and will” (The Beginning of the Turkish War of National 

Liberation). They began organizing the movement to secure independence. Kemal’s first major victory was 

against the French in the Battle of Marash pushing the Armenians even further out. In the following year 

in 1922, he secured a decisive victory against the Greeks. They were also helped by the new Bolshevik 

government of Russia that had its own score to settle against Western Europe. The Turkish National 

Movement culminated in the formation of the Grand National Assembly led by Mustafa Kemal. After the 

Turks secured decisive victories against Armenia, France and Greece, the Treaty of Kars and the Treaty of 

Lausanne were signed in 1921 and1923 respectively, which delineated the boundaries for what became 

modern day Turkey. The Allies left Anatolia and the Republic of Turkey was established on 29th October, 

1923.The Turkish War of Independence marked the complete transition of the Ottoman Empire into 

Turkey, and it was the result of a strong sense of nationalism spear headed by Mustafa Kemal, who, at the 

end of the Turkish War of Independence, became the first president of Turkey and took on the moniker 

of Ataturk (Father of the Turks). 

 

 

 

 



  

Questions to Consider 

 

1. What does your country/ group want from the Ottoman Empire? 

2. What are the views of the population you represent? Why are these 

views what they are? 

3. Which other stakeholders could your country/group conceivably 

align with? 

4. What promises would you be capable of making and keeping to 

these allies? 

5. Should the perpetrators of the Armenian Genocide be punished / 

prosecuted? If so, how? 

6. Should the Arabs have an independent state? If so, what would its 

area be? If not, then what form of state should they have? What of 

the Kurds, Assyrians, Zionists and Palestinians? 

7. Should the Ottoman Empire survive? If so, in what form? If not, then 

what form and borders should the new Turkish state take? 
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