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from my hands the Americans neventheless opened the door to
this man. But that conversation | had had with him, where his
temperament had produced such blunt candidness, demonstrated
for me the insurmountable nature of the challenge we Taced in
the new Germany. Another and even more significant fact was
how few writers could be found who were genuinely concerned
at the pernicious persistence of Hitlente phrascology in the
duily German language. One of the best German journalists of
the time once brought me an essay denouncing the persistence
of Nazi phrases and concepts in the lunguage and demanding a
return 1o uncontaminated German. It was an excellent essay by
a man motivated by the best of intentions, but we couldn’t print
it precisely because even it was unknowingly satrated with
Hitler-German.

It would be unjust to claim that the difficulties we
faced were exclusively or even mainly due to faults on the
German side, as our greatest difficulties, of both a personal
and political nature. resulted from the behaviour of the US.
Military Government, a topic which forms the subject of the
final chapler ol this book. O

ONE HUNDRED YEARS AGO,
NOVEMBER 13, 1918:
THE LAST FALL OF “CONSTANTINOPLE™

Dr. Yusuf Turan Cetiner

| The following article was written by Yusuf Turan Cetiner
to commemorate the fall of the Ottoman capital. Istunbul. to
the British Empire a century ago. Turan Cetiner is the author
of “Turkey and the West: From Neutrality to Commitment
(University Press of America, 2015).

Istanbul - or “Constantinople™. as the British persisted
in calling it - was to be the prize held out to the Tsar for the
loan of his ‘Russian Steumroller” that would roll all the way to
Berlin. Whilst French and British armies sealed off Germany
from the West and the Royal Navy controlled the seas around
it, that Steamroller advanced from the East. However, the
Steamroller was stopped and it began to roll back, crushing
those who sent it on its way on Britain’s bidding. That left the
Tsar’s prize unclaimed and in Britain’s lap upon the winning of
its Great War. For 5 vears the British Empire held the great city
with the Royal Navy's guns trained upon it. In responsc to the
occupation Mustafa Kemal (Ataturk) removed the capital deep
o the Anatolian heartland, beyond the range of the Brinsh
Navy. He began the Turkish resurgence which saw off the
Greek and Armenian pawns and then came face to face with the
British occupation. Winston Churchill threatened war from the
Empire but then the British backed down, abandoning Istanbul
to its rightful owners. Business was soon after concluded at
Luusanne and the Royal Navy sailed away. Later, when they
started to pass across the Bosphorus, it was as if they were
sailing among a forest of steel. Then Lt. Col. Cevar heand the
following words from Mustafa Kemal: “They shall go, just as
they have come.” Thrilled with these words, Cevat replied:

“God will grant it to you my Pasha. You will drive them out.”
A smile appeared on Mustafa Kemal's face and he sad: “Let’s
7

In the article Turan Cetiner presents information not
venerally known about in this part of the world. Jrish Foreign
Affatrs is very pleased 1o present it to our readers.

Pat Waish|
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On May 29, 1453, following a siege which had begun on
April 6. “Constantinople™ fell to the Ottomans who were led
by the 2l-year-old Mchmed (the Conqucror), the seventh
Sultan of the Ouoman Empire who defeated the Byzantine
Emperor Constantine X1 Palaiologos. Since that day, the names
Islimbol. Istanbol, Istanbul and Konstantiniyve were used
interchangeably in Ottoman documents up until the Empire’s
dismantling in the immediate aftermath of the Great War.

Westerners contimued to refer to the city as “Constantinople™
well into the 20th century and most certainly during the Great
War too. After 465 years, the "Queen of Cities™ was once
again captured by the Allies when Allied armada anchored in
the Bosphorus on 13 November 1918, symbolizing the taking
over ol the city by a literally Christian coalition the members
of which always referred to Istanbul as “Constantinople™. The
inference in the continued use of the pame “Constantinople™
was that the city was rightfully part of the Chrstian World and
would be taken back at an advantageous opportunity. All the
indicators were pointing to the lact that opportunity had arrived.

The capital of the Ottoman Empire remained under Allied
occupation for nearly five years. The liberation of Istanbul by
the armies of the Nationul Assembly of Turkey, led by Mustafa
Kemal came on 6 October 1923, The way in which the Ottoman
capital was referred to was shaped by a political nostalgia and
atwisted perception of its cosmopolitan society which wasn’t a
monolithic bloc in reality. From this viewpoint, the last fall of

“Constantinople” and the liberation of 1stanbul has remained one

of the less debated issues of the Great War and it has remained
an obscure period in the aftermath of the Armistice Day.

Beginning the Great War

Britain’s gradual advancement across Ottoman territory. its
mastery of the sea and air and, finally. the occupation of the
capital, ensured the complete Allied victory over the Ottomans.
Overwhelmed by the technical superiority of the Allies,
including their mastery of the new theatre of war, the air, the
Otoman situation was desperate and the Armistice signed at
Mudros soon had the consequences of u thorough deleat

In the decades prior 1o the Great War, control or status of
those lands comprising the Ortoman Empire had been of great
importance to Britan. By the beginning of the 19th century.
facing the advances of Napoleonic France and Russia, Anglo-
Ottomaun understanding had proven to be a plausible policy
option to achieve this objective. Despite certain departures
from this policy. such as the gaining of the possession of
Cyprus through the agreement of the Sublime Porte (Béib-1 Al
a metonym lor the central government of the Ouoman Empire)
in 1878 and the occupation of Egypt in 1882, both powers could
still reconcile their existing interests.,

Under the pressures of a chronically unpredictable political
environment, recognition and consolidation of Britain’s strategic
position in the castemn Mediterranean and Persian Gull by
means of minimum expenditure and responsibility. rested upon
protecting this status quo which was reinforeed in the aftermath
of the Crimean War. The Onoman territories represented a giant
buffer zone for Britain to be maintained against encroachment
by rival Imperialist Powers. The strategic reorientation that
Britain sovught 1o achieve in the decades before the Grear War
was basically prompted by its perception of Germany as a major
emerging rival. In view of its fast advancement into the Great
Powers” rivalry, Germany had to be confronted and this had
required Britain's rapprochement with, its traditional enemics,
France and Russia.

The Balkan Wars came about as a result of Moscow's
gaining @ new vigour once the Anglo-Russian Agreement of



1907 was made. The 1907 agreement with Britain conveyed the

impression to the Tsar that the British would no longer block -

advancement as they had in the time of Disracli, through treat
of war. The Russiun Foreign Minister concluded that it was the
right time to drive the Turks from Europe and the Austrians
from the Balkans. The Russian intentions were duly noted by
the Sublime Porte, yet. there was litle room for any manocuvre
as the Empire was under a great strain after the Libyan war and
having lost its British ally there was no hope of assistance from
abroad.

The Ottoman Empire was entering a peniod of change
prompted by the need to respond to the forces of nationalism
that were bringing the modem world ol Western Europe
to its doorstep. It was Young Turks — Les Turc Jeunes or as
said n Turkish, Jon Tiirkler, a coalition of reform groups that
led a revolutionary movement against the régime of Sultan
Abdiilhamid 11 in 1908, who, under the shadow of his twice
closure of the Otoman Parliament in 1877 and 1878 ' was
targeted by the Committee of Union und Progress (CUP).

The CUP was the political grouping of Young Turks, a
strongly opintonated movement that sought to adopt elements
of European nationalism to help bolster the Ottoman Empire
against the external and internal threats that confronted it. The
threats were symbolised by the Reval meeting of King Edward
and Tsar Nicholas II in June 1908, as well as by various signs
and suggestions of decline of the Ottoman Empire. The coming
o power of the CUP in 1908 n a bloodless revolution and
the formation of a new administration under the reinstated
Constitution of 1876 constitutional monarchy began a serious
attempt at modernization of the Empire.

When the Young Turks restored the parliamentary monarchy
in 1908, Britain had a new opportunity to ameliorate its
relations with the Sublime Porte. The CUP considered the
Ottoman Empire as potentially “Japan of the Near East” * and
expected that Britain would adhere 1o an alliance with the Porte
just as it did with Tokyo in 1902, In 1909, when this proposal
was made to Edward Grey, the Bntish Foreign Secretary,
turned it down because he could not risk alienating Russia and
possibly driving it into a rapprochement with Germany. * The
agreement with Russia had made the restoration of previous
Ouoman-British relations less desirable than ever. Russia was
the staunch enemy of the Sublime Porte. while its alliance with
London was extremely important in order to push Germany out
of the Great Power equilibrium, That saud. this was certainly a
just one part of a complicated pattern of rivalnes and fears that
culminated in the outbreak of the Great War.

The Early War Years and Air Targeting of “Queen of
Cities™

By the spring of 19135, the war had stalled into a static trench
warfare in the European theatre and the British War Cabinet
wits convinced that through attacking the eastem {lank of the
Central Powers, enemy forces would drain from the Western
Front, making a breakthrough possible. However, assaull
on Gallipoli prove to be a poorly planned operation, which,
stimulated another campaign in Mesopotania.

| Kemal 1 Karpat, The Politicization of Ivlem (NY, Oxtord
University Press, 2001). p. 166

2 Grey W Lowther. November 130 1908 (Private). Sir
(Viscount) Grey's Private Papers, Turkey 19051910, PRO/A O, 80079
3 Feros Ahmad. “Gremt Britam's Relations with the Young

Turks, 190819147 Middle Fastern Studies. Vol 2, No_ 4, July 1966,
pp 32-329

The pendulum of war in the Middle East included the gains
and the losses of opposing empires such as defeat of the Allies
in Gallipoli, the surrender of General Charles V. F. Townshend
m Kut-cl Amara on April 29, 1916 to the Ouoman forces, us
well as the outbreak ol the Arab revolt against the Porte which
commenced on 10th June 1916, As the war intensified, Prime
Minister Asquith and the liberal imperialists were convinced
that nothing less than the dissolution of the Onoman Empire
and its division up 10 the victors in the war could justify the
sacrifices demanded of the Allied publics. As such, former
considerations on the decentralization to be imposed upon
Istanbul to give Turkey some prospect of a permanen existenve
in Asia rapidly vanished.

The Sykes-Picot Agreement concluded in May 1916,
amounted to an ambitious partition of the Middle East in
advance of territorial spoils of war. Capturing of Baghdad on
March 11, 1917 by the British, and the fall of Jerusalem on
December 9, left the Sublime Porte in a position to try avoiding
the inevitable only, Meanwhile, the Zionist movement was also
getting increasingly determined to get international support lor
their cause which led 1o the Balfour Declaration on November
2. 1917. All these developments underscored that the ultimate
victory in the Great War depended on the result to be obtained
in the Western Front.

With the British naval blockade tightening, 1917 saw the
adoption by the German General HQ (Grobe Hauptquartier)
examples of unrestricted submarine warfare and again in the
samie year, resorting to unusual methods of war for the submission
of the enemy was once more brought 1o the (orefront by the
German air raids on London. Prior to that Zeppelin raids were
launched on the British cities and the use of aircraft constituted
another step in this new form of warfare. Particularly. the air
attacks of July 1917 caused dramatic casualties.

Ax the air warfare unleashed the idea of attacking the cities.
Germany took the lead. * Terrifying air raids on London by
the Zeppelins could not be retaliated by the RFC. However,
General Hugh Trenchard, the father of the RAF and the pioneer
of British bombing took up the idea of Lord William Weir made
in the Spring of 1917 to develop a strategy for a long-runge
bombing campaign against Germany. *

Trenchard's sirong embrace of strategic bombing was clearly
displayed to the French in notes he wrote that were provided
to Allied delegations for a meeting of the Inter Allied Aviation
Committee in July 1918. He advocated that air raids against
Germuny were not reprisals. “Instead. the word “reprisal’
should be remeved from the military vocabulary™, From the
military point of view. these were operations against "milirary
objectives " and “civilian morale', as important as those of the
infantryv.” © ln other words, Trenchard rejected any restraint
in bombing policy. Under these circumstances, it was not
difficult choice for the British military experts to engage in
similar attacks when and where possible. Istanbul was then
nothing more than soft target where poorly equipped Ouoman
Air Forces were stationed.

The lirst air rasd on Istanbul was on April 12, 1916, when
two British planes engaged targets in the city. This was followed
by building air defence system for Istanbul which could not
be implemented before 1917, The raids on Istanbul in 1918

4 lan Castle, London 1914-17: The Zeppelin Menace,
Oxford Osprey Pubbishing. 2008 p. 9

d Andrew Buyle, frenchard: 4 Man of Vision (London:
Caollins, 1962), p.219

6 Cited in, Andrew Barros, “Strategic Bombing and
Restrmnt in “Total War®. 1915-19187. The Historical Journal. 32,2
(2009, p 424
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started on March 9 and the last British wr rad w Istanbul was
on October 25,

The British raids in August were particularly severe, causing
civilian casualties. The outrage in Istanbul prompted by these
attacks hitting civilian targets and the Onoman Government's
embittered response was further increased with renewed raids
in September.

The greatest air raid on Istanbul came on October 18, 1918,
During the first wave at 11:30, seven enemy planes menaced
the city for twenty minutes, dropping their bombs on the most
crowded streets. The second wave came in the afternoon at
13:30. this time with five planes. Around 70 civiliuns were
Killed during these attacks and 200 wounded. Almaost, hall of
the casualties were non-Mushms. Central districts of Beyaat,
Uskiidar, Eminont. Galata. Unkapani. Fatih. Saumatyva, Karakoy.
Aksaray. Sehremini. Karagtimruk. Fener. Kumkapi, Kasimpaga,
Eyup, Haskdy, Pangalu, Armavutkoy and Beyoglu were hit.
The greatest number of casualties was in Mahmutpasa, where
the Friday bazaar was regularly held and the day time attacks
claimed their greatest toll. '

The raids coincided with Lord Weir. an advocate of bombing
citics, being appointed Air Mimster to Lloyd George's
government in 1918, At this time Hugh Trenchard implored
the War Cabinet to let him “attack the industrial centres of
Germany™ too. * He declared himsell unimpressed with any
sporadic bombing the German air force had done over England
and “the few occasions French machines vaided the Rhineland
cities, it was alwavs emphasized thar such artacks were in the
nature of reprisals. Trenchard was against retaliation; his sole
concern was to cripple Germany by means of a sustained air
offensive.” * Istanbul likewise was not spared from this new air
war strategy.

Trenchard argued for a new form of aerial warfare distinct
from the retaliatory sorties of the German and French machines
- & strategic campaign of bombing cities. He described the role
that strategic bombers could play in war in a study prepared for
the Allied Supreme War Council in 1918 specifying two main
objectives for the strategic bomber - to destroy the enemy’s
morale and material. In order 1o achieve this he argued for
attacks on enemy industrial centres where striking at the centres
of production could do vital damage and achieve the maximum
effect on the morale of the enemy by striking at what he saw as
the most vulnerable part of the enemy population. This entailed
area bombing. In Junc 1918 over 70 tons of bombs were
dropped on German cities and in July 85 tons were dropped on
Cologne, Coblenz and other Rhineland cities.

In sum. in 1918, Istanbul was regularly subjected 1o air raids
Between 9 March and 25 October 1918, not less than a dozen
air raids were made on the Ottoman capital. All air raids were
night time attacks on March 9, July 9: 23; 27, August 201, 22; 26
28, und September 13 and 23 except for the attack on October
I8 and air skirmish on October 25. '

7 Mustafa Selguk. “Birinci Diinya Savasi'nda ltilaf
Devietlerenin Istanbul'a Yonehkh Hava  laarruzlan”™ [An Rauds
of Allies on Istanbul i the Fust World War|, Marmara Tirkovar
Aragtrmalors Dergis, VYol. 1. No: 2 Fall 2014 p 105 Selquk refers to
the repont of Eminonin Police Station. BOA DILIUM 21-2/86 lel' 118

8 Bovle, Trenchard. p 295
9 Ibid. p. 296.
10 Selquk. Bwinei, p. 1000 In this one of the most detailed

account of the ir raids on Istanbul, the day ume attack on 18 October
15 stated as the last of the ar rads since the raid on October 25, 1918
did not reach the Capital Cpt. Faal was the Turkish flving Ace who
single-handedly engaged the enemy i this Iast ar skirmish and was
decorated for bravery
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Apparently, Istanbul, wus an attractive target for the Allies for
a [ew reasons. It was where Headquarters of the OHC and a few
key military facilities were stationed. Besides., it hosted several
important industrial. commercial and social targets. The air
raids t Istanbul were planned and viewed as technical matters
and with destroying some military targets as well as erippling
the morale of Istanbulites in mind. Drop of propaganda leaflets
and bombs at the same time was not uncommon either. This
however, may only complete the discussion in part,

Conscription Policies and Istanbul's Place in the
Ottoman War Effort

The value of Istanbul as a military target was of lesser
importance when the population of the city was regarded as a
whole, and as well as along with its national or ethnic identities,
Lrik-Jan Zurcher stated that throughout centuries. Istanbul with
its outlying districts and a population of over a million, did not
deliver a single soldier to the army

Oflicers like Enver (later Pasha), and Niyazi (Bey -a
salutation-, of Resna) had forced the Sultan Abdiilhamid 11 10
reinstate the 1876 Constitution on July 24, 1908 through the
bloodless revolution of Young Turks. When the Young Turks
came to power and began the second constitutional monarchy
experience of the Empire after a break of three decades, they
thought to use the universal conscription to achieve unity and
cquality umong the different nations of the Empire,

The Young Turks. however had to fight a brief war against the
forces of old rule in April 1909 in Istanbul, Armed c¢lements ol
the conservative forces were discontent with the modemization
attempts as the rumours included that army officers who had
no formal education will be forced 1o retire and a ngorous
modernization anempt would shuke the foundations of cenmuries
long traditions.

The success of the Young Turks in defeating the conservatives”
armed opposition was owed to the Third Army or the “Army
of Action”™ stationed 10 the Balkans and a strong infuntry
division of which was deployed in Salonika. Apparently, non-
Muslim subjects of the Empire had shouldered this effort since
the speech of Niyazi Bey, at the funcral of volunteers of this
brief but crucial struggle in Istunbul had made it very clear.

“Brothers, here are men of every nation — Turks, Albanians,

Greeks, Bulgarians, Jews; but they died 1ogether, on the same
day, fighting under the same flug. Among us, too, are men of
every nation, hoth Mohammnedan and Christian; but we ulso
have one flag and we pray to one God.”™ "

Soon after they consolidated their power, in July 1909
military service was made compulsory for all Ottoman subjects.
Al the same time @ number of Muslim groups such as, students
in religious schools who had failed their exams, but also the
inhabitants of Istanbul, lost their exempt status. In October
1909, the recruitment of conscripts irrespective of religion was
ordered for the first time.

Although the representatives of the Greek. Syrian, Armenian
and Bulgarian communities in Istanbul agreed to this in
principle, the outcome was basically little more than frustration.
Some suggested that the members ol their community scrve
in separate, ethnically distinguishable uniform and in units
officered by Christians, some of them like the Bulgarians stated
that they wished to serve in the Balkan provinces only. The
CUP did not accept any “counter-proposals™ and concurrently.
young Christian men who had connections abroad or wealth,
opted to leave the country or get a foreign passport.

11 Harry Griswold Dwight. Constantinople Old and New
(London: Longmans, Green&Co.. 1915). pp. 446447



Those who could leave, change their nationality, or pay
the much higher bedel-i nakdi (the cost of exemption), along
with well-to-do Muslims were continued 1o be exempied from
the compulsory military service including in WW 1 years. For
centuries, the Junissaries - Yeniceriler which had been recruited
[rom among the Christian peasantry in the Balkans and whose
members converted 1o Islam in the European provinces
were the only channel for a non-Muslim to join the military
and climb the ranks for a beuter life. The Janissaries were
disbanded in a tumultous way in favour of a new army with
European standards in 1826, to end the centuries old tradition
ol recruitment ol poor Christian children into army. 1856 Edict
which emphasized equality of the Ottoman subjects before the
law provided a new incentive to conscript Christians which
then represented no less than 30 per cent of the population. This
however, short lived when the collection of a military service
exemption tax from the Christian and Jewish communities was
introduced by the state."”

In an atmosphere dominated by Austria-Hungary's
annexation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and  Bulgarian
declaration of independence in 1908, ltaly’s declaration of war
and invasion of ltaly in 1911, loss of Albania, Macedoniu and
part of Thrace. including Salonika and the European lands of
the Empire which had once stretched into Hungary, with the
exception of a small enclave in Thrace by 1914, the limited
conscription system applied in Istanbul must indeed provide a
less thought picture of the capital.

Meantime, not all the non-Muslims were looking for escape
routes, or getting involuntarily conscripted. there were indeed
volunteer non-Muslims in defence of the Empire. Without
overlooking the loyalty of many non-Muslim to the Ottomanism
wdeal, it can be emphasized that Ahmad particularly points out
10 the case of Jewish elite and states that “by August 1918, the
last German offensive having failed, the survival of the Ottoman
Empive was in doubt. But even in these circumstances the Jewish
elite did not desert the sinking ship.” '* Eventually, the Ottoman
governiment found it more preferable to not to test loyalties
and placed its Christian subjects in non-combatant duties. The
number of soldiers in Ottoman Labour Battalions were said 10
be around 100.000. To set an example as 1o the composition
of these umits, number of soldiers in the labour battalions of
the Ist Army's European divisions were 15,052 (%58.1 Greeks,
Armenian %223, Jewish %45, Muslin, %12.4). ™

It is equally important to note that despite the minimalized
perception of discrimination oralienation among the Istanbulites,
let ulone the chauvinist or jingoist feelings” getting any upper
hand in the capital, there was hardly a sense of mobilization in
the city. As commonly agreed., building u military atmosphere or
a sheer fighting spirit in a city the majority of which populated
by non-Muslims was against any possible expectation. And
coupled with its habitants” traditional avoidance of military
service. as well as its prevailing dissimilarities with London,
Paris or Berlin, Istanbul could hardly be considered as a hostile
target the Allied bombing of which, however, had worked
towards creating a counter-cffect,

12 Erik-Jan Zurcher. “The Otoman Conscription Syvstem
i Theory and Practice, 1843-1918." hwernanonal Keview of Social
History, 43 (3) (1998). pp. 443446

13 Ahmad also adds that the Jewish political elite had never
been monolithic, and its commitment o Oomanism or Ziomsi
would have been a matter for individual choice Feros Ahmad. The
Young Turks and the Ontoman Nationafiies (Salt Lake iy The

University of Utah Press, 2014), p. 111,
14 Cengiz Mutlu, fermicr Dunva Savaye nda Amele {aburiar

| Labour Battahons m the First World War| (Istanbul 10 Kalttr Sanat
Yavincihik, 2007}, pp. 50-52

The necessity of the first all-out war of the world had
encouraged a tendency towards a greater internal cohesion
with the remuining loyal residents of the city regardless of their
roots. And many of them had used the opportunities provided
in the war and once more proved their membership in the larger
society through an unconditional patriotism, When the war had
taken a negative course for the Ottoman Empire, equalization of
the Istanbulites prove to be so strung that actions that may fall
into 2 catcgory discrimination remain limited when compared
to war tor cities of Furope. In Istanbul, the unchanging level
of integration was the recipe for the cohesion in the city which
remained unaltered throughout a period of live years under
Allied occupation too.

Press and the Intelligentsia in Istanbul

After the Young Turk Revolution, freed from censorship and
the scrutiny of domestic intelligence, Istanbul had started o
enrich its cosmopolitan life with contemporary freedoms. A new
socio-political life to encompass numerous age-old ethnic and
laith communities was flourishing and various advancements
to push back the thriving processes of social alienation and
disintegration were on the horizon. The multi-ethnic and multi-
cultural atmosphere ol the ety had always made it conducive
to progress and another vigorous attempt had just started. Quite
importantly. the atmosphere of the revolution was articulated
in the intellectual field, an effort which was recognized as the
birth Ottoman sociology.

Ulm-u Iktisadivve ve [ctimaivye Mecmuast [The Journal of
Economic and Sociological Sciences| which was established by
a group of critics and intetlectuals, Ahmet uayb, Mehmet Cavit
and Riza Terfik, was one ol the symbals of this Tundamental
change. It put forward what the administration system ol the
country lacked, so 1o give a new hope to the cosmopolitan
inhabitants of Istanbul.

From the works of Auguste Comite and Herbert Spencer
to Emile Durkheim’s Qu'est-ce que la sociologie, various
contemporary discussions were regularly held. Solidarity was
the prevailing outcome of these discussions and Solidarism
was the proposed altemative, a third way. to socislism and
liberalism, believing in a classless and harmonic society. "
Apparently, the CUP had Tound its ideology in this new climate
and u serics of new definitons for people, citizen, nation and
nationalism were formed and deployed. All these endeavours
underscored that Istanbul was going Lo be Kept as one of the
cradles of civilizanon

In the absence of a history ol alienation or discriminatory
acts. yet with various clements backing the unity of the society
in Istanbul and for some. cultivating a quiet indilference
towards war and politics, very few paradoxes remained ready
for exploitation by the Great War and the resulting occupation
of the city. Whereas, these paradoxes did rise as scen in some
Jjoumals of the time.

Concurrently with the war's rapidly approaching end, the
press in Istanbul was embarked upon a new form of debate
which was never seen before. On March 18, 1918, the daily,
Ikdam’s all of a sudden coverage of the democracy in England
and the [reedom ol thought in France, arch cnemies of the
Ouomans and openly expressed anti-censorship stand caused a
stir in the capital. Opponents of the CUP who were already back
from exile were confused the most. These, however, were the
signs of a policy change of the CUP and could only be expluined
15 Sanem Gridveng-Salgarh, “Structures of Knowledge m
the Ottoman Fmpire and Turkish Republic. 1731-1980." Jowrnal of
Phitosoplueal Economies, IV:1 (special issue, 2010), p.

191.
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in accordance with a new political objective of achieving an

“honourable general peace”, replacing the “ultimate victory™.
The CUP, having secen the [reedoms introduced by 1908
Revolution culminated in anarchy. had decided to prepare for
an exit in a way it might be harmed the least. ™

Not surprisingly, this new language of the press prompted
unexpected thoughts as well. According to a coalescing group
of defeatists, romanticists, some minority groups as well as a
well-intended few, who were dispirited by the ailing Onoman
Empire. a vagucly defined longing for democracy. as some
Journals increasingly mentioned, was on the horizon with
the approaching Enghsh occupation, An ambiguous notion
of democracy was therefore prevailing since there was no
thorough knowledge and accompanying discussion of what
such a foreign rule had brought along n geographies as distant
as Ireland and India. The romanticism towards the England
ruled world was mixed with opportunistic feelings by some at
the same time as others had already embarked upon a selfless
patriotism. The picture of life in Istanbul under air attacks was
complicated and often perplexed.

When the lifting of censorship except for military affairs
was announced on Junce Y, 1918, the press in Istanbul greatly
welcomed this decision. Commentaries i the press, such as Arr,
stated that the lifting political censorship was an expression of
trust in the maturity of the nation and its representative and
interpreter, the press, which in return was fully conscious of the
interests of state and nation. "/

On September 30, 1918, an armistice between the Entente
Powers and Bulgaria was signed at Salonika. London expected
that the Sublime Porte would muke peace proposals in early
October. The terms of an armistice had already been drafted
in London and with a few amendments, they were approved in
Versailles on October 7 by a conference of the Prime Ministers
of Britain, France and laly.

Next day, it became known that the CUP government
had resigned and that the new government at Istanbul would
soon embark upon informing the United States of its desire
to negotiate for peace. On 13 October, the Ouoman Charge
d'affaires at Madnd requested the Spanish Government to
ask the President Wilson 1o take upon himself the task of re-
establishing peace. “Before President Wilson could ascertain
the wishes of all the Allies, a further Turkish offer of peace was
received, conveved by Major-General Sir Charles Townshend,
taken prisoner at Kut, who was released for the purpose and
arrived at Mitylene on the 2(th Ociober.” "™

Finally, on October 30. the terms of an armistice were agreed
upon and signed on board H.M.5. Agamemnon at Port Mudros.
Although there was no stipulation in the agreement about
occupation except in places where there was an imminent threal
to Allied security (Article 7) ", British troops began landing in
the capital by November 13, 1918, soon 1o be followed by the
French and other Allics. While neither Berlin. Vienna. Sofia or
Budapest was occupied, Istanbul was treated differently.

It was inevitable that the Allied victory and Briuan's
proclaimed intention of ending “the Turkish yoke™ would
prompt nationalist intentions among the minorities of the
Ortoman Empire find 2 scramble for an expected redistribution
of the spoils of war. By the turm of November, 1918, under the

16 Orhan Kologhe, dvdilaromcm Bunalun Yili | The Year of
Depression of our Intellectuals] 1918 (Istanbul: Bovut Kitaplan. 2000),
p.47

17 Ibid., p. 44

18 Brigadier Generl Sir James L. bdmonds, The Occupation
of Constantnople 1918-1923 (iranscnbed by Neil Wells) (Sussex: The
Naval& Militery Press Lis. 2010). p |

19 Ibid,p.2.
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atmosphere of armistice. separatist ideas of the Greek press in
Istanbul were increasingly expressed in various articles. Many
of these were communicated to the Turkish population by
the Turkish journals. Along with journuls in Armenian, when
Neologos published an article titled “The Turks and Greeks™ in
Greek. it remarked the beginning of a new chapter of Istanbul
under Allied occupation. Turkish journals of Hadisar and Yeni
Istanbul quoted this article in Turkish which, in certain respects,
was a testimony 1o vexed feelings of some Greeks.

The article put forward that a Turkish Journal in lzmir had
stated that if the Rums |used in lieu of Greek in the Empire
then| “are discontent under the Turkish rule, they can get
the hell our of here” ™ Indeed, this and similar agitations or
bitter remarks were connected with a justifiable fear of Greek
revanchism which would soon prove to be true in view of the
Greek landing in Izmir on May 15, 1919, Whereas, they were
not only exploited but contributed to emerging lines of division
of the society

Accordingly, Neologos, very much encouraged by the new
circumstances said,

the Greek nation is the first son of this land who never left
in the hardest times and will not leave it in such a time when
even the Turks accepted the principles [of Wilson]. Therefore,
despising our nation and expressing a ferocious hatred docs
not loosen our affiliation 1o the Turkish nation. Above all. once
Turkey accepts the program [of Wilson] on granting autonomy
to Christian nations living in the country to administer their
historical and national rights. making decisions on us rests upon
the vote civilized nations. Then the duty of us and the Turks. is
not to incite each other but to defend its nation’s rights. '

Despite its giving room to an ostensible understanding with
the Turks. however, Neologos soon joined other hardliner Greek
joumnals of the capital which started to publish introductions of
the commanders of the occupation forces and similar news. A
caricature published in Nealogos depicted a cannon ball fired
by Wilson. turning to Venizelos, and landing on the dome of
Hagia Sophia left very little 10 imagination as to this publication
policy choice. ©

The Allied invasion of Istanbul on November 13, 1918, at a
time when the exhausted nations of Europe could see no reason
in fighting yet another hattle (later crystallized by the Chanak
Affair ' ) and were tired of war and desirious of demobilization.
was a disastrous act with great effects on the Turkish people.
That said. the darkest vears of the Turkish nation were still to
come. The Greek Army’s invasion of lzmir on May 15, 1919
which followed the occupation of Istanbul was another terrible
episode of the unended Great War in Turkey.

The British Prime Minister David Lloyd George instigated
Greek mvasion met with a certain defeat on September 9, 1922
and the Article 59 of the Lausanne Treaty found a delinitive
war guilt in the invading Greek Army’s conduct of - Britain’s
proxy - war on Turkey.

Article 39

Greeee recognizes her obligation to make reparation for the
damage caused in Anatolia by the acts of the Greek Army or
udministration which were contrary to the luws of war.
20 As published in FHadisat and Yeni Istanbul on November 9,
1918, ibid . pp. 1235,

21 Ibid.. pp. 125-126
22 Yeru Istanbud. 11 November 1918, ibid., pp. 126-127
23 For one of the most detailed accounts of this episode, see,

David Walder, The Chanak Affarr (GB: The Macmitian Company.
1969).



On the other hand, Turkey in consideration of the financial
sitvation of Greece resulting from the prolongation of the war
and from its consequences, lnally renounces all claims for
reparation against the Greek Government. =
Conclusion: Some Thoughts on Istanbul and the
Memory of 1918

There ure various accounts of Turkish memory of 1918 many
of which identified the Turkish population of the Ottoman
Empire as victims of a wur that the Sublime Porte did not
start but its ruling government of the Committee of Union and
Progress (CUP) lailed to save the country from,

Triggered hy events such as the seizure ol war vessels of
Sultan Osman and Resadive. ordered by the Sublime Port and
built ar Armstrong and Vickers shipyards on July 28, 1914, days
before the outbreak of the war and the signing of the Turco-
German Alliance Agreement, the CUPs inevitable siding with
Germuny durkened the prospects for a restlient constitutional
monarchy which the CUP had originally aimed to build. In July
1914, the fundamental intention of the Sublime Porte was to
survive the War and it was the Turks. ruther than the Germans
who initiated the proposal of an alliance for defensive purposes.
But it was indeed “after having their offers of alliance rebuffed
by Britain, France and Russia.” ™

Throughout the course of events, the CUP adopted policies
stretching from a mixture ol Ouoman limperialism and a loosely
defined Ottomanism encompassing all faiths and nationalities
within the empire. to jihadism and lastly 1o Turkish nationalism.
This represented a short, but a highly volatile period of time the
effects of which had gradually reached to empire’s capital. Four
years ol waging a devastating war from European to Middle
Eastern theatres and remaining the prisoner of an alliunce
throughout these years from which no escape could be found,
resulted in the dissolution of the Ottoman Empire.

In 1918, the gap between the rest of the lands of the
Ouoman Empire and Istanbul was apparent. Less than half
the capital’s population was Muslim. The rest were a mix of
Greeks, Orthodox Armenians, Roumaninas, Albanians as well
as Sephardic Jews whose ancestors had escaped from Spain
centuries before and Polish Jews leeing the Tsarist oppression.
The Greeks dominated the commerce and Europeans ran
the most important industries. As such. there was a strong
dichotomy between the general cutlook of Istanbul and its
value as a military target.

Saved [rom the conscription waves and the hazards of war
theatres, people of Istunbul was predominantly  busy with
meeting their ends, only in a tougher wiy as was the case in
other European capitals. The difficulties for the ordinary Turk
who was literally a minority in the Empire’s capital, however,
was more serious. As a Turkish journalist wrote. “We have
remained mere spectators while our commerce, our trades and

even our broken-down huts have been given to the foreigners.”*

As for the usual marnage of wealth and culture in the city.
war had taken its toll in Istanbul. The ruling Government of
the CUP was evidently not immune [rom the ever encroaching

corruptions in an economy which was increasingly getting
24 Treaty of Peace with Turkey. and Other Instruments sugned

at Lausanne 24 July, 1923 hup/ueaties feo govuk/does/pdi/ 1923/
ts0016-1 pdt

25 Pat Walsh. Britamn’s Great War on Turkey, Belfast Athol
Books, 2010, p 97
26 For general mformation on the populanon Istanbul and

the quotation. see, Margaret Macomllan, Pary 1919 (NY Random
Housc, 2003), pp 370-371 Awatirk (voung Mustafa Kemal) was only
nineteen (1902) when he was in the Otoman Mihtary College which
was on the north side of the Golden Hom. i the modem part ol the ety
with its upera house, cales, restaurants, banks, shops ete /e emjoved
the caty. but found of dangerous 1o goveraments " 1id. p 371

harder o control. Prosperous segments of the society were
fairly disoriented in this atmosphere. In addition to the
opportunist entreprencurs and  well-connected  businessmen,
another group ol wealthy families which opposed the CUP and
yet paradoxically still maintained a good life engulfed in the
international capital of the city - as generally thrived around
the opponents of any given régime which went through similar
tumes - was the cradie of a class of epigome intellectuals.

On November 13, 1918, the day of the landing of British
troops. Mustafa Kemal Pasha was back in Istanbul. He was
recalled to the capital following the discharge of the Lightening
Armies of Syria-Palestine Front. He was accompanied by his
aide, L Col. Cevar. He and his ande arrived e Haydarpaga
Main Station and tried to pass across the Bosphorus in a small
military boat. However, it was the day ol the arrival of Allied
armada of 55 strength to include the fumous Greek battleship
ol Averaf The transportation in the Bosphorus was stopped
and Mustafa Kemal had to wait this 1o end m a teahouse which
lusted for 3-4 hours, He was heard saying that it was a mistake
ol him to be back to Istanbul and he had to find a way o go to
Anatolia.

Later, when they started o pass across the Bosphorus, it was
as if they were sailing among a forest of steel. Then Lt. Col.
Cevat heard the following words from Mustafa Kemal: “They
shall go, just as they have come.” Thrilled with these words,
Cevar replied: “God will grant it 10 vou my Pasha. You wiil
drive them out.” A smile appeared on Mustala Kemal's face
and he said: “Let’s see i1 2" Neat chapter for Istanbul was
five years spent under the Allied occupation, during which the
Turkish Wur of Liberation ensued. Allies” decision to formally
occupy Istanbul which came on March 16, 1920 was nothing
more than a sttement of the obvious. It simply defined how the
fate of Istanbul was linally delined without any poignancy and
in its bitter truism.

Following the recapture of lzmir, on September |8, 1922,
Mustafa Kemal announced to the Grand National Assembly
that all Greek opposition in Anatolia was over. “Only the British
Sforces in the Straits Zone and the Greeks in eastern Thrace
remained. War betrween Turkey and Britain was only narrowly
averted, largely because the British military commander,
General Harrington, and Mustafa Kemal kept cool heads.” ™

On the morning of October 2. 1923, “soldiers and crowd
all moved towardy the quav.. Almaosi the last soldier 10 embark
was Hurington himself. He had exchanged a number of friendly
letters with Isiet, [second in command of the Turkish Army]
and left « final message for him which included a soldierly
reference to the service of both British and Turkish troops in
Crimea. The General had hoped 10 meer Mustapha Kemal,
and had indecd made plans for a meeting on a warship in the
Black Sea, but “the Foreign Office had stopped it’. Harrington
stepped out of his official Rolls-Rovee and it way left on the
quay. The ship’s sirens hooted and a naval band plaved “Auld
Lang Syne™. ™

The city was left to Turkish forces on October 6, 1923 which
were directed by the Grand National Assembly and its President.
Mustafa Kemal Pasha. Turkish troops took the control of the
city in accordance with the Treaty of Lausanne signed on July
24, 1923, just a lew months before the proclamation of the

Republic of Turkey on October 29, 1923, @]
27 Utkan Kocaturk. Kaynakgah Ataturk Guologh [Chrionology

of Araturk with Bibliography | (Ankara: Atatiirk Aragtirma Merkezi,
2007, pp 1I8-119

23 Jusun Mecarthy, Hhe Onomean Turks An Introducrory
History 1o 1923 INY. Routledge. [997), p 383
29 David Walder, e CChanak Affenr (G Hutchinson&Cua.

1969) . p 351
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did collapse. resulting in his book Kussiu in collapse , published
m 1998,

NO GREAT ADVENTURES

Bur 1o return o Alexander Dugin's theme of Russia's need
for a great mission in the world. this ambition is precisely
one of the aspects of Soviet policy criticised in the Letter to
the Soviet Leadership. And in The Problem of Russia ar the
end of the twentieth century, written in 1994 just before his
return o Russia, he criticises the empire building projects of
the Tsars. Indeed he has little time for the Eurasian theonsts of
the 19205, nor for the *National Bolsheviks™ - also admired by
Alexander Dugin, founder with the novelist Eduard Limonov
in the 1990s, of the *National Bolshevik Party’. The National
Bolsheviks hoped that they could return to Russia and come to
terms with the Bolsheviks - that the Bolsheviks were working
for Russian greatness, that. in the words of one of the leading
representatives (who of cournse ended up being shot in the
Gulag) Nikolai Ustrialov. Bolshevism was like a radish - red
on the outside, white (Great Russian patniotic) on the inside. In
Russia in Collapse, Solzhenitsyn calls the Eurasiuns “nothing
but a decadent aspiration and sign of moral weakness.' If
put into practise. the ‘Russian specificity” would be lost in
a Mushim majority. Later in the same book he attacks the
journal Verche (Assembly), launched by Viadimir Osipov as
an organ of militant Russian nationalism: “These new theorists
of misfortune are united in trying to find how to suve Russia
through “eurasianism”™ or how to rid themselves of Christianity
through Neo-Paganism.” He almost certainly has Dugin in mind.

Solzhenitsyn’s project was the very modest one of simply
restoring a decent life in Russia which involved in his view
tirst of all reducing the territory as far as possible to the Slav
Orthodox heartland. He would have wanted to include Ukraine
in this Slav heartlund but recognised their right to secede if that is
what they wanted (in practice this question of secession became
more complicated because of the large numbers of Russians
living in the seceding entities). The main task was to rebuild
Russia from the bottom up. not worrying about democracy at
the national level. with the formation and conflict of political
parties which he saw as an entirely pointless division of the
national effort, but establishing at local level the equivalent of
the nineteenth century zemstvos. or even - he wasn't afraid 10
use the word - “soviers'. provided that these soviets would be
n reality what the old soviels were on paper - organs through
which decisions could be made w local level by representatives
elected as individuals not as members of a party, He greatly
admired the local level democracy that he saw in the cantons in
Switzerland, but also in the US. Above all. he wanted to restore
the interest in and commitment 1o rural life. to restore the taste
the people once had for working the earth, a taste destroyed
tirst by collectivisation then by a rationalisation of the katkhoz
(collective farm) system introduced by Khrushchev, gathering
them together into ever larger units.

All this 15 obviously much less excitng. and perhaps less
apparently relevant o our own preoccupation with tinding a
force that can confront the Anglo American aggression that
weighs on the world w1 the present time but | tend to see it as
much more positive than Dugin’s great geopolitical project.
IT it is happening. But | don’t know if it is happening or not.
What is happening rather confirms Dugin’s view that Russia
his no choice - it has o have an ambitious foreign policy. The
aggression of NATO in Georgia and in Ukraine. the prospect of
losing Crimeu as & base for the Black Seu fleet, have compelled
Russia into adopting a4 more “aggressive’ stance towards
the world, as the US-UK-France-Turkey-Qatar-Umited Arab
Emirates-Saudi aggression in neighbouring Syria eventually
forced a very reluctant Viadimir Putin to intervene there.

But on a perhaps more positive note something that is
happening within Russia and that 1 do regard as very positive
is the renewal of the life of the Church and in particular of
the monasteries. the mood thut is reflected in the passage |
quoted earlier from Evervday Saints. Whatever the politics of
the society, whether they are liberal or authoritarian. a society
that encourages the monastic life and regards the Saint as the
highest human type is a society that is radically different from
the sort of society we are living in. And that is, it seems 1o
me, how *Mother Russia® can best resist the debilitating force
which, for the purposes of the present discussion, we are calling
‘liberulism.”

Substance of a talk given in Belfast, June 2015

More material on the issues raised in this essay - in
particular on Dugin, Heidegger and Solthenitsyn - can be
found in the “Politics and Theology' section of my websire

www peterbrooke org &)

The Battle for Baku, 1918
By Pat Walsh |

August/September 2018 marks the centenary of the Battle for
Baku, one of the more obscure events of the Great War of 1914
that nonetheless was something of lasting historical importance

- even after its result was seemingly nullified a few months after
by the British Great War victory. It is also a fascinating story of
geopolitics, double-dealing and betrayal.

In September 1918 a combined army of Ottomans and
Azerbaijanis captured the strategically important city of Baku
on the Caspian Sea from a motley alliance of Russian Soviets,
Cossacks, Briush Impenalists and Armenian Dashnaks. Even
the Ottoman’s allies. the Germans, opposed the advance.

The Government of the Azerbaijani Republic. the first
democratic government in the Moslem world. took control of
its capital, and began the process of state formation,

A few months later at the end of 1918, with the defeat of the
Ottomans and their forced evacuation under the terms of the
Mudras Armistice. the city of Baku came into the possession
of Britam, the victorious power of the Great War. However,
the fuct that the Azerbayjanis had repossessed the city and
established it as the capital of a declared republic. on wp of
British War declarations of “rights of self-derermination™ and
geopoliucal objectives in relation to Bolshevik Russia, meant
that the Panis Peace Conference had to recognise the substance
of the result of the Bantle for Baku.

So how did the Battle of Baku come about and what was il
all about?

Firstof all it was about British relations with Russia. Russia
has for centuries been Britain's main geopolitical concern in the
world. Only in two periods since 1815, when Britain’s Balance
of Power pulicy has determined muking war on Germany with
Russia as a temporary ally, has Russia not been a primary global
enemy and object of policy. That was what the 19th Century
Great Game was all about and the mantra that "By Jingo ... the
Russiuns shall not have Constantinople.”

In 1907 the Liberal Imperialist agreement with Russia
settling outstanding affairs and purtitioning Persia, signalled
the procurement of the Tsar a8 a temporary ally in the Great
War of Germania Deledda Est. The Tsar would give lend of
his army - the Russian Steamroller — so that Germany could be
properly encircled. and ground into dust by the attritional force
of the Royal Navy, England’s prnimary weapon of war, with
Russian and French mulitary forces doing the squeezing on lund.
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However, the German State, organised in an effective manner
for defence, proved a tougher nut to crack than anticipated and
it was the Great War anti-German alliance that fractured first.
The Tsarist State began to collapse from early 1917, However,
the Caucasus front only crumbled after Lenin, delivered by the
Germans in his sealed train, gave the signal for disengagement
by the Russian peasants though his Decree on Land. Then.
Britain’s Eastern War front began to dissolve.

Mujor-Generul Lionel Charles Dunsterville (school friend
of Rudyard Kipling and the mode! for “Sralky™ i Statky and
Co.) who led the British defence of Baku. recalled in his 1920
memoir of events what the thinking waus behind his mission,
which originally was intended for Tiflis but which was diverted
to Buku as the Ouomans advanced:

“The object of the mission | was ordered to proceed 1o the
Caucasus at the end of 1917, wx well as the enemy plans that
led o the dispatch of the mission, can best be set forth briefly
under this letter of the alphabet.

One of the big ttems in the deep-laid pre-war schemes of
Germany for world-dommanion was the absorpiion of Asia
Minor and the penetration into further Asia by means of
the Berlin-Baghdad raitway. When Baghdad was taken by
the Briiish in March 1917, and the prospect of its recapture
by the Turks appeared very remote, the scheme for German
penetration inlo Asia had to be shifted further north and ook
the obvious fine Berlin-Baku-Bokhara.

I this later seheme it was evident that the Sowthern Cawcasus.,
Bakn and the Caspian Sea would play a large part: and the
object of my mission was 1o prevent German and Turkish
penciration in this area.

Fate ordained e, just at the rime thar the Brinsh thwarted
the more southern German scheme by the caprure of Baghdad.
the Russiun breakdown opened the northern route 1o the
unopposed enterprise of the Germans. Until the summer of
1917 the Russian troops held firm. though it way obvious that
the process of dis-imtegration could not long be delaved. Their
line extended from South Russia, hirough the Caucasus, across
the Caspran, through North-West Persia unnd its left joined up
with the British right on the frontier of Persia and Mesopaotamia.
cast of Bughdad. By ihe aaumn of 1917 this line was melting
avway, troops deserted en masse and the enrive army announced
s tntention of with-drawing from the sruggle and proceeding
home .

Thus in the neighbourhood of Erzurwm the Turkish Army,
wering unconsciousiv as the Advanced Guard of German aims.
forund nothing berween it and the long-covered possession of
the Southern Cancasus, with the exception of a few Armenian
troaps. disorgunized, without coheston and equally impregnated
with the spirit of the revolution. Bui, as the line of the Turkish
advance lay through their homes, they were competled to offer
revistance. Tiflis. the capirad af the Southern Cancasus, was
likely 1o fall without serious resistance into the hands of the
enemy, und the capiure of this town would give the furku-
German arvues control of the railway line berween Barumi
on the Black Sea and Baku on the Caspian, the enormously
valuable oilficlds of Baku, the indispensable minerals of the
Casicasus Mowntains, and the vast supplies of grain and cotion
from the shares of the Caspian Sca

The scene of confiict being too fur removed from uny of the
main areas of the war — Baghdad 1o Bake is 800 miles — it was
qutite impossible to send sufficient troops 1o meet the situaiion.

The only possible plan. and it was a very sound one, way 1o
send a British mission ta Tiflis. This mission. on reaching iy
destination, would set 1o waork 1o re-organize the broken units
of Russian, Georgian and Armeman soldierv, and restore the
hattle-line against the Turkish invasion. The prospects were

considerable. and success would be out of all proportion to the

numbers emploved or the cost imvolved. It was atiractive and

practical
The honour of command fell to my lor, and 1 set forth from

Baghdad with the feading party in January 1918." (The

Adventures of Dunsterforce, pp. 2-8)

In late 1917, with the collapse of the Russian lines, an
enormous vacuum began to appear in the Southern Caucasus.
The Russian occupied areas of the Ottoman Empire and
their Caucasian hinterlands, which had been under Tsurist
administration for a century, were suddenly up for grabs. And
the primary British concern became that the Germans and/or
the Ottomans were going to push eastward.

The War plans and geopolitical anticipations of London were
shattered with the disintegration of its Russian ally. The War
that had been waged by Britain to curtail German commercial
success and growth, and its rejuvenation of the Ottoman State.
now threatened to lead to further German growth and Ottoman
expansion eastwards. The victory of the great Moslem Ottoman
State over the British Empire would have dire consequences for
the “prestige” of England and its projection of racial superiority
over the "Orientals ™.

Britain was forced to improvise, as best it could, by this
unanticipated chain of events. The major object of Britain in
these circumstances was a reconstruction of a Caucasian front
1o replace that manned formerly by the Tsar's forces to prevent
an Ouoman advance. Anybody would do to man the new
tront. The important thing was to form it out of everybody and
anybody. aind worry about it Jater.

The best available material for such a front were the Armenian
Dashnuks. They had rejected substantial Young Turk overtures
on the outbreak of the Great War to instead go into insurrection
against the Owoman State, staking the future of their community
on the gamble of being able to construct Magna Armenia. a
great Armenian state stretching from the Caucasus into half of
Turkey from the Black Sea to the Mediterraneun.

The Armenians were the most militarised people left in the
region. Hundreds of thousands of Armenians joined the Tsarist
forces. ncluding many Ottoman Armenians, whilst Dashnak
bands operated behind Ottoman lines in harassing the Ottoman
war effort and attacking Moslem settlements to prepare for the
incorporation of land into a future Armenian state.

Whilst the Armenian Insurrection was initially successful
and had even succeeded in capturing Van and Erzurum, the
future capital of an Armenian state, in conjunction with the
Tsarist armies, the Russian internal collapse left the Armenians
holding the line alone against the Ottomans.

The Armenians remained the primary material for a
reconstructed front for Britmin. They had numbers. were
militanily trained. armed and had a will to fight the Ottomans,
now lacking in the Russian peasants. They were the first objects
for financial and material support by Britain in late 1917, The
British knew that the Armenuns would not be enough by
themselves to form a new front in Eastern Anatolin/the
Caucasus, They were found to be unreliable in many instances,
and without Russian control more concerned with deserting
the front and going off 1o devastate Moslem settlements in the
hinterlend to prepare the ground for Magna Armenia.

It 1s mmportant to understand that in the circumstances
of late 1917/early 1918 Britain would support any Russian
administration — even Bolshevik — that would continue to wage
the Great War against Germany and the Ottomans. Kerensky
was welcomed on the understanding that he could reinvigorate
a fading Russian effort against Germany, through popular,
democratic carch eries. However, as Basil Lockhart, the senior
British Agent in Russia, noted. it was Kerensky's continued



that he had a preference for a Turkish occupation of Baku rather
than a Bolshevik one. It is always hard to assess Lloyd George's
motvation in things given his tricky nature. Strategic and
logistical issues were probably much more important. Britain
wits maintaining lurge armies on a wide range of important
tronts due to the expansion of conquered terntory. Also supply
wits difficult from British occupied Baghdud when no railway
existed to Baku.

The Central-Caspian Dictatorship had a weak social base in
the city, however. The majority of its forces were Armenian,
who had attacked the Azerbaijani majority in the ciy and
conducted a4 massacre of 12,000 Moslems in Baku at the end
ol March, when Shaumyan controlled the Soviet. The March
events hud burnt Soviet bridges to local Moslems, who from
that time onwards put their fuith in a Turkish deliveration.

The Bolshevik and Brninsh courting. arming and training of
the Armenians and their determimation to use them as a military
force in the Caucasus had big implications for the Azerbaijani
people.

The problem for the Azerbaijuni Turks (or Tatars, as the
Russians and Armenians called them) was that to survive as
a people they had 1o cohere into 1 natuon under the shock of
events during 1917-18. This meant developing & mulitary
expression to defend themselves against the Armenians. who
were intent in taking as much of the territory they lived on as
possible, despite the fuct that everywhere outside of Erivan
{where the Armenians had a 60/40 majonity) there was an
Azerbaijani majority.

The March massacres had been sparked off by the arrival of
a small group of armed Azerbaijanis from the Native Division
of the Tsar's army on a ship in Baku. The sight of armed
Azerbaijunis was taken as a provocation by the small minority
that ran the Baku Soviet and their Armenian allies. It signalled
what might be to come so they decided to prevent the future
through massacre of the majority.

There is evidence. from a conversation he later had with
M.A. Rasulzade, President of the Azerbaijumi Republic, that
Stalin regretted the appointment of Shaumyan to head the Baku
Soviet and held him responsible, as an Armenian nationalist, for
the March events. Shaumyan would have probably conceded o
the British Impenalists if it wasn’t for Stalin’s opposition. He
had carlier agreed to the transit of Bntish forces through Baku
in February and had been working. along with Trotsky, with the
British in Tiflis.

The surviving Azerbaijum population and those who had
retreated for safety o the outer parts and outside the city
Abseron, awaited a reckoning with those who had attacked
them in March. They numbered around 80,000 according to
Generul Dunsterville. Their presence m the vicinity would
make it difficult for a minority force w hold the city when the
bit came to the bit.

Under the Batum Treaty of June 1918 the Ottomans had
promised the Azerbaijanis military assistunce to uphold the
domestic secunity and stability of the territory declared to be
the Azerbaijan Republic on May 28, Ar that time Dushnak
irregular forces under Andranik etc. were acting outside the
provisions that the Armenian Erivan Republic had signed with
the Ottomans at Batum, were antacking Moslem settlements in
pursuit of a Greater Armenia,

As the Ottoman forces advanced into the Ottoman territory
that the Tsarist forces had held since 1916 and which the
Armenians had controlled from late 1917 they found wells
filled with the bodies of Moslem civilians, mass graves and
terrible scenes of massiacre. To advance and save the largely
unarmed non-Armenian population behind the Armenian lines
hecine an absolute imperative.

The Ottomans constructed a small force called the Caucasus
Army of Islam whose purpose was to train up the largely
unmilitarised Azerbaijnis into forming a functional fighting
force under Ottoman staff. Only the Azerbaijuni elite had
played any part in the Tsar’s armies as officers and the mass of
society had remained apart from the Great War unt! it came to
them. However, the events of 1917 and the Armenian miluary
activities against the Moslem populace necessitated the growth
of informal militias which now joined the first national military
expression in gaining u capital.

Despite being called the Army of Islam, four-fifths of its
officer stafl were initially Christian and former Tsansts, It had
a strong secular character and actively excluded Moslem clerics
from its ranks.

It seems to have been the project of Enver., Talat and Cemal
and was not widely welcomed by Istanbul. The Army of Islam
that besieged Baku was an Ottoman force made up of around
14000 men, about two-thirds Azerbaijani. and commanded
by Enver Pasha’s brother, Nuri, a young and inexperienced
officer. It had shown its capability when the 20000 strong
Baku Soviet forces. including the Dashnaks, had attacked it and
the Azerbaijani government-in-waiting in Ganje, but had been
repulsed and driven buck o Buku in July.

This offensive was important in cementing the Ottoman/
Azerbaijani relationship. The Ouomans had. at first, not
recognised Azerbajani independent statehood and Nuri and
his brother Enver seem to have desired a more hegemonic
relationship  with the Azerbaijanis. The more secular
Azerbajjanis were also viewed with some suspicion by Istanbul.
However, the successful repulse of the Baku Soviet forces by
the Ouoman/Azerbaijani army at the end of June established
a more equitable relationship and brought on the common
purpose of liberating Baku from the Soviets/Dashnaks.

Mujor-General Dunsterville describes the complex military/
political situation at this time in early July when the Baku Soviet
army failed to hold an important sole bridge at the Kuri River,
which had the potential to block the Turkish advance on Baku:

“The strength of the Red Field Army was calculated ar about
10,000 men. and if they really had been soldiers and had had
any fight in them the plan evolved by Bicherakov should have
been successful, Bur as usual, revolutionary troops are only
troops on paper, and in the field, where each man is out only 1o
avoid heing killed, they count for nothing.

The sitwation in the South- East Caucasus af this time was
as follonws: The Turkish Caucasus-Islam Army, abour 12,000
strong. composed of about one-half regular Turkish troops and
one-half levies from the local Mahomedan races in the South
Cancasus, was advancing from the Tiflis direcrion along the
railway line with a view of capturing Baku. They were much
hampered by the bad stare of the railway and rolling-stock and
shortage of fuel for the engines. The Germans in Tiflis alse
were doing their best 10 prevent the Turks gerting to Baku ar all,
as they had a private arrangement with Lenin, and through him
with the Baku Government, that the town should be peacefully
handed over to them. To see the Turks in Bakn would be alimost
as bad as ro see the British there.

This pecultar situarion reswlted in g most extraordinary state
of affairs. In their anxtety to prevent the Germans obtaining
possession of Baku, and also i thewr eagerness 1o take any
chance of fighting the Bolsheviks. many Russian officers joined
this Turkish force. and when we were later fighting agains:
them in Baku we had Russian officers on our side, while the
enemy had as many on hus.” (The Adventures of Dunsterforce,
pp. 167-8)

The Germuns had made a secret deal with the Bolsheviks to prevent
the Ottomans/ Azerbatjanis from capturing the Baku oil fields for a



support for waging the War that finally did for him against the
Bolsheviks.,

So the Bolsheyiks were supported. even after the conclusion
of Brest-Litovsk and the ending of hostilities with the Germans
on the understanding that they would continue to resist the
Ottomans in the Caucasus because of Russian geopolitical
concerns, particelarly in retining the oil of Baku for the
Russian state.

Lenin, having dissolved the Caucasus front with his Decree
on Land. found he had to reconstruct it to keep the Baku oil

fields for the Russian State the Bolsheviks aimed to command.

Both British Imperialists und Bolsheviks sought out the only
substantial military force in the region for their respective
interests — the Armenian Dushnaks — to man the line against
Ottoman advance.

In lanuary 1918 Lenin issued his degree "On Armenia’

declaring official Bolshevik support for an Armenian state and
nominated Stepan Shaumyan, who led the Bake Commune. as
Prime munister in waiting, of it. The Bolsheviks then began
o repatriate and assemble the more than 100,000 Armenian
veteruns of the Tsarist army 10 the region. This represented a
Bolshevik trumping of British War propaganda. The British
War Cabinet, although it had urged in private the foundition
of an Armentan state in the Caucasus in December 1917 as a
barrier 1o Ottoman advance. had been careful not to formerly
declare such a War aim.

Baku's o1l was undoubtedly indispensable to the Bolsheviks
Trotsky remarked to the Central Committee that Baku was more
strategically important thun Moscow. Over 80% of Russia's
supply came from these fields. Lenin was steadfast in his belief

that the Bolshevik state would not survive without this oil.

(During the Second World War three-gquarters of Soviet ol still
came from Baku. Hitler would have won the war without the
Sovier tanks driven by Baku's oil. Newsreel footage from 1942
shows Hitler, alongside other Nazis enjoying a cake made in
the form of a map of the Caspian region. with the letters "B A K
U™ decorating it, under the swastika. Hitler comments: * Unless
we ger Buku otl. all is lost.” Stalin’s army included more than
650,000 Azerbaijanis in its ranks who defended against Nazi
expansion eastwards. And Hitler saerificed a great army at
Stalmgrad 10 get hold of Baku's oil, in the tuming point of the
War.)

The ol of Baku was also coveted by Britain. It was
recognised by Lord Milner that it was the best field in the
world. However, o control Baku the Caspian needed to be
controlled and it was an inland sea not greatly accessible by
the Royal Navy without military forces to secure the ports. The
prohibitive expense and logistical difficulties of a sustained and
large military commitment was beyond Britain by late 1917
because the Germans/Ottomans had proved so costly to defeat.

Baku became more strategically important for Britun in late
1917 with the collupse of the Tsarist State. The territory that

formed Azerbaijan was a land bridge between Europe and Asia,

South of the Caucasus mountains, and the only route around the
large Caspian Sea. To the South lay Persia (Southern Azerbuijun)
which Britain had signed over to the Tsar's sphere of influence in
1907 but which it now wished to take iself. Further South was the
main part of Persid/Iran, with irs British zone of influence guarding
the Gulf and the Indian Empire. To the South West was British
occupied Mesopatamniy/Irag.

In December 1917 Lord Milner signed an agreement on

behulf of the Brinsh War Cabinet with the French Prime Minister,

Clemenceaun, dividing the territory in Southern Russia of one party
to the Triple Entente up between the other two allies. Frunce would
take Ukraine and Crimea whereas England would get Georgia and
Azerbatjan as spheres of intluence after the anticipated Russian
disintegration and the winning of the Grea Wur

Lord Milner insisted on an Eastern Commitiee being
established and attached to the War Cabinet in March 1918 to
give priority to strategic thinking about the region that had been
lacking due to the understanding that it was a Russian sphere of
influence for a century. The Times now described the Caspian
as a vital British interest, on 29 September 1918. The general
Southern Caucasus could operate us a buffer between the Turks
and Russiuns after the War if Britain was able to construct states
there. The famous geopolitics professor, Helford Mackinder,
theorised this as part of his famous Heartland theory. But first,
Britain needed o defeat the Germans and Ottomans before
such a policy could be attempted.

In 1917 Britain saw this area as potentially the new
German Drang nach Osten, replacing the feared Berlin-
Baghdad Rulway that Bntish forces had prevented by
conguering Mesopotamia. Berlin-Baku-Bukhara took the place
of the pre-War bogey Berlin-Baghdad as the outlet for German
commercial expansion fo the east, and India, in the nightmares
of British statesmen and geopoliticians. Ottoman  military
advance would facilitate this — despite the fact that Berlin was
actally agammst an Ouoman Caucases expedition, preferring
the Turks to fight in Syria against the British,

While Bolshevism was the ideological opponent of English
Liberalism the British continued to support the Bolsheviks if
it meant the strengthening of a front against the Ottomans and
Germans in a temporary alliance. For one thing the Bolsheviks
were not thought to be likely to last in power, given the mountain
of problems that confronted them and the White Russian forces
that could be expected to weaken them, with British assistance.

Whilst supporting the Soviets in holding the line in the
Caucasus, at the same time Britain sent in its agents o undermine
the Bolsheviks. General Dunsterville made an alliance with the
Cossack Colone] Lazar Bicherakov and incorporated his forces
into his own. Bicherakov, although opposed 1o the Bolsheviks
and Baku Soviet, was persuaded to support the expedition to
Baku to defend Russian mterests there. Bicherakov, a White
Russian, took command of the Soviet army.,

In July 1918 the Bolshevik-controlled Baku Soviet was split
when a request was made of it to allow British forces to join the
defence of Baku. The Social Revolutionaries and Mensheviks,
who wanted to continue the Gremt War generally, proposed
a motion to accept the British offer. The Bolshevik leader,
Stephan Shaumyan, asked Stalin’s advice and he was told 10
reject the embrace of British Imperialism, which was seen as u
more dangerous enemy i the long term than the Turks. There
is some evidence that Stalin starved the Baku Soviet of men and
supplies to prevent the Armenian, Shaumyan from conducting a
more aggressive policy against the local papulation.

The Armenian Dashnaks sided with the SRs and Mensheviks
against the Bolsheviks and the motion was carried. Armeniuns
contacted Dunsterville w bring him into the city. Shaumyan
and the 26 Bolshevik Commissurs left Baku to wait on a future
Red Army. However. they were murdered on the shores of the
Caspian. either by SRs/Mensheviks, White Russiuns or British
agents. Shaumyan and the Bolsheviks had earlier atempted 1o
leave the city but had been returned by a Soviet warship from
the Caspian_ It all becume a shambles with so many conflicting
interests involved

The Buku Soviet was dissolved and replaced by the Central-
Caspian Dictatorship made up of Social Revolutionaries,
Mensheviks and Armenian Dashnaks. The first of the British
forces arrived in Baku on 4 August. By 17 August General
Dunsterville and his thousand strong force sailed into the cty.
This brought the number of defenders including Armenians.
White Russians, Soviets and British to around 10,000 men.

Lloyd George resisted the sending of a larger British force
for a number of reasons. One suggestion seems to have been
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25 percent. cut of Baku's oil. The Germans attempted 1o pressurise
Istanbul to stop supporting the thrust into the Caucasus on the basis
that it violated Brest-Litovsk. But to no avail. Istanbul continued 1o
uperate an independent policy in support of the Azerbaijanis.

The Germans actually assembled an army of 40.000 in Georgia
to jon in the capture of Baku and take over the administration of
the city. But the Turks sensibly sabotaged the roads and railways 1o
prevent the German ambitions. The Ottomans were willing to fight
their German allies if they stood in the way of Baku's liberation.

Shaumyan made a big mistake in sending the Baku Soviet army
onta the offence imo Ganje. He should have conserved his forces
for the defence of Buku. It was most probably the ambitions of the
Armenians to capture this land that led to this error. The expectation
would have been that the new Azerbaijam army could be easily
routed. But this proved a fatal miscalculation and represented a
real turming point in events.

The tailure of the Buku Soviet foree to hold the bridge at the
Kura River left the road open to Bakua for the Ottoman/Azerbaijani
forces. In retreat the mainly Armenion Baku Soviet army conducted
a scorched earth policy against local villages and their populutions.

Dunsterville’s force was the worst of all worlds for the
defenders of Buku, particulurly the Armemans. It was 100 small
to eftectively defend the city but was enough 1o encourage the
belief in the defenders that it was worth resisting the Ottoman/
Azerbaijant army.

Dunsterville, as well as having little respect for the fighting
capubilities of the Baku Soviet forces also had not much rime
for the Armentans in the city, considening then to be incapable
of orgamisation and not reliable  fighters, He later called
them “waorthless cowards ™ m his memoir. He recognised that the
more fearsome Dashnaks operated in the countryside, roaming
around and attacking Moslem villages and sometimes engaging
Otoman forees in battle,

On their part the Armenians felt let down by the British force
which was 0o little and too late. When Bicherakov, antagonised by
the Central-Caspian Dictatorship’s leadership, decided the game
was up and withdrew his Cossacks from the city to Dagestan, any
skilful defence of the ety was removed. On 13 September Turkish
troops broke through the Wolfl's Gap and trapped the Briush forces
with their backs to the Caspian.

By this time Major-General Dunsterville had concluded that
the defence of Baku was hopeless and after obtaining the required
permission from London his forces had decided to escape by ship
to Persia. His Armienian allies were not so fortunate atter the city
fell on September 15, Probably 6.000 or more died in fighting and
general acts of vengeance before order was restored by Nun Pasha
wfter the capture of Baku. Fearing retribution, 30 000 Armenians,
half the resident population. left the city on boats.

The Brtish War Office blamed the Armenians for the fall of
Baku. It immediately fed this narrative into the English Press. The
Times headline of 20908 was “Brinsh Leave Baku: Defection of
the Armenians . On the sume day The Dailv Mail headlined: “Baku
Evacuated: Armenian Treachery to Britsh™. This prompred Amold
Toynbee 1w protest from the Propaganda Mimstry about the danger
ol makmg public such views before the public.

The reaction in England 10 the fall of Baku is probably the
reason why accounts such as that of Pasdermadjian began to
appedr i the Anglosphere, emphasising the military contnibution
of the Armenians to the defeat of the Ouomins and the winning of
the Grear War. However, the negative impression the fall ol Baku
produced. along with the witnessing of the reahty of Armenin
nation-building by British military men. would have tended 10
weitken the moral case of their Liberal enthusiasts against the pre-
War traditional pro<Turk vrientation that now began to resurface
after the War propaganda had outhived its usefulness,

The Armemians had made for very uscful propaganda matenul
for the British War cffort, particularly in the US, during the
Great War. There was, after all. o long-standing Nonconformist
Liberal fondness for the Christian Armenians and their suffering
from the “criee! and merciless Turk™ This was a handy point of
conflucnce with Puritan Amenica and its powerful Protestant
missions 1 the Near East that influenced the President and
Congress.

However, the experience of dealing with the Armeniun
Dashnaks on the ground ganed by ordinary British soldiers
resulted in a different attitude being taken 10 Armenian claims ar
the conclusion of the War. The Dashnak tendency to pursue Magna
Armenia through wiping out local non-Armenian populations was
distasteful at the least for the British, who, after all, had 2 large
Moslem Empire o consider.

The British betrayed their Armenian allies when it suited
them o do so. The Armenians had provided cannon-fodder for
thewr Tsanst ally from 1914, After the 1917 Revolution and the
dissolving of the Russian lines the Armenians had held the from
against the Ouomans. However, in the post-War settlement they
became surplus to Imperial requirements.

But what is new or unexpected about that?

The project of Magna Armema was clearly both insane and
unsustnable and the Dashnaks would not let it go. Only Liberul
simpletons (including President Wilson) stll clung to it by 1919,
While Liberal wlealists provided the moral narratuve for Brivin's
Great War they did not dictate Britan's policy in the world. They
were i froth on the substance of the British State, which was hard-
headed and did not gel where it was in the world from believing its
own propaganda.

Nuri Pasha took the city of Baku in the name of the Republic of
Azerbaijan and u became the de fucro capital of the new state. Al this
point the Onomans occupied all of Northern and Southern Azerbaijun
{across the Aras viver m presemt day [ran) and beat off a British push
toward Tabriz in Persia. Georgin and Armenia had been rendered
yuiescent, And then the War was lost in the West and the Mudros
Armustice required the evacuation of Otoman forces from Azerbanun

Although the new Azerbatjani state only remained independent
until the arrival of British occupanon lorces in mid-November a start
had been made to stute formetion which the British facilitated over
the following year in the interests of forming a series of buffer stiates
against the Bolsheviks w the north after Denekin’s defeat by the Red
Army in the Russian Civil War,

Although Britain backed the White Russians with finance, matenal
and military advisors, Lloyd George, the British Prime Minister, always
opposed sending British troops 10 Russia. He remained lukewarm
towards the Whites during the Russian Civil War. The Whites, if
victorious. would restore a strong and united Russia, and Lioyd George
regarded a weak Russia, ruled meflectively by the Bolsheviks, os a
better omtcome for British imterests. The only thing thar was consistent
about British pahicy was the objective of weakening Russia, whutever
the final govermment. The Britsh Government lailed 1o support the
3 Caucasus states they had assisted establishing and they fell to the
Baolsheviks after Denekin was defeated.

In the spuce of two years Baku wenl from Soviet/Dashnak o
Ottoman 10 British 1o Azerbarant and finally 1o Bolshevik hands.

Although the Azerbaijuni Democratic Republic was crushed
by the Red Army in 1920, its 23 months of existence and
expenience of establishing an administration at Baku, after
fighting for its capital, was a formative event in the national
consciousness that could nzver be erased from the memory, As
Mammied Rasulzade said: “Bir kara viiksalon bayraq. bir daha
enmoz!” (The Mag once raised will never fall!) O
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Centenary of Benedict’s Lost Peace

By Pat Walsh

Last year marked the centenary of Pope Benedict XV's
attempt to stop the Great War in 1917, It was the Pope’s final
great effort to halt the catastrophe that was destroymg Christian
Europe. as well as destabilising its Moslem hinterland, He
failed against Britain's determmation to see the Great War it
had Tsunched through to fruition, no matter what the cost to
humanity.

Remarkably there has been no attemipt to mark this important
centenary. We live within the British narrative and the world
that the waging of the Great War to the bitter end created. And
we are increasingly reminded of this by events today.

Over & decade ago | wrote a series of articles in the Insh
Political Review about Pope Benedict’s attempt 10 stop the
Great War in 1917, These were issued in pamphlet form by
Athol Books with the title *Britain’s Great War, Pope Benedict's
Lost Peace”.

In the time since it has become apparent to me that there was
another reason why Britain rejected Benedict's Peace of 1917,

This wis to do with the desire on England’s part to promote
revolution in Germany and destroy its social fabric before the
conclusion of the Great War. The fact that Germany's social,
political and economic structures were successfully unbalanced
by Britain producing Hitler and the Nazis is perhaps @ good
reason why this feature of the Great War on Germany is seldom
heard about today

I was recently semt  the editorial of The Daily
Telegraph (153.8,1917) which discussed Benedict’s Peace
proposals. Tt suggests that the Catholic Centre Party and its
leader, Mathias Erzberger were attempting to stop the War in
collaboration with the Pope:

“Germany, having failed to attain the peace she wants through

her Socialists is now trying what can be done by means of

her Catholics... Quiside Traly. . the largest compact and
homogenvous Catholic communiry in the world is 1o be found

in Germanv.. Catholicism has been a powerful butiress 1o

Germean particilarism. A thorough process of democratisarion

would probably sweep down the political barriers between

the German States. and the Bavarian Catholics would then
lose many of the autonomous powers they now possess... It
was always one of the certainties of the war that a victory
of the Allies would be follovwed by some kind of revolution in

Germany.”

Britain was determined to conclude its Great War on
Germany only when its objective of destroying the successful
social. economic and political fabric of the country was attained.
For that reason 1t turned down the chance of peace in 1917
while knowing the cost of this to Europe and 1ts hinterlands -
and 1t pressed on in grinding Germany down.

But what were the results of this British decision to continue
the War?

Stephen McKenna, a disaftected English Liberal writing m
1921, honestly described the implications of the British decision
to prolong the war in 1916;

“When the belligerenis iook stock before settling down 1o the

trendh-warfare winter campaign aof 1916-17. all must have felt

that the war had reached its climax. The general exhaustion
was se great thar, even if hostilities had ceased. every country
would have been crippled; if hostilities continued, they waould
continue on a scale of unlintted effort in which no reserve
of strength would any longer be hushanded. Ser free un her

eastern fronticr, Germany must mass all her resources in one
lust effort to break through the western line; the Allies muist
held out till the antempr had speni itself and then sirike one
last blew at a worn enemy; Germany must in turn prevent the
allies from holding our by cutting their sea communications. If
unrestricted submarine warfare ranged America on the side of
the allies, it must fuive been Jelt that either the war would be
over hefore any effective help could be given or elve that, in the

Sinal, hopeless, death-grapple, a few million soldiers more or

less would not substantially change the degree or character of

Germuany's defeut.

“Many of thuse who meditated on the war from its clinax in

1916 1o its end in the Versailles conference may wonder whether

they did wiselv in execrating and howling down anvone who

shewed the courage to advocate peace before the sphere of
war underwent its lust desperate expansion. The government
stood by s policy of a "knock-our blow ' the knock-out blow
hay been dealr. Is anvone the better for ii? The fire-eaters who
proclaimed that anything less than the unconditional surrender
of Germany would eniail another German war within their
eencration now proclaim with ne more doubt or qualification
that Germany is preparing her revenge... The added rwo vears
of war, then, have not brought such security us Rome enjoved at
the destruction of Carthage: the added bitterness of those two
vears, on the other hand, has made more difficult any goodwill
and any common cffort to substitute a sune and better svitem
of International relationship.

“Worst of all are the worldwide economic depression and
political unrest for wiluch the protraction of the war way
responsible. Had negotiations been opened in 1916, the

Russian revolution and its consequences might well have been

averted; Germany, Austria and Turkey might have heen lefi

with stable governments and vet with enough experience of
modern warfare to discourage any taste for further adventures:
and lraly, France and Great Brimain - in that ovder — might
have been saved from insolvency. The war, if ended at that time,
wondld have ended without American help: and peace would
have been concluded withour American intervention. This last
result might by now be a matter for regret if thereby the world
had been cheated of the equitable and permanent peace, such
ay President Wilson sought to impose on the militarist party
of the Versailles Conference: bt it would perhaps have been
beiter for the rerms to be drawn by M. Clemencean and Mr,

Liovd George on Carthaginien lines than for the world 1o be

tamalized by a glimpse of statesmanship that revealed the

universal spirit and then to be fobbed off with a compromise
which embraced even the good fuith of England.” (While |

Remember, pp. 171-3.)

This was written in 1921 before the effects of the Great War
had become clear. Who can honestly disagree with this analysis
~ that if peace had been concluded in 1915, 1916 or 1917 the
world would hitve been a much better place than it subsequently
turned out to be?

Europe was prevented from heading towards a desiruble
negotiated peace by Britain's persistence in its crusade to
destroy Germany, primarily through the belief the Royal
Navy could starve Germany into submission, given time and
resilience umongst Britain's allies.

Once the Allies stopped the German defensive manoeuvre
at the battle of the Mame. four years of trench warfare ensued.
Although the Germans launched the most effective offensives



of the war, they were always strategically on the defensive and
the possibility of a negotiated settlement lay entirely with the
Allies. But the British Cabinet never for @ moment contemplated
a negotisted settlement. despite all the losses in men and
materials they suffered and the fact that they did not seem 1o
be muking any territorial progress. They coldly caleulated that
the Allies could suffer heavier losses than the Germans and still
win so long as they had a better rate of attrition proportionate to
population than the Germans. England believed that. in the long
run, the Royal Navy would do its work on Germany if the line
could be held for long enough on land.

Britain’s wavering French and Russian allies were convinced
1o continue the war to the bitter end as the result of an inimation
that the United States would be likely to jon the allies if Wilson
wis re-¢lected and gained the necessary influence in Congress.

Although President Wilson was re-elected to a second term
in late 1916 under the slogan. "He kept us out of war” he was
already intending to enter the War on the Allied side. This was
because Lloyd George had let it be known to Wilson that the
peace settlement was only open (o the belligerents — and many
of the belligerents wanted a *vengeful peace™. [f Wilson wanted
to be humanity’s servant he had to join the victors to affect the
peace and help Lloyd George prevent a “vengeful peace’.

America’s initial view of the war had comcided with that
of the Pope — there was nothing morally at issue between the
belligerents, it could only be bad 1o get mvolved in it, and a
sertlement should be made without the destruction of any of the
nutions fighting it.

But the US at the same nme set sbout making Britain
financially dependent upon it — Lugely through J.P-Morgan’s
banking empire — by giving it the necessary credit to keep
waging its war, The US at the same time sct about making
Britain financially dependent upon it. Loans were in violation
of American neutrality but Morgan's got around this by
issuing $2 Billion in credit w the Entente. American industry.
in propping up London, became an adjunct of the British war
effort. Of the five million pounds the British spent on weaponry
and supplies each day two million pounds was being spent in
the United States. By 1916 40% of Britain’s war material was
being supplied by the US,

Whilst this factor helped America in the medium term to
undernune the British Empire’s power and replace it on the
world stage it also tended (o place the U.S. in the position of
having to make u necessary defence of its investments if there
was danger of its client going under with its debts unpaid.

By 1916 France and Russia were broke and London wis
paying for its war on American credit. In March 1917 there was
only 114 million pounds of gold left in the Bank of England’s
vaults 1o cover further loans. If this had been exhausted British
finance would have collapsed and brought down a large section
of American industry with it — and a carastrophic effect on the
U.S economy.

British credit lurgely financed the Great War, John Maynurd
Keynes was the paymaster to Britain’s Allies. He gave a alk to
the Admiralty in March 1916 in which he told them: “We bribe

whole populations. It is our monev that keeps the Allies sweet.”

In October 1916 Keynes issued an important memo from
the Treasury entitled “The Financial Dependence of the United
Kingdem on the United States of America’, It noted that vp
until that point Britain had been funding its Great War 3/5 by
selling its gold and securities and 2/5 by obtaining loans on the
mternational market.

The prublem emerging was that the gold and securitics
accumulated by the Brinish Empire over the previous 200 years
were running out in payig for the War. During the following
6 months, if the War was to be waged us vigorously as it had,

Keynes calculated that the gold and securities available to
the Treasury would only fund 1/5 of the War, leaving 4/5 to
be funded by loans. And then it would be nearly 5/5 through
loans, by the end of 1917. This financial exhaustion was going
to make Britain highly dependent on the goodwill of the U S. in
continuing its War. As Keynes noted:

“A statement from the United States Fxecutive deprecating or

disapproving of such loans would render their floatarion in

sufficient volume a practical impossibility, and thus lead 10 u

sttuation of the wmost graviry... Any feeling of irvitation or lack

af svmpatly with this country or with its policy in the minds
of the American public... would render it exceedingly difficult.

if mot impossible. 1o carry through financial operations on u

scale adequate 1o her needs. The sums which rhus country will
require to borrow i the USAL in the next six or nine months,
are so enormous, amowiting 1o several times the entire national
debr of thar country. that it will be necessary to appeal to every
clasy and section of the investing public.

“It will be hardly an exaggeration to say that in u few months'
ume the American executive amd the American public will he
ina position to dictate o this country on matters that affect us
mare nearly than them. It is. thevefore, the view of the Treasury,
having regard to their special responsibilities, that the policy
of this country towards the US A, should be so directed as not
only 1o avoid any form of reprisal or active irrttation, but also

to concitiate and 1o please.” (10.10.16)

This rassed the issue of War aims, since the possibility of
having to conclude a peace was now raised for the first time,
Lord Lansdowne. in a memo to the cabinet on 13 November, on
the subject of what terms peace might be dictated to the enemy,
emphasized the cost of the Great War and how it might affect
the peace if the War continued into 1917 and beyond:

“Shall we even then be strong enough to “diclare’ 1erms? ...

We have obtained within the lust few days from the differen:

Departments of the Government a good deal of information as

1o the situation. naval, military, and economic. It is far from

reassuring. What does the prolongation of the war mean’

“Our own casuwelties already amonnt (o over 1 100,000, We
have had 15000 officers killed, not including these who are
missing. There ts no reason o suppese thai, as the force al the
fremt in the different theatres of war increases. the casualties
will increase ar a slower rare. We are slowly but surely killing
off the best of the male popudation of these islands. The figures
representing the caswalties our Allies are not before me. The
total must be appaliing.

“The financial burden which we have already accumulduied
is almost incalculable. We are adding 1o it ar a rate of over

5000000 per day. Generations will have 1o come and

go before the country recovers from the loss which it has

sustained in human beings, and from the financial ruin and the
destruction of the means of production which are taking place.
"All this is. no doubt, our duty te bear, but anly if 11 can be
shown thar the sacrifice will have its reward. If it is w0 be
made tn vain, if the additional year. or two years. or three
vears. finds uy still unable o dictate terms, the war with its
nameless horrors will have been needlessly prolonged. and the
responsibility of those who needlessly prolong such a war is
not less than thar of those who needlessly provoked it

“Manvy of us, howvever, must of late have asked ourselves how
this war 1y ever to be brought o an end. If we are told that
the deliberate conclusion of the Government is that it must
be fought umiil Germany has been beaten to the ground and
sues for peace on any ierms on which we are pleased 1o accord
tor her. my only observation would be that we onghr to know
something of the data upon which this conclusion hay heen

reached.” (Cab 37/159/32. 13.11.16)
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This must have been a bombshell to those attending
the Cabinet. Edward Grey in his reply said that it would
be “premature” tw look for peace and a “betraval of the
tntevests of this country”™ 10 advocate it as long as there was
a belief Germany could be defeated: or the military situation
was likely to improve in the Allies favour; or that Germany
was mnjured internally more o than England, making recovery
more difficult for her. It was only if the sitwation was predicted
1o deteriorate for the Allies over the following months that it
would be ever justified w “wind up the war ar once on the besr
terms achievable.” (Cab 37/160/20)

Shortly atter this Asquith resigned as Prime Minister. giving
way fo Lloyd George.

This was the reason why the British continued 10 reject
German peace offers and the Pope’s initiative of 1917 - because
it owas felt that peace would be o defear if it leflt Germany
stronger, which it would do if Britain had not the ability to
dictate peace terms 1o her. But by the same count Britain had
to change the character of its Great War in deference to the fact
that it was in hock to the U.S. And that meant it would need to
do things that would have great implications for the world it
would inherit, but would be too weuk to assert itself upon.

President Wilson was influenced by a message from the
Americin ambassador to England, Thomas Nelson Page, a
strong Anglophile. that Britain would be bankrupt within two
weeks, it the U.S. did not enter the war and provide her with
funds. Also in the picture were cables from the U.S. embassy
n Paris, warning that French morale was cracking. These
were communicated to Congress. Wilson's support produced
the “knockout vicrory™ statement of Lloyd George in which he
declared that the war must go on until Germany was crushed.,

The Vatican knew the US was not truly neutral in the first
two vears of the war and 1t deplored Washington's arms trade
that fucilitated the waging of the War longer and on a bigger
scale than would have been otherwise possible. Benedict also
regarded the Anglo- American tactic of carrying munitions on
passenger vessels, like the Lusitania - using civilians as human
shields - is reprehensible.

With America’s resources fully available to it and Wilson
removed us & moral opponent - in that he couldn’t talk about “an
honourable peace” anymore — it 1s not so difficult to understand
why the Pope's Peace Note of 1917 came an unwelcome time
for Britam.

The Irish Catholic of Apnil 2005 told us that: “On August 1.

1917, Benedicr issued a peace proposal in which he wged the
warring parties 1o unidaterally reduce their armamenis.”

The Pope’s Peace Note. in fact. went 4 lot further than that
Why did the Irish Catholic seek to minimise information on this
important proposal? Is it sheer ignorance. shoddy journalism
or the result of a paralysed mind unable 1o deal with the great
political questions. symptomatic of lrelund today?

I'he Pope’s Peace Plan had its origins within the German side
< stnee it was the Germans, rather than the Entente who desired
4 peacelul resolution to the conflict. The Times actually called
it the “German Peace Move™ i an editorial. There was nothing
odd about Germany wanting peace at this of all moments — at
the time of its greatest success in the war,

Germiny had secured its defence by a military ability that
the Entente had not bargained for. But it Knew that from here
on only a long and wasteful war of attrition could defeat it. It
wianted to secure @ peace at this point to prevent further loss of
life and the mevitable political and economic destruction that a
fight 1o the finish would end up in across Europe. So i number
of elements i Germany supported the Vaticun™s efforts in going
for u negotiated settlement.

W

Benedict believed Germany was the key because its strong
military position could make the concessions necessary 1o
satisfy Allied demands.

In Germany, a group of Reichstag members, led by the
Catholic  politician, Matthias Erzberger, passed a peace
resolution in the Reichstag in July 1917, This offer did not
make any demand for retaining the occupied areas of Belgium
or France. The German peace offer seemed to offer possibilities,
and the Vatican envoy to Germany, Eugenio Pacelli, (later Pope
Pius XIIj, who conducted most of the Vancan's peace efforts
during the War, was sent to explore with the Kaiser and his
Chancellor, Bethman-Hollweg, what terms might be feasible.
Apparently. the Germans agreed in principle to a limitation of
armaments, withdrawal from Belgium and other occupied areas,
disputed territories being decided by international agreement
and the creation of international arbitration couns,

Having achieved an understanding with the Germans
Benedict drew up his Peace Note to all the belligerent powers,
setting out systematic proposals for bringing the war to an end
and securing a just and enduring peace. He had it communicated
to the Entente what Germany was willing to concede.

This is what Fear Faire said in the Carholic Bullerin, March
1939, about Benedict's peace proposals of 1917, in a time when
Ireland knew something of history:

"By the middle of the vear 1917 the possibiity of a sweeping
victory for the Central Powers was gone. On the other hand,
the Allies were facing such a strongly entrenched enemy and
were themselves were so war-worn, that they, too, had linle
hope of truenph. wnless at the cost of long-prolonged strugglc
and mcalcwlable losses. The ime had come when botl sides
were weary of suffering and neither had high hopes. On August

1st, Pope Benedict tssued his appeal to the warring nations 1o

end whart he described as a fratricidal conflicr and negotiate a

Just und durable peace. He luid down the conditions on which

alone a peace could be established. The moral force of right

nuest rile in international affairs in place of the material jorce
of urms. Conguered territories must be restored. Claims to
indemniry must be put aside: the freedom of the seas must be
euwaranteed; armaments must be decreased. and imternational
affairs must be adjusted in the future by arbiuration. Where
there were conflicting claims to given lerritories, as in Alsace
Lorraine. in Poland, and in the Treatino, the decision must rest
with the population of the area concerned, and the will of the
people must be found by means of a plebiscite. These peace
proposals are manifestly those which would have saved the
warld not merely from a prolongation of the war, but from the
disasters which have followed ir, Almost everybody nons, even
in the most stubborn quarters, realises that the Allies made «
disastrous decision when they rejected the Pope's proposals. It
wens the Allies more than Germany who were to blame for the
Peace Proposals being refused. It was President Wilson who
replied 10 the Pope, on behalf of the Ailied Powers, that peace
conild nor be madde with such a Government as Germany then
possessed. The Allies would not deal with a Germany ruled by
the Kaiser: and by refusing 1o do so they commirted themselves
tes days to come to deal with a Germany raled by a Hitler Linle
they guessed what they had done when they flung the Pope's
appeal to the ground and went on with the war for a yvear that
was filled with hitherto unparalleled suffering. Liile they knew,
when at last they had beaten their enemies to their knees at
the end of 1918, and when they were uble 10 dictate a peace

tor thetr own liking, how much better they would have done 1o

accept the just and unrevengeful peace which Pope Benedicr

had recommended eqghteen months before.

“No the peace that was no peace came. Benedicr lived 1o
ave the Peace Tf’('ﬂf}' .\igﬁ('d and the rﬂbl‘f 10 erush Germany
undertaken,”



The Germans and the Austro-Hungarians were favourable to the
Pope’s proposal, although Berlin avoided specific commitments
until the allies had responded. But despite this blame is spread
evenly for the rejection of the Peace Note on America, Britain and
Germany. It is realised that no one clse had the means 1o continue
fighting on a substantial scale without the participation of these
three.

It is said that Chancellor Bethman-Hollweg wis overthrown at
this time by the German army leaders — who were still fixated on
a German military victory — and this scuppered the Papal initiative.

German war aims had been relutively modest until this point -
busically recognition of Germany as a leginmate power in Europe
which could go aboul her business without being threatened with
destruction,

There were two views in Germamy as o what should be done
m imd-1917. One view was to go all out for peace on the basis of
Benedict's plan because things could only get worse for Germany
and its position. The other, held by some Prussiun military leaders,
like Ludendorft and Hindenburg, argued there was no way out of the
situation but through a decisive military victory — as Britwin would
never make peiice until it was decisively beaten. There was much to
encourage this latter viewpont in 1917 as the Russian enemy on the
Eustern front was on the verge of collapse and if 3 blow could be struck
n the West with transferred troops before American numbers arrived
peace might be achievable on German terims,

The atutude taken by the Entente w0 Benedict's Peace Note
determined that this latter view won out in late 1917/1918. It was,
unfortunately, correct.

The new Provisional Russian government welcomed the Papal
mediation. But the leaders of France and laly. with largely Catholic,
exrremely war weary populations, were concemed. They wanted a
fight to the finish to achieve thewr territorial amms set out in the
secret treaties with England. But they hesitated to take direct 1ssue
with the Pope in view of his moral influence on their peoples. So
France ignored the imitiative. Clemenceau describing it as “peace
agetinst France.”

The British merely acknowledged it and then decided to let
President Wilson answer for all of them,

Wilson had a unigue role - that ol giving the proceedings of the
Allies the churcter and tone of disinterested ideals of justice and
liberty, By 1917  lot of the gloss hud gone off the Entente propaganda
that hiad generted and sustuned the crusade against “Prussiansm ™ in
s curly days: But Wilson. with his hberal, neutralist and disinterested
credentials, wits a uselul moral cipher to dress up Allied War aims.
He gave the war a new aurd of idealisim just as the early wealism was
fading. He projected the wur as a struggle w make the world safe for
democracy. Llayd George referred 1o one of Wilson's speeches as “one
of the greatest sermons  the history of the world ™

Wilson was the altermate moral compass in the workd to the Vatican
and England was prepared to use him i that meant it won its War - by
hoak or by crook.

President Wilson saw the timing of the Pope's message as
mischievous. Socialists hud just convened a peace conference in
Stockhulm to appeal overthe heads of rulers to the workers of the world.
In Petrograd., the Bolshevik wing of the Russtan revolution had already
called for peace on the basis of no annexations and self-determnation
for all peoples. and pressurised the Provisionul Government into going
along with them.

The Pope was saying many of the same things Wilson had sad
before hie apted for war (he had called for “peace withont victory™ in
i stutesmanlike pronouncement carly in 1916). But these former
pronouncements were things of no use to the War-hike aititude that was
now necessary to cultivate i Americans for the fight of good over evil.

Wilson's reply 1o the Pope’s Peace Note that there could be
no discussion with the German Governiment, only with the Germian
people. and then the war would end m g couple ol hours after regime

change, suggested the Great War was all about estublishing democrucy
in Germany and nothing else.

America’s entry into the War and Wilson's moral rejuvenation
of the Allied cause put paid 10 Benedict XV's Peace Note - the last
chance Europe had of averting citastrophe

It was very unlikely that Germany would have won the war, even
if the United States had not come in on the side of the Allics. Germany
wiis eager to negotiate a fair peace urrungement at the time when Llovd
George's “knock-out victory™ declaration put an end 10 all prospect of
successful negotiations,

Had sincere peace negonations, slong the lines proposed by
Benedict XV, wken place the result would have been the “peace
without victory.” which Wilson described in his  statesmanlike
pronouncement early in 1916 when the US. was officially neutral.
There would have been a negotiated peace treaty made by relative
equals — militarily demonstrated by the sialemate in the war. This
would certainly have been far preferable to the Treaty of Versailles and
is effects. A negotinted peace would have saved the world from the
last catastrophic years of war. It would have rendered unnecessary and
impossible the brutal blockade of Germany for months afier the 1918
Armistice — a blockade that starved to death hundreds of thousands of
German women and children. And it would also have made impossible
the rise of Bolshevism, Fascism and National Socialism— all products
of the disintegration of the sovial fabric, effected by the war and
blockade —and the coming ol a second world war,

But Britmn did not wanmt another “moral force of right” m
temational affairs. It wanted 1o mamtain itself as the “moral force of
right” by winning the War and determining the post-war outcome. It
wanted to use the “material force of arms “unilaterally in luture, just is
it had done, when and where it sought fit, and not let any international
hady tell it otherwise - as 1t demonstrated in relation to the League of
Nations in the 1930s.

It did not wish 1o restore the conguered termitory it hid grabbed
from Germany in Afnica, or that it had raken from the Otomans in the
Middle East. It wamed to impose indemnity on Germany 1o pay for the
war (and escape from its own American loans as far as it could - Bull
the Bilker. as the Carholic Bulletin called Britam m the 1930s.)

It did nov want “freedom of the seas™ restricting it severely duning
the war and rejected Wilson's call lor it in his Fourieen Poinis. When
Britam talked of the “freedom of the seas™ it meant its freedom 1o
police the scas in its own interests determining how much freedom
should be allowed 1o other nations and what size of navies they could
have.

I did not want arms limitation, ¢xcept il exceptions could be made
for it 10 police its empire, by bombing Arab and African villuges of
the map. if they did not pay their Imperial taxes for the privilege of
British authority.

And it mostly did not want plebiscites and democracy determining
the fate of territories - as witnessed by its behaviour in lreland in 1918
when the local populution decided they did not want Britain any more.
Clsewhere in its vast and expanded empire obstacles were put up
against other reluctant subject peoples exercising this right.

Another reason Britain did not want plebiscites and democracy
determining the fate of lerritories, except where it suited disrupting
another power - was because it had already made secret arrangement
for the sharing out of spoils which it did not want democrucy interfering
with.

We cannot predict how history would have turned out if Benedict's
Peace imtiatives had been acted upon by Britain, But we Know what
did happen when they were rejected. So we can conclude
one thing. The future of Furope. including the expansion of
Bolshevism, the growth of Fascism and Nazism, the Second
World War, the concentration camps. the Soviet occupation of
Europe, the Israeli stute built on the plantation of Palestine. the
destabilisution of the Middle East etc. were the responsibility of
those who rejected Benedict's efforts in 1917, i |
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1.Birinci Diinya Savasi'min 100. yildoniimii ¢er¢evesinde 6zellikle savasin son yilina dair
ilkemiz agisindan o©Onem tasiyan tarihi olaylanin dis literatiirde yeterince yer
bulamamasi muvacehesinde , Ottava Bilyiikelgiligimiz Birinci Miistesar Yusuf Turan
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“Constantinople™ adli makale ile Irlandal tarihgi Dr. Pat Walsh'in yazdigi “The Battle for
Baku, 1918” ve * Centenary of Benedict's Lost Peace™ baglikli makaleler {i¢ aylik olarak
yayinlanan “Irish Foreign Affairs™ adh derginin Aralik 2018 sayisinda yayimnlanmug olup.
stzkonusu makalelerin metinleri ekte, 6zetleri ise izleyen maddelerde sunulmustur.
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One Hundred Years Ago, November 13, 1918: The Last Fall of “Constantinople™ Y. Turan
Cetiner

Istanbul’'un Miittefik Giigler tarafindan 13 Kasim 1918 tarihinde savasin sonucuyla ilgisiz,
hukuken dayanaksiz ve bahanelere dayandirilmis olarak fiilen iggale baslanmasinin yeni bir
tahlilini amaglayan makale, bu tarihsel olayin gergekte “Konstantiniyye'nin 20. yiizyilda son
kez fethi” olarak planlanmug bir askeri harekat kapsaminda degerlendirilmesi i¢in birgok
neden bulunmakla birlikte. Batih tarih anlatisinda bundan kaginildigina dikkat ¢ekmekte. bu
suretle, tarihin bir dezenformasyon olarak naklinin amaglandigini ortaya koymaktadir.

Makale, Dr. Walsh’un, Osmanl Imparatorlugu'nu yikmak igin “bilyiikk armagan” olarak
nitelendirdigi Istanbul’u Rusya’ya savas pazarligi i¢inde veren Britanya Imparatorlugu’nun,
Rusya bu “armagan™ ele geciremeyince, avucuna diigtiigii anda bes yil silahlarin gélgesinde
elinde tuttugunun Bati’da bilinmeyen bir olay olarak birakildigini vurgulayan sunusuyla
baslamaktadir.

Makale, 29 Mayis 1453’ten sonra yiizyillarca, Islambol, Istanbol ve Konstantiyye olarak
farkl yerde anilan Istanbul un, Batililar igin 465 yil boyunca sadece “Constantinople” olarak
adlandinldigini, Hristiyan diinyamin bir pargasi oldugu gériisiiniin hi¢ degismedigini ve
Miittefik giiglerin goziinde iggal firsati bulundugunda 13 Kasim 1918 tarihinde tereddiitsiiz
isgaline baglanan tek Merkezi Gii¢ bagkenti olarak bu suretle ele gegirildigini, bunun siyasi
nostaljiyle baslayip, ¢arpik bir algi izlerken, Istanbul’un olaganiistii kozmopolit yapisina
aldinig etmedigini, yerlesmis bir bagnazliginin emrindeki bu yasadisi isgalin 6 Ekim 1923°de
Istanbul’un kurtarilmasiyla sonlandirildigini vurgulamaktadir.

Makalede 6ne ¢ikartilan hususlar: \ W
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- Osmanl Imparatorlugu’'nun Britanya Imparatorlugu'nu 19. Yiizyil Avrupa gii¢ dengesi
iginde kargit olarak gérmedig@i, ancak Britanya’nin kararlilikla Osmanli imparatorlugu
kargisindaki ittifaki kurdugu. Canakkale ve Kutt-iil Amare zaferlerinin, savasi sonlandirmayi
onemsemeyen liberal emperyalist Britanya hiikiimetini Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun tamamen
¢okertilmesi planlarina sevk ettigi, Istanbul’un savasin gidisati ile ilgili askeri degeri sinirh
olmasina ragmen buraya yonelik saldirilarin da bu suretle baglatildig:,

- Istanbul’a yonelik saldirilar igin hava kuvvetlerinin segildigi, 12 Nisan 1916’dan 25 Nisan
1918’e kadar diizinelerce hava saldinisinin ¢ok sayida sivilin 6liimiine neden oldugu, yalnizca
18 Ekim 1918°de yapilan hava bombardimaninda 70 sivilin 6ldiigii, bunlardan yariya
yakininin gayrimiislim oldugu, niifusunun yarisi gayrimiislim olan baskentte, goniilliiler
disinda gayrimiislimlerin askere alinmadig, Istanbul niifusunun yiizlerce yil askerlikten muaf
tutuldugu. 1909 yilindan itibaren askerlik hizmetinin gayrimiislimleri de kapsamaya
baslamasina ragmen, bedel-i nakdi 6denmesi, farkl: tabiiyetlere gegilmesi gibi yontemlerle bu
zorunlulugu asanlar oldugu, askere alinanlarin neredeyse tamaminin amele taburlarinda geri
hizmet gordiigii, boyle bir demografiye sahip Istanbul’un hava saldirilarina tabi tutulmasinin
bir paradoks teskil ettigi,

- Ingiliz General Hugh Trenchard’ in sehirlere hichir kisitlamaya tabi olmaksizin hava
saldinlar1 diizenlenmesini “stratejik bombalama™ olarak 1917 yilimin baginda askeri
terminolojiye dahil eden ilk kisi oldugu, bu kararin Istanbul’da da izlendigi,

- Istanbul’da gayrimiislimler kadar Miisliiman tebaanin entelektiiellerinin de aydinlanmaci
fikirleri izledigi, sosyalizm ve liberalizm arasinda iigiincii bir yol olan dayamgmaciligin zemin
kazandigi, ancak bu 6zgiirliik¢li ortamun azinlik yayinlart arasinda kigkirticithigin artmasiyla
istismar edildigi,

. Istanbul’un isgalini aymi bahanelerle 15 Mayis 1919°da Izmir’in isgalinin izledigi, 6zellikle
Izmir ve gevresini iggal hareketini genisleten Yunan ordusunun Lozan Anlagmasi'nin 59.
Maddesi’nde savas sugu islediginin hitkme baglanmasiyla kesinlesen fiillere giristigi.

- Izmir’in 9 Eyliil 1922 tarihinde kurtarilmasinin ardindan Ingiliz isgal kuvvetleri komutani
General Harrington’in Istanbul’dan savagsmadan ¢ekilme kararinin alinmasini destekledigi,
Ingiliz Bagbakan Lloyd George’un dominyonlardan asker talebinin sonug¢ vermemesinin
Britanya'nin Yunanistan’i kullanarak yiiriittiigii vekalet savaginin daha fazla boyutlanmadan
sona ermesini beraberinde getirdigi olmaktadir.

Makale, Istanbul’un isgal edildigi 13 Kasim 1918 tarihinde Suriye-Filistin Cephesi'nden
giinler siiren yolculugunun ardindan baskente dénmiis Mustafa Kemal Paga’nin Haydarpasa
Istasyonu’nda saatlerce siiren bekleyisin ardindan (55 gemilik isgal donanmasinin gelikten bir
orman benzetmesine neden oldugu) Bogazi motorla gegerken soyledigi “Geldikleri gibi
giderler” soziine yaveri Yarbay Cevat Bey'in “Size nasip olacak, siz bunlan kovacaksiniz
Pasam™ diyerek mukabele ettigi divalogun ilk kez Ingilizce literatiire dahil edildigi bir geri
doniigle sonlandinimaktadir. (S6zkonusu geviri Dr. Walsh’un da sunumunda yineledigi. alana
vapilan bir bagka katki tegkil etmistir.)
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Makale, 1918 Eyliil’iin Osmanli — Azeri kuvvetlerinin Bakii'yli Rus-Sovyet. Kozak, Britanya
Emperyal giigleri ve Tasnaklardan olusan koalisyonu yenerek kurtarmasini, kisa siire
korunabilen bir zafer olarak goziikkmekle birlikte, sonuglar: bugiin dahi hissedilen tarihi nemi
haiz bir olay olarak irdelemektedir. Walsh, bu ger¢evede yiizyillarca devam edip, 19. yiizyilda
“Biiyikk Oyun™ olarak adlandirilmaya baslanmis Britanya-Rusya rekabetinin Britanya’nin
Rusya'min Osmanli Imparatorlugu aleyhine genislemesini engellemeye ¢alistigi, “the

Russians shall not have Constantinople™ sloganina konu politikanin, Britanya igin
Almanya’ya kars: miittefik bulmak 6ncelik halini aldiginda, Istanbul u Rusya’ya “Glavniy
Priz” (Biiyiik Armagan) olarak birakmaya doniismesi {izerinde ilk olarak durmaktadir.

Walsh Almanya’'nin Lenin’in sahaya inigini desteklemesinin Carh@in savag siyasetini ilk
olarak Dogu Cephesi’nde ¢ozdiigiinii, Rusya’nin isgal ettigi Osmanli Imparatorlugu topraklari
ve Kafkasya etki sahasinda bir gii¢ boslugu dogmasimin “Sarkhlar” karsisinda prestij
kaybetmek korkusuyla Britanya'nin dikkatini siiratle celbettigini kaydetmektedir.

Walsh, Britanya dis politikasinin Almanya’yi rakip ve yeni tehdit olarak belirlemesinin, 1907
Reval Anlasmasi'vla Rusya ile ittifak kurulmasinin 6niinii agtigini, bunun da Rusya’nin
Ermeni unsurlar kigskirtmak dahil saldirganhigi 6niindeki engelleri kaldirdigini, Rusya’nin Jon
Tiirklere 6nemli agilimlar sundugu, ancak ayaklanmay1 tercih eden ve ciddi dlgtide
silahlanmig bir kesim olan Tagnaklari géziine Kkestirdigini, Britanya’'min Ermenilerin
Rusya’nin kontroliinde olmasini tercih ettigini, Britanya'nin Carlik Rusyasi devrildikten sonra
Bakii petrollerini ele gegirmek istedigini gordiigiinii ve bu nedenle Osmanli Imparatorlugu ile
miicadele edecek Bolseviklere yardimi, Bolsevizm’in Liberal emperyalizmin ideolojik karsiti
olmasina ragmen siirdiirdigiinii vurgulamaktadir.

Tagnaklarin, Britanya Emperyalizmi’nin yaninda, Birinci Diinya Savasi’na devami savunan
Sosyal Devrimciler ve Menseviklerden, Bolseviklere kadar farkli kesimlerinin ¢atisma
sahasina girdigini kaydeden Walsh, Britanya’min sefer giiciiniin 17 Agustos 1918°de Bakii'ye
girmesinin, burada kurulan Sovyet Bakii yonetiminin Merkezi Hazar Diktatérliigii'niin eline
gegmesiyle sonlandifini belirtmekte, s6zkonusu yapida agirhk kazanmis Ermenilerin 12.000
Miisliimani katlettigini, bu olayin Miisliimanlarin Sovyetlerle bag kurmasinin dniine gegerek.
yiizlerim Tiirk giiglerine ¢evirmesine neden oldugunu ifade etmektedir.

Britanya gibi, Bolseviklerin de Ermenileri silahlandirmaya yoneldigini dile getiren Walsh,
1918 Haziraninda yapilan Batum Anlagmas: kapsaminda Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun
Azerbaycan Cumbhuriyeti’ne askeri yardim sozii verdigini, Osmanh Kafkas Islam Ordusu’nun
1916 yilindan itibaren Carlik gii¢lerinin, 1917 yilindan itibarense Ermenilerin elinde tuttugu
bolgelere girdiginde su kuyularina atilmig, toplu mezarlara gémiilmiis Misliimanlar ve feci
katliam manzaralariyla karsilastigini, Bakii'yii kusatan Kafkas Ordusu’na karsi
duramayacagini anlayan Ingiliz tiimgeneral Dunsterville’in gemiyle Iran’a kagtigini,
Ermenilerin Britanya giiglerinin sayica az olmasini maglubiyetin nedeni olarak agiklarken,
Londra’nin Ermenilerin dagilmakla sugladigini, nitekim Ingiliz gazetelerinin bu mangsetlerle
¢iktigim vurgulamaktadir.

Walsh, Nuri Paga’nin Bakii'yli Azerbaycan Cumhuriyeti namina kurtardigini, Britanya'nin
bundan sonra Sovyetlere kars: ti¢ Kafkas devletini tampon bir yap: olarak desteklemeye
¢aligigini, ancak Beyaz Rus general Denekin'in yenilmesiyle Bolseviklerin kontrolii ele
gegirdigini, Azerbaycan Demokratik Cumhuriyeti'nin 1920 yilinda ezilerek 23 aylik varligina
son verilmesine ragmen Bakii i¢in savasip, Bakii merkezli bir idare kurmanmin hafizalardan
hi¢bir zaman silinmeyecek, milli bilinci inga eden biiyiik bir olay oldugunu, bunu Mehmet



Emin Resulzade'nin “Bir defa yiikselen bayrak, bir daha inmez” soziiyle ifade etigini
belirtmektedir.”

4.
“Centenary of Benedict’s Lost Peace, Pat Walsh

Papa Benedict'in 1917 yili Temmuz ayinda savasin sona erdirilmesi i¢in Almanya
Parlamentosu’nda ortaya ¢ikan bir hareketi izledigi belirtilen makalede, bedeli ne olursa olsun
Birinci Diinya Savasi'mi zaferle sonuglandirmanin Britanya’nin amaci oldugu, Londra'nin
ozellikle Almanya’nin sosyal, ekonomik ve siyasi dokusunu yikarak sonuca ulasmaya
¢alistigi, bunun ise Hitler ve Nazizm’1i {irettigi kaydedilmektedir.

Makale Papa Benedict’in ¢ikisinin, Reichstag’daki Katolik politikact Matthias Erzberger’in
bariy yapilmasini amaglayan bir karar gegirmesini izledigini, Almanya’'nin Belgika ve diger
isgal edilen topraklardan ¢ekilme, ayrica tartismali bélgelerle ilgili olarak uluslararasi
anlagmalar ve tahkim yoluyla ¢6ziim saglama konusunda da ilke karar aldigini, ancak.
Britanya'nin savas se¢eneginin devamini zorladigini agiklamaktadir.

Walsh, Papa Benedict'in Almanya’da olusan barig yonelimini dikkate aldigi gibi.
girisimlerinin ABD Bagkani1 Wilson'in 1916 yili baginda yaptig1 “zafersiz banig”™ ¢cagnsiyla da
uyumlu oldugunu, mamafih Britanya'min elde ettigi gii¢ tekelini ve topraklari. ayrica,
Almanya’ya ddetecegi savas tazminatini yitirmemek., bir yandan da ABD’ye olan
borglarindan  siynilmanin  yolu olarak gordiigi savasi kazanmak diiglincesinden
vazgegmedigini belirtmektedir.”

Bilgi ve istifadelerine
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1. One Hundred Years Ago. November 13, 1918: The Last Fall of “Constantinople™
Y. Turan Cetiner

[stanbul'un Miittefik Giigler tarafindan 13 Kasim 1918 tarihinde savasin sonucuyla ilgisiz,
hukuken dayanaksiz ve bahanelere dayandirilmig olarak fiilen isgale baglanmasinin yeni bir
tahlilini amaglayan makale. bu tarihsel olayin gergekte “Konstantiniyye'nin 20. yiizyilda son
kez fethi” olarak planlanmus bir askeri harekat kapsaminda degerlendirilmesi igin bir¢ok neden
bulunmakla birlikte, Batih tarih anlatisinda bundan kagimldigina dikkat ¢ekmekte, bu suretle,
tarihin bir dezenformasyon olarak naklinin amaglandigini ortaya koymaktadir.

Makale, Dr. Walsh’un, Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nu yikmak igin “biiyiik armagan™ olarak
nitelendirdigi Istanbul’u Rusya'ya savas pazarhg i¢inde veren Britanya Imparatorlugu’nun,
Rusya bu “armagan™ ele gegiremeyince, avucuna diistiigii anda bes yil silahlarin golgesinde
elinde tuttugunun Bati’da bilinmeyen bir olay olarak birakildigini vurgulayan sunusuyla
baslamaktadir.

Makale. 29 Mayis 1453 ten sonra yiizyillarca, Islambol, Istanbol ve Konstantiyye olarak farkh
yerde anilan istanbul’un, Batililar igin 465 yil boyunca sadece “Constantinople” olarak
adlandinildigini. Hristiyan diinyanin bir parg¢asi oldugu goriistiniin hi¢ degismedigini ve
Miittefik gii¢lerin gdziinde iggal firsati bulundugunda 13 Kasim 1918 tarihinde tereddiitsiiz
isgaline baslanan tek Merkezi Gii¢ bagkenti olarak bu suretle ele ge¢irildigini, bunun siyasi
nostaljiyle baslayip, ¢arpik bir alg1 izlerken, Istanbul’un olaganiistii kozmopolit yapisina aldiris
etmedigini. yerlesmis bir bagnazh@mnin emrindeki bu yasadigi isgalin 6 Ekim 1923°de
Istanbul un kurtarilmastyla sonlandirildigini vurgulamaktadir.

Makalede 6ne ¢ikartilan hususlar:

- Osmanh imparatorlugu’nun Britanya imparatorlugu'nu 19. Yiizyil Avrupa gii¢ dengesi iginde
karsit olarak gérmedigi, ancak Britanya’min kararhlikla Osmanh Imparatorlugu karsisindaki
ittifaki kurdugu, Canakkale ve Kutt-iil Amare zaferlerinin, savagi sonlandirmay 6nemsemeyen
liberal emperyalist Britanya hiikiimetini Osmanli imparatorlugu’nun tamamen ¢okertilmesi
planlarina sevk ettigi, Istanbul un savasin gidisati ile ilgili askeri degeri simirli olmasina ragmen
buraya yonelik saldirilarin da bu suretle baslatildigi,

- Istanbul’a yonelik saldirilar igin hava kuvvetlerinin segildigi, 12 Nisan 1916’dan 25 Nisan
1918’e kadar diizinelerce hava saldirisinin ¢ok sayida sivilin 6liimiine neden oldugu, yalnizca
18 Ekim 1918°de yapilan hava bombardimaninda 70 sivilin 61diigii, bunlardan yariya yakininin
gayrimiislim oldugu, niifusunun yans: gayrimiislim olan bagkentte, goniilliiler diginda
gayrimiislimlerin askere alinmadigi. Istanbul niifusunun yiizlerce yil askerlikten muaf
tutuldugu, 1909 yilindan itibaren askerlik hizmetinin gayrimiislimleri de kapsamaya
baglamasina ragmen, bedel-i nakdi 6denmesi, farkh tabiiyetlere gegilmesi gibi yontemlerle bu
zorunlulugu aganlar oldugu, askere alinanlarin neredeyse tamaminin amele taburlarinda geri
hizmet gordiigii, boyle bir demografiye sahip Istanbul’un hava saldirilarina tabi tutulmasimin
bir paradoks teskil ettigi,

- Ingiliz General Hugh Trenchard in sehirlere higbir kisitlamaya tabi olmaksizin hava saldirilar
diizenlenmesini “stratejik bombalama™ olarak 1917 yilinin basinda askeri terminolojiye dahil
eden ilk kisi oldugu, bu kararin Istanbul’da da izlendigi,



- Istanbul'da gayrimiislimler kadar Miisliiman tebaanin entelektiiellerinin de aydinlanmaci
fikirleri izledigi, sosyalizm ve liberalizm arasinda ti¢iincii bir yol olan dayanigsmaciligin zemin
kazandig1, ancak bu zgiirlitk¢ii ortamin azinhk yaymnlan arasinda kigkirticith@in artmasiyla
istismar edildigi,

- [stanbul’un isgalini ayni bahanelerle 15 Mayis 1919°da [zmir’in iggalinin izledigi, dzellikle
Izmir ve gevresini isgal hareketini genisleten Yunan ordusunun Lozan Anlagmasi'nin 59.
Maddesi’nde savas sucu islediginin hilkkme baglanmasiyla kesinlesen fiillere giristigi.

- Izmir’in 9 Eyliil 1922 tarihinde kurtarilmasinin ardindan Ingiliz iggal kuvvetleri komutani
General Harrington’in Istanbul’dan savasmadan gekilme kararinin alinmasini destekledigi.
ingiliz Basbakan Lloyd George'un dominyonlardan asker talebinin sonu¢ vermemesinin
Britanya’nin Yunanistan'1 kullanarak yiiriittiigii vekalet savasinin daha fazla boyutlanmadan
sona ermesini beraberinde getirdigi olmaktadir.

Makale, Istanbul’un isgal edildigi 13 Kasim 1918 tarihinde Suriye-Filistin Cephesi’nden giinler
siiren yolculugunun ardindan baskente doénmiis Mustafa Kemal Pasa’min Haydarpasa
Istasyonu’nda saatlerce siiren bekleyisin ardindan (55 gemilik isgal donanmasinin gelikten bir
orman benzetmesine neden oldugu) Bogazi motorla gecerken soyledigi “Geldikleri gibi
giderler” soziine yaveri Yarbay Cevat Bey'in “Size nasip olacak, siz bunlari kovacaksinz
Pasam” diyerek mukabele ettigi diyalogun ilk kez Ingilizce literatiire dahil edildigi bir geri
doniisle sonlandirilmaktadir. (S6zkonusu geviri Dr. Walsh'un da sunumunda yineledigi, alana
yapilan bir bagka katki teskil etmistir.)

2. * The Battle for Baku. 1918, Pat Walsh

Makale, 1918 Eyliil'tin Osmanhi — Azeri kuvvetlerinin Bakii'yii Rus-Sovyet, Kozak, Britanya
Emperyal gii¢cleri ve Tasnaklardan olusan koalisyonu yenerek Kkurtarmasini, Kisa
stirekorunabilen bir zafer olarak goziikmekle birlikte, sonuglar bugiin dahi hissedilen tarihi
Onemi haiz bir olay olarak irdelemektedir. Walsh, bu ¢ercevede yiizyillarca devam edip, 19.
Yiizyilda “Biiyiikk Oyun™ olarak adlandirnlmaya baslannmis Britanya-Rusya rekabetinin
Britanya’min Rusya'min Osmanli imparatorlugu aleyhine genislemesini engellemeye c¢alistigi,
“the Russians shall not have Constantinople™ sloganina konu politikanin, Britanya i¢in
Almanya’ya karsi miittefik bulmak éncelik halini aldiginda, Istanbul’u Rusya’ya “Glavniy riz”
(Bliylik Armagan) olarak birakmaya doniismesi tizerinde ilk olarak durmaktadir.

Walsh Almanya’nin Lenin’in sahaya inisini desteklemesinin Carligin savas siyasetini ilk olarak
Dogu Cephesi’'nde g¢dzdiigiinii, Rusya’mn isgal ettigi Osmanli Imparatorlugu topraklan ve
Kafkasya etki sahasinda bir gii¢ boglugu dogmasinin “Sarkhlar” karsisinda prestij kaybetmek
korkusuyla Britanya'nin dikkatini siiratle celbettigini kaydetmektedir.

Walsh, Britanya dig politikasinin Almanya’yi rakip ve yeni tehdit olarak belirlemesinin, 1907
Reval Anlagsmasi'yla Rusya ile ittifak kurulmasinin 6niinii agtigini, bunun da Rusya’nin Ermeni
unsurlar kigkirtmak dahil saldirganligi 6ntindeki engelleri kaldirdigini, Rusya’nin Jon Tiirklere
Onemli agilimlar sundugu, ancak ayaklanmay: tercih eden ve ciddi 6l¢iide silahlanmis bir kesim
olan Tagnaklar goziine kestirdigini, Britanya’nin Ermenilerin Rusya nin Kontroliinde olmasim
tercih ettigini, Britanya'nin Carlik Rusyasi devrildikten sonra Bakii petrollerini ele gegirmek
istedigini gordiigiinii ve bu nedenle Osmanli Imparatorlugu ile miicadele edecek Bolseviklere
yardimi, Bolgevizm’in Liberal emperyalizmin ideolojik kargiti olmasina ragmen siirdiirdiigiinii
vurgulamaktadir.



Tasnaklarin, Britanya Emperyalizmi’nin yaninda, Birinci Diinya Savasi’na devami savunan
Sosyal Devrimciler ve Menseviklerden. Bolseviklere kadar farkli kesimlerinin catisma
sahasina girdigini kaydeden Walsh, Britanya’'mn sefer giictiniin 17 Agustos 1918’de Bakii’ye
girmesinin, burada kurulan Sovyet Bakii yonetiminin Merkezi Hazar Diktatorliigii'niin
elinegegmesiyle sonlandigim belirtmekte, sézkonusu yapida agirhk kazanmis Ermenilerin
12.000 Miisliimani katlettigini, bu olayin Miislimanlarin Sovyetlerle bag kurmasinin 6niine
gegerek, viizlerini Tiirk giiglerine ¢evirmesine neden oldugunu ifade etmektedir.

Britanya gibi, Bolseviklerin de Ermenileri silahlandirmaya yoneldigini dile getiren Walsh, 1918
Haziraninda yapilan Batum Anlagmasi kapsaminda Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun Azerbaycan
Cumburiyeti’ne askeri yardim s6zii verdigini, Osmanl Kafkas Islam Ordusu’nun 1916 yilindan
itibaren Carlik giiclerinin, 1917 yilindan itibarense Ermenilerin elinde tuttugu bdlgelere
girdiginde su kuyularina atilmig, toplu mezarlara gémiilmiis Miislimanlar ve feci katliam
manzaralariyla kargilagtigini, Bakii'yli kusatan Kafkas Ordusu’na kargi duramayaca@ini
anlayan Ingiliz tiimgeneral Dunsterville’in gemiyle Iran’a kagtigini, Ermenilerin Britanya
gliglerinin sayica az olmasim maglubiyetin nedeni olarak agiklarken, Londra’min Ermenilerin
dagilmakla sugladigini, nitekim Ingiliz gazetelerinin bu mansetlerle ¢iktigim vurgulamaktadir.

Walsh, Nuri Paga’'nmin Bakii'yii Azerbaycan Cumhuriyeti namina kurtardigini, Britanya'nin
bundan sonra Sovyetlere karsi {i¢ Kafkas devletini tampon bir yapi olarak desteklemeye
calisugini, ancak Beyaz Rus general Denekin’in yenilmesiyle Bolseviklerin kontrolii ele
gecirdigini, Azerbaycan Demokratik Cumhuriyeti’nin 1920 yilinda ezilerek 23 aylik varhgina
son verilmesine ragmen Bakii i¢in savasip, Bakii merkezli bir idare kurmanin hafizalardan
hi¢bir zaman silinmeyecek, milli bilinci inga eden biiyiik bir olay oldugunu, bunu Mehmet Emin
Resulzade'nin “Bir defa yiikselen bayrak, bir daha inmez” séziiyle ifade etigini belirtmektedir.”

3.*Centenary of Benedict’s Lost Peace, Pat Walsh

Papa Benedict’'in 1917 yili Temmuz ayinda savasin sona erdirilmesi i¢in Almanya
Parlamentosu’nda ortaya ¢ikan bir hareketi izledigi belirtilen makalede. bedeli ne olursa olsun
Birinci Diinya Savasi’m zaferle sonuglandirmanin Britanya'min amaci oldugu, Londra’nin
ozellikle Almanya’nin sosyal. ekonomik ve siyasi dokusunu yikarak sonuca ulagsmaya ¢alistigi,
bunun ise Hitler ve Nazizm’i tirettigi kaydedilmektedir.

Makale Papa Benedict’'in ¢ikisinin, Reichstag'daki Katolik politikaci Matthias Erzberger'in
baris yapilmasim amaglayan bir Karar gecirmesini izledigini, Almanya'min Belgika ve diger
isgal edilen topraklardan g¢ekilme, ayrica tartismah bolgelerle ilgili olarak uluslararas
anlagsmalar ve tahkim yoluyla ¢6ziim saglama konusunda da ilke karan aldigini, ancak.
Britanya’nin savas se¢eneginin devamini zorladigini agiklamaktadir.

Walsh, Papa Benedict’in Almanya’da olugan bang yonelimini dikkate aldigi gibi, girisimlerinin
ABD Bagkam1 Wilson’in 1916 yili basinda yaptigi “zafersiz bans™ ¢agrisiyla da uyumlu
oldugunu, mamatih Britanya'nin elde ettigi gii¢ tekelini ve topraklari, ayrica, Almanya’ya
ddetecegi savas tazminatim yitirmemek, bir yandan da ABD’ye olan borglarindan siyrilmanin
yolu olarak gordiigii savasi kazanmak diistincesinden vazgegmedigini belirtmektedir.”



