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The Russo-Turkish War of 1877—78 is not treated in Turkey even today as some event in
the distant past. Called the Doksan Ug Harbi,' it continues to permeate layers of the
national consciousness as an inflection point in the history of the once-great Ottoman
Empire. The war began on 18 April 1877 and a ceasefire was signed at Edirne on 31 Janu-
ary 1878. This was the war in which the Ottomans lost the most amount of territory and
also suffered the highest number of casualties prior to the First World War — so much so,
that chroniclers have referred to this war as Kicik K;y.amet.2 The Treaty of San Stefano®
was signed on 3 March 1878 and, as a conclusion to the Congress of Berlin, a treaty was
signed on 13 July 1878.

The 1877—78 Russo-Turkish war had two theatres, the Danube front in the Balkans and
the Caucasus front in Eastern Turkey. The Commander-in-Chief of the Ottoman land forces
in the West was Marshal Abdiilkerim Nadir Pasha under whom were the following three
armies: the Western Army under the command of Marshal Gazi Osman Pasha, responsible
for the famous defence of Plevna, an outstanding Turkish success in an overall poor mili-
tary performance in the Balkans;* the Eastern Army under Marshal Ahmed Eylip Pasha;
and the Southern Army under Marshal Siileyman Pasha.®

The Caucasus front under the command of Ahmed Muhtar Pasha was smaller than the
Danube front, but also witnessed huge battles. Although Ahmed Muhtar Pasha defeated
the Russians in battles on 21 June, 25 June and 25 August 1878 (which earned him the
title of Gazi)® he and his men were forced to retreat to Erzurum after 15 October 1877,
leaving undefended the great fortress city of Kars, which fell into Russian hands on 18
November. Attempts by the Russians to take Erzurum failed because of a heroic defence
of the city in which the local population fully participated.”

The war and its aftermath (in the form of the Treaty of San Stefano and the Congress of
Berlin) signify, at least in later assessments, the beginning of the end of the Empire, at
least in its European territories.® As a result of the war, Serbia, Rumania, Bulgaria and Mon-
tenegro all gained territory and were placed under the control of local princes. The areas
of Kars, Batum, Artvin and Ardahan in eastern Turkey passed into Russian hands. The
administration of Cyprus was ceded to Great Britain by the Sultan. That the collapse of the
Ottoman Empire took place only in 1922, after a huge World War which also removed
from the scene of European history Imperial Germany and the Austro-Hungarian and Rus-
sian empires, may be attributed in part to the stern and astute rule of the Sultan
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Abdiilhamid® between the years 1876 and 1909. Accounts of the Russo-Turkish War, the
subsequent Treaty and the Congress of Berlin are to be found in great detail in many
sources.'®

The countries represented at the Congress of Berlin were Great Britain, Austria-Hun-
gary, France, Germany, Italy, Russia and Ottoman Turkey. Although not official members
of the Congress of Berlin, delegates from Greece, Romania, Serbia and Montenegro
attended deliberations which concerned their states. Bulgaria was one of the areas much
discussed at the Congress, but no Bulgarian delegates were invited. The high-level delega-
tions comprised the following plenipotentiaries and envoys:

e For the United Kingdom: Benjamin Disraeli, Lord Beaconsfield, Prime Minister; the
Marquis of Salisbury, Foreign Secretary; and Lord Odo Russell, Ambassador at Berlin.

e For Germany and Prussia: Otto von Bismarck, Chancellor of Germany; Baron Ernst von
Biilow, Foreign Minister of Prussia; and Carl Viktor Chlodwig, Prince of Hohenlohe-
Schillingsfiirst, Ambassador at Paris.'

e For the Austro-Hungarian Empire: Gyula, Count Andrassy, Foreign Minister; Count
Alajos Kérolyi, Ambassador at Berlin; and Baron Heinrich Karl von Haymerle, Ambas-
sador at Rome.

® For France: William Henry Waddington, the Comte de Saint-Vallier, Minister of For-
eign Affairs; and Félix Hippolyte Desprez, Director, Department for Foreign Affairs.

e For Italy: Count Corti Lodovico, Foreign Minister, and Count de Launey.

e For the Russian Empire: Alexander, Prince Gorchakov, Foreign Minister; Count Pyotr
Shuvalov, Ambassador to the Court of St James's; and Paul d'Oubril, Ambassador at
Berlin.

e For the Ottoman Empire: Alexander Karatheodori Pasha, Minister of Public Works;
Mehmed Ali Pasha, Field Marshal of the Ottoman Armies; and Sadullah Rami Pasha,
Ambassador at Berlin.

As may be observed, the flower of European diplomatic statesmanship of the time was
represented at the Congress of Berlin. Available biographies of the plenipotentiaries,
including Bismarck, who was the host, Disraeli, who subtly pulled the strings behind many
curtains, and most of the other distinguished personalities would fill several shelves of a
good library. Therefore, the objective in the present article is to provide information about
the lives and careers of the plenipotentiaries of the Ottoman Turkish delegation, who are
relatively far less known.

Alexander Karatheodori'? was born in Istanbul in 1833. His father, Stefanos Karatheo-
dori,”® was Physician to the Ottoman Palace, and he could read and write many lan-
guages. On completion of his early education the young Alexander joined the Chamber of
Interpreters'® attached to the Sublime Porte at the age of 19. After a couple of years, Kara-
todori left for Paris, where he studied literature, mathematics'® and the law'® before
returning to Istanbul in 1860. After passing some busy years working as a legal adviser, a
lecturer as well as a civil servant, Karatodori was sent to the Ottoman Embassy in Berlin in
1865 as Chargé d'Affaires where he stayed about two years. As a result of the revolt in
Crete, a commission was sent to the island under the chairmanship of Ali Pasha,'” and Kar-
atodori was seconded to this commission as Adviser. The commission drew up a Charter
for the Province of Crete, and Karatodori was chosen to go to Crete in October 1867 to
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kademe ilerliyerek, Osmanli Devleti'nin taksimi I. Diinya savasg:t so-
nunda gergeklestirildi. Fakat sark meselesi bitmedi. Bugiin Osmanh g

hakimiyetinde bulunmug bdélgelerde cereyan eden bir cok devletler- - o Barlin ~ Ly,
arasi meseleleri, sark meselesinin hir devami olarak kabul edebi- ‘
liriz,

'THE SECRET REPORT ON THE CONGRESS OF BERLIN

HWauvh TATIRLABDIKT A% Roderic H. Davison

gones GELEm DOKla

. ! ) ; In 1919 a French writer, Bertrand Bareilles, published a small
;'i Z %@iﬁ;&g 1993 book entitled Le Rapport secret sur le Congrés de Berlin adressé a
' ‘ la 8. Porte par Karathéodory Pacha, premier plénipotentiaire ot-
toman (Paris, Editions Bossard, 197 pages). The two introductory
chapters by Bareilles are of no importance. But the rest of the book,
from page 65 to page 195, is a description from the Ottoman view-
point of the negotiations at the Congress of Berlin, which met bet-
ween June 13 and July 13, 1878. If it is authentic, this description is
of great value to historians of the Ottoman Empire, of European
diplomacy, and of the KEastern Question. Although the Rapport
secret has been used by historians, its authenticity has not, to the
present time, been determined. Now, a combination of evidence,
some of it only recently available, makes possible a reasonable
judgment as to whether the Rapport is genuine or not*.

The value of the report, if it is genuine, lies in the fact that its
author was himself one of the leading participants in this major
international Congress. Aleksandr Karatodori Paga (Alexandre
Carathéodory) was head of the Ottoman delegation; the other Ot-
toman plenipotentiaries were Field Marshal (Macarli) Mehmed Ali

* The author is grateful to the Government of Turkey for permission
to do research in the Bagbakanlik Argivi and in the Dz@-Igleri Bakanlhigh Ha-
zine-i Evrak. His thanks are also due to the Social Science Research Council,
to the American Research Institute in Turggéy, to the George Washington Uni-
versity, and to the John Simon Guggenheim ‘Memorial Foundation for much
assistance. :
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he had explicit orders from the Western Bureau to do so. Upon arriving in Greece
and hearing the account firsthand from Hagopian, however, he was inclined to
pardon him, although the Western Bureau considered him responsible for the
arrests. Hagopian was ousted from the ARF by decision of the Fourth General
Congress in 1907 but later rejoined the party and held important positions dur-
ing the second constitutional period in the Otroman Empire. See also Hrarch
Dasnabedian, ed., Nizter Ho. Hee. Tashnagtsutian Badmutian Hamar, 256—57.
These post-facto documents from the ARF Archives make it clear that the Izmir
operation was designed to atrack European interests if the assassination failed
and a new wave of massacres ensued. Rosdom [Sdepan Zorian], however, is very
critical of the organizers of the Izmir event. Apparently the secrecy of the opera-
tion was compromised (hence the Ottoman intelligence’s knowledge of it), and
Rosdom was furious about it. See also BOA-Y1ldiz Tasnifi-Sadarer Hususi Maru-
zat Evraki-309-494-43, Atinada Va Pirede Derdest Edilen 8 Ermeniler Haklanda
(Regarding the eight Armenians who were apprehended in Athens and Piraeus).
Pamboukian, Nyuzer Ho. Hi. Ta. Badmutyan Hamar, 95—107. These pages contain
several documents showing the desperate situation of ARF members in Izmir
when the bombing plot code-named “Vosgehank” (Gold Mine: the revolutionary
name given to [zmir) was uncovered by the police. This resulted in the total dis-
integration of the local ARF organization. Scores of its leaders were imprisoned,
while the rest escaped to Egypt and the Balkans.

Malkhas, dbrumner, 382—8s; FO 424.210.65, Cumberbatch to O’Conor, Smyrna,
August 1, 1906, No. 53, enclosure 1 in O’Conor to Grey, Therapia, August 10, 1906,
No. 547 in FO 424/210/2834.0. This document contains detailed reports on the
findings in regard to the Smyrna bomb affair. The document states that it was an
AREF operation and that prisoners were tortured to extract information. According
to Cumberbatch, it was “sham justice”

FO 424.210.65, Nos. 386—91.

FO 424/216/29302, No. 81, Lowther to Grey, Therapia, August 18, 1908, No. 498.
FO 424/216/29295, No. 79, Lowther to Grey, Therapia, August 18, 1908, No. 491.
FO 424/216, No. 140, Lowther to Grey, Therapia, September 20, 1908, No. s90.
FO 424/216/n, No. 140, Safrastian to Shipley, Bidis, September 1, 1908, enclosure
to Lowther to Grey, Therapia, September 20, 1908, No. s90.

Der Minassian, Hay Heghapokbagani, 390—94.
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'Template for Destruction

The Congress of Berlin and the Evolution

of Ottoman Counterinsurgency Practices

Edward J. Erickson

RECASTING THE STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENT

“The Berlin Peace Treaty recast the Ottoman Balkan possessions in sucha
way that it was not militarily feasible to defend them against either foreign
aggression or internal insurrection.”” In spite of this, Bismarck’s Congress
of Berlin treaty signed on July 13, 1878, had a profound effect on the mili-
tary posture of the Ottoman Empire as it entered the twentieth century,
particularly with regard to its military deployment and operations. After
1878 the recast situation in the Balkans forced the Ottoman Empire to
dedicate more and more of its scarce military resources toward the de-
fense of the Balkans. This outcome was largely due to the vulnerable geo-
graphic position of the Ottomans’ remaining Balkan provinces imposed
by the Congress of Berlin and by the increasingly strident and dangerous
insurgent activities that the agreement seemed to encourage. This paper
explores the relationship between the Congress of Berlin and the evolu-
tion of Ottoman counterinsurgency practices in the empire during the
period 1878 to 1915.

In political terms, while reducing the “Greater Bulgaria” created by the
Treaty of San Stefano, the Congress of Berlin served to create the mod-
ern country of Bulgaria, which by 1885 included the province of Eastern
Rumelia as well. The strategic consequence for the Ottomans was monu-
mentally disastrous: the new Bulgaria cut deeply into Ottoman territory
in Europe, thereby partially isolating the five western Balkan provinces of
Kosovo, Iskodra, Janina, Manastir (Macedonia), and Salonika. Moreover,

31— 357



020706

BERLIN ANTLASMASI

1 MUHAMED AHMETAJ, Berlin Kongresi ve sonuglarinin Osmanl Devleti ve Arnavutlar (izerindeki etkileri,
Uludag Universitesi, Yiiksek Lisans, 2011
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TPTOBCKUTE BPCKM - HA DPAHIUJA CO OCMAHCKATA
VIMIIEPVIJA "I MAKEIOHMJA IIO BEPJIMHCKMOT KOHIPEC

- _ Maprapura Ilemescka
Bospegen mpodecop ma Duno30Qckuor Gakyrrer — Cxomje

Ipndbatesns ox Penaxmyjata Ha 29. I 1991

@dpaHIMja IPBA OF EBPOICKUTE 3€MjU CTanmuia BO KOHTAKT CO
Oc¢manckara nMmnépuja. Taa pauo ja omeHmia BaKHOCTZ Ha Vimnepu-
jaTa 33 HEj3MHOTO MOIMTHYKO I CKOHOMCKO BIIMjaHWeE Ha OBa MOApay-
je. Ommuture mMHTEpECcH BO Gopba opoTus ABCTDMja TO HaTepale Cyi-
TAHOT Jla CKIy4M CO (DPAHIYCKMOT Kpan Dpascoa I, B0 hespyapu
1535 rogmma, , Jiororop 3a MUp, NOPUjATEICTBO ¥ Tprosuja“.! Toa ce
TaxaHapeueHUTe KaOMTYIaLlyu,> CO KOM € CO3XaHeH COjy3 Ha oCMaH-
CKUTE CYATaHM CO (PPAHIYCKUTE KpalleBy 3a Gopba mpoTus Apyrure
kpancrea. OBOj JOTOBOP COXDKU M pex ADyTM upuspnerun Ha Ppau-
Lysure Bo OCMaHCKaTa uMiepuja. '

** Bo TpuecerTHTe U qeTupueceTIure roguuan Ha XVIII Bex zamou-
BaJI0. IOM3PA3NTO Ja C¢ CO3ZaBa 3aBMCHOCT HAa Typmmja on roixemute
€BDOIICKM CWJIM, TIPENMMHO Ha Anrmuja u @pasnuja. Vimnepujara so
Jmmero- Ha -AHMMja u DpaHmyja TH BUAEAA CBOMTE COjy3RMUM IpO-
THB Pycmja, xoja-Bo 0BOj mepmox 6una riasen OPOTUBHUK. Tprosumure
Ea (Ppannyja, Arrmja u Xonamauja nobume romemiu NPUBMIETUM HA
Victor. Hus, Vimmepujata um cayReia Kake MOCT 3a OEP3YBame CO
VICTOK, OCOGEHO IO NMPOHAOFAKETO Ha nmator 3a Vupgumja. OBoj moct

P

HUM MM HOCEN 3HAYAjHM HPUXOAM.

't A . Hosudes, Typrus. Kparka mcropua, Mocksa, 1965, 30.
¥ Kanurynanuja poafa 0f JATHHCKOT 360p ,capitul®, mro 3HauM riaBa.
Bo mommTiraKaTa TEPMUHONOTH]A .HOX KAWTYJIANMja CE O3HAUYBAAT CUTE IpUBUIE-
¥ 1iTOTGune pameHit ma ®paniuja o7 crpaHa ma Typiuja. IIOHEKOTam co Toa
VIME Ce” OSHAYYBAAT MOKYMEHTHUTE IITO I'i YCTAHOBYBAAT ¥ TAPAHTUDAAT THE IIpa-
Ba (A K. Jlonckanos, Karmurynaimure. Tepmommuecko crmcanme Ha GBATAPCKOTO-
KHIREBHD. IDYXKECTBO BEH CpERelrs, Cpemers, ku. XVIII, 1885 55. -
3 A. O. Hoswryes, IMT. AEN0, 53.
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War and Diplomacy

The Russo-Turkish War of 18771878
and the Treaty of Berlin
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Muslim and Orthodox Resistance against
the Berlin Peace Treaty in the Balkans

Mebmet Hacisalibo &l

INTRODUCTION

The Treaty of Berlin led to different reactions by the population in the
central and western Balkans. It radically changed the status quo of south-
castern Europe and affected different population groups in both a positive
and negative manner. Several examples of armed reactions in the Balkans
can be cited, as in Thrace, Macedonia, Albania, and Bosnia—Hercegovina.
We cannot put all these cases in the same category, however; aside from
the Treaty of Berlin, many other factors lay at the origins of these reactions.
It would be more precise to see these cases as reactions against a series of
developments in the 1870s, of which the Treaty of Berlin was one of the
most important triggering factors.

Some of the revolts dealt with in this paper have been well researched
in the national historiographies of the Balkan states.' The Albanian reac-
tion to the Treaty of Berlin has been studied in detail, particularly in the
context of the Albanian national movement. The revolts in Macedonia (in
Kresna and Razlog) have also been well researched in the context of the
Macedonian question in Bulgaria and Macedonia, The Muslim resistance
in Thrace has not been explored much in scholarly writing, however, with
the exception of some studies made in Turkey. This paper focuses on these
three cases of resistance. Because of its limited scope, it does not cover the
resistance in Bosnia and Hercegovina.

It is important to note that the Treaty of Berlin was the result of a
series of revolts, wars, and even treaties in the Balkans, which have been
called the “Eastern Question.” The revolts in Hercegovina in 1875, the
Serbo-Ottoman War of 1876, the Bulgarian revolt (the April Uprising) in
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@Lo%oé) Ger N Ang-

Bayram Bayraktar®

20 Subat 2018

MADDE YAYIMLANDIKTAN
SONRA GELEN DOKUMAN

Osmanh Imparatorlugu Tkinci Megru-
tiyet hareketiyle yeni bir dénemece girerken
Geng Tiirk Thtilalini yapanlar, Istibdat yone-
timine son vermis olmakla birlikte hitrriyet,
megrutiyet ve Kanun-1 FEsasi sloganlariyla
Tiirkler, Araplat, Yabudiler, Rumlar, Sirplar,
Bulgarlar, Ermeniler ve digerlerini Osmanlt
vatandaghgs ortak paydasinda bitlegtirecekle-
rini diigtinfiyorlards®.

Bununla bﬁﬁkte gok gecmeden bu -

diigiinceyi 4deta yalanlarcasma 1910 yiln-
da zuhur eden Arnavutluk isyant ve Ermeni
Tagnaklarn Dopu Anadolu’daki egliyalik
hareketleri?, imparatorlugun ne tir i¢ so-
runlarla yiiz yiize geldigini ve bu sorunlart
¢oziimlemede zorlandigmin sinyallerini ve-
riyordu. Imparatorluk 1911 Trablusgarp ve

19121913 Balkan savaglan ile biiyiik sarsin-
tilar gegiriyordu ki, Ermeni eglyaliguun ve
Rus Empetyalizminin tehdidi altinda kalan
Dogu Anadolu’da 1882 verilerine gore?, top-
lam ntifusu 276.990 ve Ermeni niifusunun

" ise 107.804 olan Bitlis gehrinde, 19-21 Mart

1914 tarihlerinde geriatct nitelikte bir Kiirt
ayaklanmasi meydana geldi.

Dénemin basmnina yanstyan bilgilere
gore* sayllarmmn 2.000 kadar tahmin olun-
dugu ayaklanmacilar, insan malzemelerinin
merkezi Hizan olmak iizere Bitlis, Mekr, Ge-
vag, Kargegan, Varto ve Mutki ilgelerinde ya-
sayan egitimsiz kdy ¢ocuklarindan oluguyor-
lardi. Liderleri ise bir tarikat geyhi ve toprak
sahibi olan Molla Selim, Seyh Sehabeddin ve
Seyyid Ali gibi niifuz sahibi kimselerdi.

Isyarin megrutiyetci Osmanl yéneti-
mine tepki olarak gdsterilmesinin yaninda,
gercekte daha farkl: bir boyutu goz ard: edil-
memeliydi. Bu baglamda Osmanl hitkime-
tinin Dogu Anadolu’da gerceklestirmek iste-
digi sosyal ve idari nitelikli reformlar sonucu
cikarlars baltalanacak olan geyhlerin ve beyle-
tin tepkisiydi ayaklanma’®. Ayrica ‘ayaklanma-
y1 Rusya, Bitlis konsolosu matifetiyle kigkurt-
ougté, Bir baskin geklinde baglayan ve Bitlis
sehri iginde iki glin devam eden ayaklanma,
hiiktimet kuvvetlerince bastinilir ve asilerin
elebagllarmdan bazlart Bitlis Rus Konso-
loslugu’na iltica edetler’; diger elebagilar ise
“Divan- Orfi”de yargilanarak idam edilirler®.

1914 Bitlis Ayaklanmasina neden ola-
ek géstetilen sosyal, idari ve askeri mahiyet
tagtyan reformlar, aslinda dogrudan Ermeni

(*) Prof Dr, DEU Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Tarib Bolgnsii Tarkiye Cumburi-
yeti Taribi Anabilin Dals.

(**) Makale, “1914 Bitlis Ayaklanmas:™, Beginci Askeri Tarib Semineri
I, Genelkurmay Bagkanligt ATASE Yaymy, Antkara 1996, 5. 215-
225'de yayumlanmigtir. .

(1) Standford j. Shaw, Ezel Kural Shaw; Osranls Inmparatorlugu ve Mo-
dem Tirkiye, C. 11, E Yaymlar, Istanbul 1993, 5. 330.

(2) Shaw, Oswsaniy...,s. 346.

(3) Shaw, Omrants..., s. 346.

(4) Abenk, 26 Mast 1914,

(5) Abenk, 26 Mart 1914; Tanén, 5 Nisan 1914.

(6) Abenk, 31 Mart, 4-5 Nisan 1914.

(7} Salahi R. Sonyel, Minorities And Destruction Of Ottorsan Empire,
Tarkish Historical Society, Ankara 1993, 5. 302-303; Cemal Pass,
Hatsralar, Selek Yayinlan, Istanbul 1959, s. 358.

(8} Sonyel, Minorities..., s. 303.
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pressure was put on these regimes to represent the interests of locals. A copy of the
original document in the Montenegrin National Archives used for this study can
be found in the Albanian Historical Institute in Tirana: Document number ATH
836/s1, Comumission Agreement with Seven Articles, dated July 12, 1884.

. Russian money helped build up the infrastructure of the frontier regions, improv-

ing roads and constructing bridges to cut the travel time berween the highlands

and the coast by days. See an example of such construction at Irjanica near Plava in

BBA, YMTYV 70/174, copy of telegram from Vali Farik Edhem Paga, 28 Rebiyiila-
hir 1310 [June 20, 1892].

ASMAE, Serie A Affairi Politici (1881—91) Busra 1, F 1889, no. 145/82, Consul to
Foreign Minister, dated Scutari, April 15, 1889.

For evidence of Ulgin’s growing significance in regional trade, see a number of
protocols written between Montenegrin and Ottoman officials outlining the bor-
derlines. BBA, HR.SYS 861/1, communiqué number 131, Radovig to Cavid Paga,
February 17, 1886.

A detailed report on the upper regions of Malési reveals how goods passed through
the porous borders with considerable economic loss for the Ottoman state. BBA,
YPRK.MYD 6/14, 4 Cemaziyelahir 1304 [March 1, 1887].

Details of this particular kind of transaction may be found in Isa Blumi, “Thwart-
ing the Ottoman Empire: Smuggling through the Empire’s New Frontiers in
Ottoman Yemen and Albania, 1878—1910”

This desire to draw Ottoman trade to Montenegrin-controlled ports was mani-
fested in the proposed plan to construct a railway line connecting Montenegro’s
other port, Antivari, to Lake Shkodér. Such plans, designed by an Iralian firm,
clearly worried Otroman officials. BBA, YA.RES 132/30, Ministry of Trade report
no. 99, 15 Cemaziyelahir 1323 [August 18, 1905].

For thorough discussions on how the region was to be integrated politically with
the empire, see BBA, Y PRK.MYD 2/1, 5 Rebiyiilahir 1298 [March 8, 1881], and
BBA, Y.PRK.MYD 2/15, 26 Zilhicce 1298 [November 21, 1881].

ASMAE, Serie P Politica (1891~1916), Busta 666, no. 19863/29, Foreign Ministry
to Consul Leoni in Scutari, dated Rome, March 3, 1904.
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A Reassessment of the Macedonian

Question, 1878—1908 Naliedsn

AoaHeg wapat

.‘.«2}@«5‘" L -
Giil Tokay

The Berlin Congress and the treaty that followed were mainly designed to
ease the international tension that occurred following the Turco-Russian
War of 1877—78 and to safeguard European peace as longas circumstances
permitted. The congress left many unresolved local disputes for future ar-
rangements, however, and no doubt brought further complications to the
region.!

One of the major issues left for future arrangements was the Christian
reforms: the Macedonian reforms in Europe and Armenian reforms in
the eastern provinces of the Ottoman Empire. In both cases European
intervention under the guise of “reforms” no doubt brought complica-
tions, not only by further weakening the Ottoman administration but
also by encouraging the communities involved to take advantage of the
fortuitous circumstances to express their national aspirations. A distinc-
tion must be drawn, however, between the European reforms undertaken
by the Ottoman statesmen internally, with a view to regenerating the em-
pire, and those imposed on the Ottomans by the European powers. While
reforms initiated by the Ottomans were making progress during the late
nineteenth century, the same authorities were trying to obstruct the Fu-
ropeans’ projects. The Ottoman authorities always saw in these schemes
an element that might challenge the territorial integrity of the empire.”
Moreover, the border disputes, the refugee question, and the future of
those Muslims and Christians who had been separated from their kin by
the Treaty of Berlin all became major causes of regional conflicts.

Following the Treaty, however, the Ottomans believed that the sur-
vival of the empire depended upon the preservation of their remaining
territories in the Balkans. The Bulgarians, who had lost Macedonia at Ber-
lin, also had serious ambhitions in these territories,which they viewed asan
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Vom Berliner Kongref bis zur Konferenz von Lausanne

L

Jerzt im dritten Jahrgang: i 1
' j,ﬁ Mevoittv(1878-1923): Hohepunkt und Ende der Orientalischen Frage

Nahost Jahrbuch Kok
Nahost Jahrbuch 1989

Politik, Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft in Nordafrika und dem
Nahen und Mittleren Osten

!

H

von Prof. Dr. Klaus-Detlev Grothusen, Universitat Hamburg ‘
“Hartia A AN Zpma D |

“\ez2— AArV2zemasy
Pt e Bt

‘Herausgeber: Deutsches Orient Institut —
Thomas Koszinowski/Hanspeter Matthes
1220 Seiten. Kart. 29,— DM. ISBN: 3-8100-0831-1

Zum Buch:

Nachdem mit dem Handbuch Naher
und Mittlerer Osten eine grundle-
gende Einfihrung in diesen geogra-
phischen Raum geboten wird, liefert
das Jahrbuch Nahost die jahrlich ak-
tualisierte Fortsetzung der Linder-
beitrige dieses Handbuches.

Zusdtzlich zu den iber zwanzig
Linderanalysen mit Angaben zu den
politischen, dkonomischen und so-
zialen Verinderungen und Entwick-
lungen innerhalb des Berichtsjahres,
stets ergdnzt durch eine ausfihrliche
Chronologic, wird in einem zweilen
Abschnitt auf wichtige regional-
politische Konflikte, Ereignisse und
Entwicklungen eingegangen.

Zusammen mit den Hinweisen auf
zentrale Dokumente (Ventrige, Re-
den) und der Bibliographie mit den
neuesten  Publikationen zum Be-
richtszeitraum entsteht so ein Nach-
schlagewerk, das Studenten und

Lehrern ebenso wie Joumnalisten,

Geschiftsleuten oder interessierien
Touristen einen Uberblick iiber die
wichtigsten Ereignisse in die Hand
gibt und die Informationen zur Ta-

gespolitik in den strukturellen Kon-
text stellt.

Aus dem Inhals:

L Uberblicke

Deutsch-arabische Bezichungen —
Uberblick Politik — Uberblick Wirt-
schaft — Gesamichronologie

Il. Lander/Organisationen

Agypten — Afghanistan — Algericn
— Golfstaaten — Irak ~— Iran — Is-
racl — Jemen (Nord) — Jemen (Siid)
— Jordanien — Libanon — Libyen
~ Marokko — Mauretanien — Puki-
stan — Saudiarabien — Sudan — Sy-
rien — Tirkei — Tunesien — West-
sahara Arabische Liga — GCC -
OIK — PLO

lil. Konflikie und gesellschafiliche
Entwicklungen (Beispiel Jahr-
buch 1988)

Intifada — der Aufstand der Palisti-

nenser in den von lsrael besetzten

Gebieten — Goifkrieg-Ende — Das

Genfer Abkommen zum Afghani-

stankonflikt — Nutzung der Sonnen-

encrgie im arablichen Raum —

Wirtschaftsreform i Maghreb

Leske + Budrich

Der Oktober des Jahres 1988 erscheint in ungewdhnlicher Weise giinstig, um
iiber die letzte Phase der Orientalischen Frage zu sprechen, d.h. iiber dic Zeit
vom Berliner Kongref§ 1878 bis zum Lausanner Vertrag 1923. Dicse Aussage
gilt unter der Voraussetzung, daf Percy Ernst Schramms Vorschlag auch heute
noch Gehor findet, der Historiker brauche ,,Merknigel*, um sich im Dickicht
historischer Vielfaltigkeit zurecht zu finden. Wird dies akzeptiert, s0 seien
drei ,,Merknigel" angeboten, anhand derer sich das hier zu behandelnde
Thema allerdings leicht transparent machen laft:

— am 29. Oktober 1898, d.h. vor — fast — genau 90 Jahren zog Wilheim II.
als Hohepunkt seiner zweiten Reise ins Osmanische Reich feierlich in Je-
rusalem ein, was als sinnkriftiges Symbol filr die Ubernahme einer unmit-
telbaren Leitfunktion in der Orientalischen Frage durch Deutschland ge-
werlet werden kann;

— in der Nacht vom 28. auf den 29. Oktober 1914, also vor 74 Jahren, begann
der Angriff der osmanischen Schwarzmeerflotie (unter Teilnahme der kurz
zuvor noch deutschen Schiffe ,Goeben' und ,,Breslau® sowie unter Fih-
rung des deutschen Admirals Souchon) auf sildrussische Hifen, was
gleichbedeutend ist mit dem Kriegseintritt des Osmanischen Reiches in
den Ersten Weltkricg und dem endgiiltigen Anfang vom Ende des Reichs
und damit auch der Orientalischen Frage;

— am 29. Oktober 1923, also vor 65 Jahren, wurde die Republik Tirkei mit
ihrem ersten Prisidenten, Mustafa Kemal (seit 1934 Atailirk) proklamiert.
Nach 1453 begann damit zum zweiten Mal eine Epoche der , Tirkei in Eu-
ropa*, diesmal unter dem Vorzeichen cines tiirkischen Nationalstaates.

Die eben gewiihlte Formulierung, dafi sowohl die Zeit von 1453 bis 1923 als
auch diejenige von 1923 bis heute unter das Rubrum ,,Die Tiirkei in Europa’
zu stellen sei, ist dabei die Ausgangsthese des folgenden Beitrages zur lewzien
Phase der Orientalischen Frage: es geht um europiische Geschichie und nicht
um orientalische (wie immer diese definiert sein moge). Winfried Bawmgarts
im Prinzip ohne Zweifel richtige Charakterisierung der Orientalischen Frage
— ,Von den sogenannten internationalen ,Fragen’ der neueren Geschichte ist
die Orientalische Frage sicherlich die merkwiirdigste, langwierigsie und fol-
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eden hususlara matGf olarak sehirlere
giriyor, yerli halkin ahlakini tetkik e-
diyvorum, Saraylara giriyor, hiikiimet
edenlerin hareket hatlarimmi gdzetliyo-
rum, ¥Karlarda, ovalarda dolasiyor, ¢ift-
cilerin  hayat sartlarm inceliyorurm,
Her torafta gasp ve tahrip, zullim ve
oeIaTet gorerek kalbim wveis ve infialden
sikihiyordu.

Hergiin yolumun zerinde terkedilmis
tarlalar, bos kOyler, harap sehirler bu-
lurdurn, Cok defa eski &bideler,  ma-
bedler, saraylar, kaleler enkazing tesa-
dif ederdim, Stitunlar, su kemerleri, me-
zarlar.. Iste bu hazin goriinilg zihnimi,
gecmis zamanlar: derin derin diiglinme-
ye sevketti ve benlifimde Onemli dit-
slincelerin dogmasina sebep oldu.

- Asi nehri kenarindaki Hums sehrine
geldim. Col icindeki Tedmiir sehrine yak
lagmig oldugumdan o kadar medh-i  se-
na edilen &bidelerini bizzat gérmeye ka-
rar verdim. Uc giin 1ss1z, bombos ¢dller
icinde ylriylsten sonra mez=rlarla do-
lu vadiyi gegerek diizliige ciktigim za-
man birdenbire ovada harabelerin hay-
ret verici manzarasiyle kargilastim. Bu,
parklarimizin agacgl:  yollarinda oldugu
gibi ali ve muhtesem sayisiz dikili si-
tunlarin ¢oklugundan ibaret bir gbrii-
niigtly, Gozlin alabildigine, yekdigerine
karsi siralarla sliriip gidiyordu, Bu sii-
tunlar arasinda, bir takim kémilen,
digerleri yar: yikilnus buyilik, muhte-
sem binalar bulunuyordu, Arazinin her
tarafina, hepsi beyaz mermerden sacak,
stitunbaghgi, gbdvdeleri ve bunlara ben-
zer kalmmtilar serpistirilmisti, Harabe-
ler boyunca {ic ¢ceyrek saat yuriliyiisten
sonra vaktiyle giines namina yapilms
bir mabed olan muazzam binanin avlu-
suna girdim, Mabedin giris verine ku-
lubeler yapmis fakir Arap koyliilerinin
‘konukseverligiyle kabul edildim, Bu de-
rece cok ve zengin eserlerin ulviyet ne-
fasetini tetkik icin orada Dbirkac gin
kalm=ya karar verdim.

Hergiin ovay: kaplayan abidelerin bir-
kacin: zivaret icin evden cikardim. Bir
aksam. zihnim -diistincelere dalmig ol-
dusu halde mezarlar vadisine dogru i-
Jerledim. Vadiyi ¢evreleyen tepelere cik-
tim ki. oralardan géz, har~belerin umu-
mi hey‘etini ve c6liin nihayetsiz uza-
msmi def’aten goriiyordu, Gulnes bat-
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mak iizere 1& Penbe bir sisin izleri,
Suriye daglanmn uzak ufuklarinda
belli idi. Doguda bedir halinde ay ma-
vimtrak bir zemin {izerinde Firat’in diiz
kenarlarinda ylkselivordu. Gk saf,
hava sakin ve berrak idi, Glnegin ¢I-
glin 1sikiam, karanh@in dehsetini fadil
ediyordu. gecenin henliz baglayan serin-
ligi, kizgin topragin hararetini teskin
ediyordu. . Cobanlar develerini getiri-
vorlardi, Gz yeknesak ve sincabi ova-
da artik hic hareket gérmiyordu, Coél-
de derin bir sessizlik hikiim sirtyor,
valmz uzun fasilalarla gece kuslarinin
ve cakallarin hiizlin verici sesleri igiti-
liyordu. Karanhik c¢okiiyor, nazarlarim
bagka bir sey segemiyordu. Bu yerler,
bu aslide aksam, bu muhtesem sahne
zihnimde dini diislinceler tecelli ettirdi.
Cokmils muazzam bir medeniyetin
son izleri, gecmis zamanlarin hatirasi,
bunlarla bugliniin mukayesesi.., Biitiin
bunlar zihnimi yitksek diisiincelere sev-
kediyordu. Bir slitunun govdecigine o-
turdum. Dirsegimi dizime, basimu elime
dayamis oldugum halde gbzlerimi kah
cble geviriyor, kdh harabelere tesbit
ederek derin dilgiincelere daliyordum.

Kendime hitaben soyliiyorum. Bura-
da, vaktiyle zengin ve miireffeh bir ge-
hir viicut bulmustu. Burast sevketli ve
kudretli bir saltanatin bagsehri idi, E-
vet, simdi bu kadar tenha clan bu yerle-
ri, vaktiyle canli bir kalabalik negelen-
diriyordu, ¢aliskan bir halk bugiin 1ssiz
olan yollarda kaynasiyordu. Bu duvar-
lar - ki simdi hiiziin verici bir sessizlik
hitklim stirmektedir - hi¢c durmayan sa-
nat velveleleri, seving ve zevk avazeleri
¢inhiyordu. Bu yigilmus mermerler, o
zaman saraylar teskil ediyorlardi. Yi-
kilmig stitunlar mabedlerin  ihtigamma
delalet ediyordu.

Gelecek Sayida

Nicin bu hale gelmis ?

Mukaddes topraklarm
perisan hali.

® Mazinin distindirdiikieri.

Fanilere sualler. S

Berlin kongresi, tarihlerimize “1293 seferi” diye gecen o meg'um 1877 - 1878 Osman-
I - Moskof savasindaki aZir yenilgilerimizin bedeli olarak vatanmm en giizel kbselerinin
elimizden alinigim tescil etmisti, Fakat bu kayiblarinnz, Aya - Stefanos (buglinkli Yesil-
kdy) de imzalanan o korkung miitarekeye gire elbette “hafif” ti : Ciinkdi, dteki haris
miraseilar, HASTA ADAM dedikleri imparatorlugumuzun zengin. varhg: iizerinde sadece
Slaviarn gormek isterniyoriardi. Zatem Bismark’a, kongreyl toplatan sebeb de, sadece bu
his idi ve Ingiitere de o buhran giinlerinde Hibris’i alivermisti !

Yukandaki klisede, Berlin muahedesinin Busya lehine tescil ettigi Tiirk Batum’'un
kiyilarindan bir kigeyi doksan sene Snceki hali ile gisteriyor.

90. yi!dénUmUﬂd

er

ahedesinin

Yazan : Cemal KUTAY

Mahmut Celaleddin Paga, Sultan A-
ziz - Sultan Murad - Sultan Ikinci Ab-
diilhamid devirlerini, bz boliimleriyle
bakir vesikalara baglyarak -anlatan
Mirat-1 Hakikatinde, Ingiliz Biyiikelgi-
si 86r Henri Layard'in Kibris'in Ingiliz
idaresine savassiz ve gbniil rizasiyle ve-
rilmesini istiyen iltimatomuna Kkars:,
Hariciye Nazir1 Mehmet Esad Saffet Pa-
sanm EMANET in teslim tarihini tesbit
etmek istemesi lizerine gbyle bagirdigi-
n1 anlatir :

“_ Eer Devlet-i Aliyye su karara
muhalefet eyler ise, perisan olur. Sizler,
Berlinde toplanacak sulh kongresine -

mid bagladimz, Ayastefanos (bliglinki
Yesgilk8y) de imzaladigimz sulh ile zaten
istiklalinizi kaybettiniz. Rusyanmn ha-
kimiyeti altina girdiniz, Bu tahakkiim-
den kurtulmak timidiniz anecak bizim
yardimimiza baghdir. Yoksa ¥Kibrs da,
diger kaybettiginiz beldeler gibi Rus-
yanin idaresine gecer. Haysiyetinizi
muhafaza etmek istiyorsamiz Kibrisin
idaresini goniil rizasiyla verirsiniz, Ak-
si takdirde Besigede istim iizerine bek-
liyen donanmamiz Adayi cebren alir ve
bizi de Rusya’nin yaninda bulursunuz!.”

O meshur KIBRIS ANTLASMASI bu
azarlayisdan yirmi d6rt saat sonra, 4
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Konferanslar:

100. YILDONUMU MUNASEBETIYLE
BERLIN KONGRESI
HAKKINDA BAZI DUSUNCELER *

Prof. Dr. BEKIR SITKI BAYKAL

Sayin Konuklarimiz,

Gegtigimiz 1978 yili sonbaharinda Berlin Kongresi’nin 100, yihi
miinasebetiyle Avrupa’'mn birkag yerinde bilimsel nitelikte toplantilar
diizenlendi. Bildigim kadanyla bunlardan ikisi Almanya’da Miinih ve
Mainz’de ve biri de Yugoslavya’da Sarayevo yani bizim Saraybosna’da
yapildi. Almanya’da yapilanlardan birine Tirkiye adina bir arkadagimizla
birlikte gitmemiz s6z konusu oldu; fakat sonra bu gergeklesmedi. Ben yalniz
Yugoslav, daha dogrusu Bosna Akademisi’nin daveti iizerine Tiirk Tarih
Kurumu adina, Sarayevo’da yapilana katildim.

$unu da ilave edeyim ki, Bosnasaray’da yapilan toplant dogrudan
dogruya, konu olarak, Berlin Kongresi’'ni ele almig degildir. Fakat Berlin
Kongresi’nin bir karariyla Bosna ve Hersek’in Avusturyahlar tarafindan
isgal edilmesi ve bir de bu isgale karg yerli halkin din ve mezhep farks, wrk
farki gozetilmeksizin Hiristiyamyla, Yahudisiyle, Miislimamyla siddetle
mukavemet etmesidir. Bu direnis bu toplantumn konusuydu. Uluslararas
nitelikte delegeler geldiler ve meseleyi bu acidan enine boyuna incelediler;
ben de bu isgale kargi Osmanh Devleti’nin izledigi siyaseti aydinlatmak igin
elimden geleni yaptum.

Bu toplantuyr yakindan gordiim; fakat Almanya’da yapilan éteki
toplantlarda ne yapildigini heniiz bilmemekteyim. Buna dair bir yayin var
mudir onu da bilmiyorum. Elime gegmedi boyle bir gey. Bizden Tirkiye'yi
temsil eden arkadaglardan da heniiz bir yazi gikugini gérmedim.

Goriiyoruz ki, Berlin Kongresi’yle bashca Almanlar ilgilenmektedirler.
Almanlarm bu kongre ile ilgilenmesini dogal kabul etmek lazim gelir.
Giinkii bu kongre Almanlann yetigtirdigi en biyiik devlet adam olarak
taninan Bismark’in bir eseri, hem parlak bir eseri olmustur. Almanlar bu

* 23 Jubat 1979 tarihinde ‘Atatiirk Konferanslar® serisinde verilmigtir.
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