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THE GENESIS OF THE ARMENIAN QUESTION

The relocation of the Ottoman Armenians within the Ottoman Empire in May 1915 is
one of the most studied events of the early 20th century. There are many reasons why
the discussion has been continued for so long and why it remains of particular interest
today. Perhaps the most important of these is the claim by some observers and authors
that the number of deaths which occurred during the relocation reached over one
million.[1].

The relocation of some Armenian communities in 1915 was a war-time military
necessity. The misfortunes suffered by Armenians during those times are accepted to
have been the outcome of war-time conditions.

Especially in American archives, there is no shortage of material to convince the
unbiased observer that the relocation of Armenians in 1915 was a temporary, military
necessity. The editor of the "Blue Book", Arnold Toynbee, frequently cited in the
genocide literature, in fact, referred to this decision as "a legitimate security-
measure.[2]. "

With claims about extermination of Armenians being in the news at the time, Arthur
Tremaine Chester, an American who spent many years in Turkey and was the son of
the well-known Admiral Chester (who also had lived in Turkey for years, and whose
writings in the American press had shown him to be no friend of the Turks), decided to
take up his pen in defense of truth. In one of his articles, "Angora and the Turks",
Chester discusses the relocation of the Armenians under the subheading, "The
Relocation of the Armenians on Account of Treachery". There, he says:

"We hear a great deal about the deportation of Armenians from the North- east

of Turkey during the World War. The facts are that the Turks sent an army to

the Russian border to defend their country against the threatened Russian
invasion. The army consisted of Turkish subjects of all nationalities, being
drafted just as ours are drafted. At the front, the Armenians used blank
cartridges and deserted in droves. This was bad enough, but the Armenians

were not satisfied with this form of treachery. The provinces in the rear of the

army had a large Armenian population, and these people, feeling that there was

an excellent chance of the Russians defeating the Turks, decided to make it a
certainty by rising up in the rear of the army and cutting it off from its base of
supplies. Let me draw a parallel imaginary case. Suppose that Mexico was a
powerful and rival country with which we were at war, and suppose that we
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sent an army to the Mexican border to hold back the invading enemy; suppose
further that not only the negroes in our army deserted to the enemy but those
left at home organized and cut off our line of communication. What do you
think we as a people, especially the Southerners, would do to the negroes? Our
negroes have ten times the excuse for hating the whites that the Armenians
have for their attitude toward the Turks. They have no representation, although
they have an overwhelming majority in large sections of the South, and have
nothing to say in the making or administration of the laws under which they are
governed. South of the Mason and Dixon line they are practically a subject
race, while the Armenians in Turkey have not only full representation but
special privileges not accorded by any other country. "The Turkish
Government ordered the Armenians deported from the districts they menaced.
That they did not have railways and other means of transportation was not their
fault, and the deportation had to be carried out on foot. That this was not done
in the most humane manner possible is undoubtedly a fact, and the Turkish
Government has condemned the unnecessary cruelties that occurred; but | feel
confident that if America had been put in the hypothetical situation above
referred to, it would have stopped that insurrection if it had had to kill every
negro in the South, and would not have gone to the tedious and laborious
defensive act of deportation, in spite of our extensive means of
transportation.*'[3].

The relocation decision taken by the Ottoman Government has to be evaluated calmly
yet comprehensively, based on the facts, in terms both of its causes and
implementation.

Now, let’s have a look at the process leading to the relocation. First of all, up until the
relocation, Armenians continued to occupy important posts in the Ottoman
bureaucracy. They became senior civil servants, governors, general inspectors,
diplomats, ambassadors, and even cabinet members. Being close to the government
also made them the most sought partners for European businessmen for their
investments in the Ottoman Empire.

An overview of the list of Armenians in the service of the Ottoman Empire from 1876
to 1915 reveals that there were twenty-nine civilian generals, twenty-two cabinet
members, four senators, five under-secretaries of state, seven ambassadors, eleven
consul-generals, thirty- three parliament members, eleven university professors, and
numerous directors, governors, deputy governors, and other high ranking civil
servants.

Just to highlight the importance of the positions held, the Foreign Secretary of the
State in 1912 was Gabriel Noradounghian, and the Ministers of Finance, Trade, and
Postal Services were all Armenians in the years preceding World War 1. Even
Abdulhamid 11, often wrongly depicted as the enemy of the Armenians in Western
historiography, favored Armenians and promoted them to the highest positions during
his reign. There were 110 high-ranking Armenian officials among his staff. Just to give
few examples, Artin Dadian Pasha was one of his Ministers at the Foreign Ministry.
Agop Ohannes Kazazyan Efendi was the Minister in charge of the Imperial Mint.



Sarkis Bali Balian was his favourite architect who built his palace. Migirdi¢ Sinopyan
was the Director of the Department of Statistics. Michael Pasha was his Minister for
Public Works. In fact, he entrusted his entire private budget and its management to
Armenians.

Thanks to the privileges granted by the Sultans, Armenians had become very effective
in the cultural and intellectual life of the Ottoman Empire. They freely published
books, papers and national bibliographies. The Armenian press in particular was very
vivid and productive. According to some estimates, 64% of the Armenian newspapers
in the world was published within the Ottoman Empire. Moreover, it is believed that
Armenians played a principal part in the birth of contemporary Turkish theater and the
first modern theater was also brought to Istanbul by the Armenians in 1868.

In brief, the widely held view that Armenians were victims of Turkish injustice and
that they were harshly treated as second-class citizens within the Ottoman system must
be questioned. Firstly because, there was no such concept of ‘'minority' in the Ottoman
Empire, in the sense we understand it today. In the Ottoman Empire, if there were first
class citizens, they would be the ones in the ruling circles regardless of their ethnic, or
religious or linguistic origins. And Armenians would be among them. As a matter of
fact, C. Oskanyan noted that "Armenians were the basic part of Turkish daily life
because the Turks left all branches of industry to Armenians. Sentimental similarities
between the Turks and the Armenians formed a unity based on trust [4]".

Indeed, in general, there was no comparison between material position of the
Armenians and any ordinary Muslim. They dominated Ottoman trade and commerce
as intermediaries of the European merchants. Their traditions and life styles were not
any different from the Turks. Helmuth von Moltke, who was in Turkey from 1835 to
1839, named them the "Christian Turks". He further noted that the Armenians adopted
Turkish customs and even the Turkish language, although the Rums preserved their
own characteristics. When Moltke stayed as a guest in the house of Mardiraki
Sebastiani, a rich Armenian, he also observed that “Armenian women cannot be
differentiated from Turkish women, because they wore a dress covering everything
except part of their nose and eyes in public”....The Armenian cuisine was practically
identical to the Turkish cuisine”.[5] Kazim Karabekir Pasha also describes his
Armenian neighbours as being almost identical to Turks: dressing, eating, and
behaving like Turks.[6].

What upset the balance among the various subjects of the Ottoman Sultan was the
European intervention and European-style nationalism. First of all, European Powers
unilaterally declared themselves 'protectors' of their religious cohorts in the Empire.
The Russians pretended as the protector of the Eastern Orthodox, the French of the
Catholics, and the British of the Jews and the Protestants.

Through the endeavors of the Great Powers in the first half of the nineteenth century,
the Armenian community was compartmentalized. In addition to their geographical
dispersion, they were also separated through newly formed religious identities. They
became Gregorian, Catholic and Protestant Armenians, who fell under different Great
Power influence. Divided by religious difference, they increasingly looked to
nationalism as a cohesive force. Moreover, missionary activities further widened the



gap between the Armenians and their Muslim neighbors, in that they contributed
enormously to the radicalization of the Armenian youth. Increasing number of
Armenians immigrated to the United States for education and work, with the help and
guidance of the Protestant missionaries. Thus Ottoman Armenians gradually viewed
themselves as superior in every sense in comparison to the other religious communities
within the Empire, especially against their Muslim rulers.

Why The Armenians Had To Be Moved

To transfer a great mass of people many hundreds of kilometers away from where they
live poses many challenges. It is not a project to be undertaken lightly at any time, and
it presents particular difficulty during time of war. That is why the Ottoman
Government at the time must have had legitimate and just cause for taking the
Armenians from the war zone and sending them elsewhere within the Empire.
Investigation shows that there were indeed many reasons, complex and interconnected,
which made the forced migration necessary. The Armenian community was seen by
the enemies of Turkey as a means of destabilizing the state, disrupting the war effort,
and even as a military force to be deployed behind the front lines. Starting long before
the First World War, Great Powers encouraged amongst this ancient community
separatist aspirations which they did not tolerate amongst their own minorities at
home.

At the conclusion of the Russo-Ottoman War of 1877-1878, the Ottoman Empire
signed with Russia the Treaty of San Stefano. In the sixteenth Article the Ottoman
Empire "was obliged to introduce reforms to the areas where the Armenians
constituted a majority", despite the fact that in no Ottoman province did the Armenians
constitute any sort of majority. In any case, this article introduced official Russian
interference into Ottoman domestic affairs and constituted the first step towards
bringing about the autonomy of the areas in the East where majority of the Armenians
had lived. This article, however, also disturbed Britain and France, though for very
different reasons.

Britain could see that Russia had chosen Armenian guardianship as a way of gaining
access to warm waters through the mechanism of an autonomous Armenia, and this
sea access would offer Russia the prospect of becoming master of the India trade
route. In order to exert pressure on Russia, Britain, with French support, announced
that it would not recognize the San Stefano Treaty and prompted Russia and the
Ottoman Empire to agree to a new treaty by the same name at a meeting in Berlin in
1878. In this new treaty, Britain succeeded in replacing Article 16 of the San Stefano
Treaty with what became Article 61. In its new form, the process of reform
implementation would involve not only Russia, but western powers as well, if not as
parties, then as having observer status.

A further condition of the Article was that reforms be implemented without delay,
according to the needs of the Armenians in the provinces where they were to be found.
The Ottoman Government would have to inform signatory states about measures taken



toward the realization of these reforms. In addition, these states would supervise the
implementation of the measures and reforms introduced. Indeed, it was as if the
western powers had calculated that such improvements would bring about nationalist
tensions amongst people in these regions, most of whom were not Armenian, and that
conflicts might be stimulated between them. For example, Article 61 clearly states that
"with the measures to be taken, the Sublime Porte ensures the Armenians' feeling of
peace and security against Circassians and Kurds...."[7].

The Armenian Patriarchate considered that these decisions constituted a gold mine,
paving the way for an independent Armenian state. It was, in fact, precisely so. The
European states, Britain especially, were beginning to manipulate the Berlin Treaty's
Article 61, using it as a vehicle for intervention against the Ottomans. Furthermore,
Britain was putting pressure on the Ottoman Government, through the 1878 reforms,
for other plans it was preparing. There is no doubt that the reform plans of England
envisaged more or less the creation of an autonomous "Ottoman Armenia™.

At the same time, Britain's "Armenian reform"”, which had previously entangled
Austria and Germany, later aroused the suspicions of Russia, the chief player in this
matter. Russia, which had not taken kindly to Britain's appropriation of the Armenian
Question, consequently withdrew most of its support for the Armenian community in
the Ottoman Empire. Undoubtedly, a factor in this decision was Russia's annexation of
new territories in southern Caucasia during Russo-Ottoman War of 1877-1878. After
the Treaty of Berlin, Russia did not deem it necessary politically to give the
Armenians support and turned its attention to Central Asia. In conformity with this
policy shift, Russia had to pursue peaceful relations with the Ottoman Empire.

Furthermore, as a result of Britain most prominently taking the lead in exerting
pressure on the Ottoman Government, the Ottomans' eastern Anatolian reforms would
have had a negative effect on the neighbouring Russian Armenians. Perhaps as a
precaution, the Russian Governor of the Caucasus closed down five hundred Armenian
Church schools in 1885. The schools were reopened a short while later, but in 1896
they were again closed and secular schools controlled by the Russian Education
Ministry were instituted in their place. The Armenians boycotted these schools, which
had been financed through the requisition of a portion of their Church property, and
continued on with their Church-based education in secret.

For all these reasons, Russia's relations with the Armenians remained an open question
for another ten to fifteen years. Despite the spread of the Armenian Revolutionary
Federation (ARF) (1890) into the Russian territory and declarations of mutual
affection, the chill continued. In order to continue to have good relations with the
Ottomans, Russia still regarded Armenian militias as "separatists" and "untrustworthy
elements”. This situation did not change until the beginning of 1902, when the
honeymoon between the Ottoman and Russian empires came to an end because of the
Bulgarian secessionism which was supported by Russia. After 1905, with Dashnak
now split into two groups, and the subsequent need to address this imbalance if Russia



went to war with the Ottoman Empire, Russia again began to move toward giving
support to Ottoman Armenians.

Britain, meanwhile, in response to this policy by Russia, and in order to defend the
security of its India trade route and to stop Russia or France from seizing its African
colonies, Egypt most prominently, continued with its standard aims. It expanded
Protestant solidarity by stirring the already active American and English Protestant
missionaries in the region into further action. Abusing the Ottoman guarantee of
freedom of religion, they opened thousands of schools and other charitable institutions
in the Ottoman Empire, thus taking with them even more Armenian children. An
American journalist, Clair Price, who came to Turkey in 1922, reveals how the
missionaries approached the Armenians:

"Due to the existence of the politico-religious community system,
American missionary work in Turkey has taken a direction which its
founders could hardly have foreseen. Very early in their work, the
missionaries discovered that Moslems will not change their faith and,
debarred from work among Moslems, devoted themselves to work
among the Christian communities, particularly the Gregorian
Armenian community. Here they found a ready response, but a
response which sprang from motives of a partially political rather
than an exclusively religious nature. For the missionaries, in the
minds of the Armenians, were foreigners who represented a power
even greater than the Sultan himself, and who enjoyed the diplomatic
status conferred by the capitulations.”[8].

Thus, the missionaries who came to Turkey to spread Christianity among the Muslims,
ostensibly with only a religious aim, actually constituted a fully political-religious
formation active among Armenians. In the end, the missionaries typically acted by
joining with the Armenians, who were aiming politically at a Bulgarian- style
secession for Ottoman Armenia. Furthermore, whether knowingly or not, the
missionaries were steadily diminishing the tolerant Ottoman religious environment in
which they were working.

Now, let’s look at very briefly how Armenians reacted to the post-Berlin
developments in the Near East. In the immeadiate aftermath of the Berlin Treaty,
Armenians formed various revolutionary organizations: the Black Cross (1878), the
Protectors of the Fatherland (Pashtpan Haireniats) (1881), the Armenian
Revolutionary Party (1885), the Hunchakian Revolutionary Party (1887), and the ARF
(1890). Various groups were launching intimidating attacks against their own co-
religionists in order to coerce them into joining the organizations, and they had begun
to carry out massacres of the Muslim populations in order to wreck any chances of
Armenian-Turkish rapprochement. The Erzurum uprising and the events at Kumkapi,
in 1890, as well as the first Sason uprisings in 1894, were the first successful actions
carried out toward the achievements of their aims.



From 1895 onward, the uprisings spread across a wider area and increased in number.
The uprisings in Merzifon, Kayseri, Yozgat and Samsun between 1892 and 1894 were
small-scale uprisings aimed at testing out the patience of the Kurds and other Muslims
in the region, as well as the reaction of the Ottomans. Foreign intervention in all of
these disorders encouraged the Armenians to organize even larger revolts. In 1895,
Armenians carried out an uprising in Maras; and there was the Babiali demonstration
of September 18, 1895, which was organized by the Hunchaks, supposedly in revenge
of killings of Armenians in Sasson. The pardoning of those responsible encouraged
and led to the first large, serious Armenian uprising in Van in 1896. This revolt drew
the attention of the Great Powers and western public opinion to the Ottoman
Armenians and sowed the seeds of mutual hatred between Muslims and Christians.

Following the Van uprising, attacks among the peoples increased. The uprising,
because it incited hatred between Turks and Armenians and had become a pretext for
Great Powers to put pressure on the Ottomans, further encouraged the terror
organizations. The Hunchakian and Dashnak groups did not hesitate to direct this
increased public support into further action. One such action was the raid carried out
on the Ottoman Bank on August 26, 1896, which was undoubtedly planned with the
aim of increasing outside pressure, and it achieved this aim fairly well. In these
uprisings around the middle of the 1890s, around 15,000 Armenians lost their lives.
However, missionaries and news agencies announced a number as high as 200,000-
300,000, thus kindling western public hatred for the Muslim Turks and sympathy for
the Armenians. The Van uprising in particular, which was portrayed as having been a
massacre of Armenians, brought about outside intervention and propelled the
Armenians fully to the point of revolt. The Hunchakian, in particular, with its slogan
of full independence, became especially emboldened. In 1893, the Haik newspaper,
published in Armenian in New York, declared the following, which represented the
traditional aims of the Hunchakian: "... if it is necessary to save half of our people, we
must be prepared to lose the other half". Also, on page 288 of the same newspaper, the
following is stated:

"Experiences have shown that the political reconstruction of the
nation through diplomatic action is impossible. Positive and
energetic means are needed in order to bring about diplomatic
intervention. These means are fire and sword, which call for soldiers
and money."[9].

The volunteer units which the Hunchakians had formed in order to achieve this aim
through armed revolt became active in Caucasus, Europe, USA, as well as in eastern
Anatolia. The units were termed "detachment of troops”, and with them the
Hunchakians conducted a series of sweeping operations in order to draw the Armenian
people to their side. They assassinated some leading Armenian figures in order to draw
lines and to give clear message to the Armenian people that they would tolerate no
opposition to their cause. An example of such an action is the killing of the Mayor of
Van, Kapamaciyan, who had remained faithful to the Ottoman government and who
had blamed the Armenian organizations for the uprisings; Kapamaciyan was Killed on



December 10, 1912 by terrorists as a result of his stance. Furthermore, aiming to break
the dialogue between Muslims and Armenians, the Detachment groups launched
attacks on Armenian villages wearing Muslim attire.

It was these uprisings which eventually required the strong solution of forcible
population movement, in the context of a state under attack from the greatest powers
of the time. Terrorist attacks intensified during period when there was mobilization
for war. Russia, which by means of its spies had increased its activities in the area
from the beginning of 1913, instigated Armenian disloyalty to the Ottoman State. In
particular, Dashnak members who were caught in Trabzon, Van and Erzurum spying
for Russia, confessed that their aim had been to create a security problem there.

As a result of Armenian terrorism and rebellions and Ottoman attempts at suppressing
them, and Great Power involvement again, the Armenian question for the Ottoman
Empire reached a new level on February 8, 1914. This is the date when the Ottoman
Empire was forced to approve the "Reform Plan" under pressure from the Great
Powers. This treaty, signed by Grand Vizier and Foreign Minister Prince Said Halim
Pasha and the Russian Chargé d'Affaires in Istanbul Constantin Gulkevich, and which
is also known as the Yenikdy Treaty, and which was communicated to the Great
Powers by means of diplomatic notes, gave the Armenians what in fact amounted to
independence.

When examining the details of the Reform Plan, it becomes plainly evident that the
vilayets in which Armenians were concentrated, namely Bitlis, Diyarbakir, Erzurum,
Harput, Sivas, Trabzon and Van, had been effectively removed from Ottoman
sovereignty. This is because, according to the treaty’s first paragraph, the
administration of these provinces was to be placed under two foreign inspector-
generals. These inspectors were to serve for a five-year period, and were to take up
judicial and administrative matters, police and gendarme in the relevant regions. At a
time of their choosing, military units could be placed under their orders. They would
have the authority to remove and punish civil servants, and could bring about an
appointment of sorts of ranked bureaucrats. In short, these inspectors had been
entrusted with functions that involved high levels of authority in justice, security and
general administration of the said regions.

Russia had again come to presenting itself internationally as the defender of the
Armenians. Furthermore, although Russia may not have been sincere, it began
propagandizing that it was planning the establishment of an independent Armenian
state. Indeed, Russia was even preparing to establish an army for an independent
Armenia. This was proven especially by the large volunteer units established by the
Russians, which were comprised of Armenians, four in 1914 and five in 1915. Being
made up exclusively of Armenians, it was clear on whose side of the war they stood.
At any rate, these units were made up of Ottoman Armenians, some of whom were
army deserters and also included noted public figures. The Armenian commander of
one of these units was a former member of the Ottoman parliament. A security
problem between Turks and Armenians had thus emerged.

Parallel with this lack of mutual trust, according to all interpretations, those most
prominent in the CUP, then in power, were viewing the Treaty as the first step toward
Armenian independence and secession from the Ottoman Empire. There was no other
support for the agreement, other than from Said Halim Pasha himself and for this



reason, its details were not revealed publicly. The Ottoman Government, therefore,
considered measures to make it impossible for the treaty to be implemented. This was
how the Armenian organizations also chose to recognize the agreement, and
demonstrated with their actions that they were preparing to become a "fifth column™ in
Russian East Anatolia. That was the situation when the First World War broke out and
Armenians in the war zones saw this as the historic moment to enter into cooperation
with the Russians. That was why Armenians eventually had to be distanced from those
sensitive regions.[10].
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Kemaab Ynuexk
JIOKTOp MCTOPUYECKUX HAYK, podecop, JupexTop UHCTHTYTA HCTOPHH B
crparernyeckoM nenrpe Hosoit Typuun
(Typeukas pecrny0Jimka)

I'EHE3UC APMSAHCKOI'O BOITPOCA

Ilepecenenne ocmanckux apMmsH B OcmaHCKyro uMmiepuro B mae 1915 rona ssisgercs
OJHUM U3 Hamboyiee He M3y4YCHHBIX COOBITHH Haudana 20 Beka. Bo3MOXHO, CaMbIM Ba)KHBIM



U3 HUX SIBJISIETCSl YTBEPXKJACHHE HEKOTOPhIX HaOIojaTeNied U aBTOPOB O TOM, YTO YHUCIO
KEPTB, IPOU3OLIECIIINX BO BpEMs IIEPECETIEHM S, IPEBBICUIIO OJAMH MUJUIMOH YEJIOBEK

[lepecenenne HEKOTOPHIX apMsHCKMX o0OmuMH B 1915 romy ObUIO BOEGHHOM
HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO BO BpeMsl BOSHHBIX JeicTBUU. HecdacThs, mepexuTbie apMsHaMu B Te
BpEMEHA, IPU3HAIOTCS CIEICTBUEM YCIOBUIM BOEHHOTO BPEMEHHU.

Oco0eHHO B aMEpHKAaHCKHUX apXHWBaX HET HEJAOCTaTKa B MaTepHualiax, 4yToObl yOeauThb
HETIPEAB3SATOr0 HAaOII0AATENsl B TOM, YTO TepecesieHne apMsH B 1915 roay Obl10 BpeMeHHOM
BOECHHOM HEOOXOINMOCTBIO. Penaktop «Cuneir xuuruw» ApHonba ToiHOM, YacTo
LUUTUPYEMBIA B JUTEpaType O TEHOLUJE, Ha CaMOM JIeJie Ha3Ball 3TO PEIlECHUE «3aKOHHOU
Mepoi Oe30IMacCHOCTH.

Pemenue o mepeceneHuM, NMPUHATOE OCMAHCKUM IIPABUTEIBCTBOM, JIOJKHO OLIEHHUBATHCS
OOBEKTHUBHO M BCECTOPOHHE, HA OCHOBE (PAKTOB, C TOYKH 3PEHUS €r0 NPUYHH.

. Bo-miepBbIX, BIUIOTH 10 NEpeceieHus] apMsHE MPOJOJIKAIM 3aHMMATh BaXKHbIE MOCTHI B
OCMaHCKOM  pykoBojcTBe. OHHM cTajdM BBICIIMMH TOCYAapCTBEHHBIMU CIIY)KAIllUMHU,
ry0epHaTopaMu, TeHepalbHbBIMH HHCIEKTOPAMHU, JAUILIOMATaMH, TOCIaMH U JaXke YJIeHAMU
kaOuHeTa MHUHHCTPOB. biM30CcTh K MpaBUTENBCTBY TaKXke clenana ux Haubolee
BOCTpEOOBAHHBIMU TApTHEPAMH EBPONEHCKUX OW3HECMEHOB Ui WX WHBECTHUIMH B
Ocmanckyro ummneputo. O630p crnucka apMmsiH Ha ciyx0e Ocmanckoit ummnepun ¢ 1876 mo
1915 ron mokassiBaeT, yTo ObUIO JBAALATh JAEBITHh I'PAXKIAHCKUX I€HEpPaloB, JBaAUaTh JBa
yjieHa KaOuHeTa, YeThIpe CEHAaTopa, MATh 3aMECTUTEIEH Troccekperapsi, CeMb IO0CIOB,
OJIMHHAALIATh KOHCYJOB. TpUALIATh TPU 4WiIEHA NMapjaMeHTa, OJWHHAIATh YHUBEPCUTETCKUX
npoeccopoB U MHOTOUYHUCIIEHHbIE AUPEKTOPA, TyOEepHATOPHI, 3aMECTUTENIHN TyOEpHATOPOB U
Jpyrue BBICOKOIIOCTABICHHbBIE T'OCYAApPCTBEHHBIE ciyxatue. [Ipocto 4ToObl MOAYEPKHYTH
BaXHOCTb 3aHUMAaEMBbIX IIOCTOB, T'OCCEKpeTapeM HWHOCTpaHHBIX Jen B 1912 roxgy Obun
I"a6pusne HopanyHrsH, a MuHHCTpamMu (PMHAHCOB, TOPTOBIM M MOYTOBBIX CIYKO B TOJIBI,
npenmectsoBasire [lepBoit MupoBoii BoitHe, Obutn apmsne. Jaxe AOmynxamun I, gacto
OIIMOOYHO M300pa’kaeMblii BparoM apMsiH B 3amajHoil ucTopuorpaduu, OaroBOIMII K
apMsHaM M IPOJBUIall UX Ha caMble BBICOKHME IIOCThI BO BpEMsl CBOEro IpamieHus. B ero
mrare 66010 110 BBICOKOMOCTaBIEHHBIX apPMSIHCKUX YHHOBHHUKOB.

bnarogaps nmpuBumierusiM, JapoBaHHBIM CYJITaHaMH, apMsiHE CTaJld WUIPaTh OYEHb BAXKHYIO
poJb B KYJABTYPHOH M MHTEIJIEKTyalbHOW >Xu3HUM OcMaHckoil ummepuu. OHU CBOOOJHO
nyOJIMKOBAJIM KHUTH, CTaTbM M HalUoHanbHble OuOmmuorpaguu. OcobeHHO SApKOH U
NPOAYKTUBHON Obl1a apMmsiHcKas mpecca. [lo HeKoTopsIM oreHKam, 64% apMSHCKUX Ta3eT
Mupa uzgaBaiuch B OcMaHckoil mmnepun. OIHAaKo BO BpeMsi MHMPOBOM BOMHBI apMsiHE
npenaiu TypIuio U Mepensin Ha CTOPOHY Bpara, modToMy (OcMaHCKOE PYyKOBOJACTBO OBLIO
BBIHY/ICHO IIPUHATDH PELIEHUE O JICTIOPTALMU apMSH C 30HbI BOEHHBIX JEHCTBUH.
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