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EDITORIAL NOTE

tral Asia — there descended beginning in A.p. 800

a series of hordes and armies which overran and
gradually took possession of that portion of South-Eastern
Europe and Western Asia once known as Turkey. After
five hundred years Mohammed II seized upon Constanti-
nople, and that city became the capital of the Turkish
Empire; — for the next two hundred years the dominion
spread until it became an immense and important world-
power. Then began a period of decline; and vice and
prodigality in harem and seraglio brought about disruption
and war. Russia saw her opportunity to extend her bor-
ders towards the sea —and went on gaining Turkish
territory from early in the 18th until the middle of the
19th century when the Crimean war crippled her power
in that corner of Europe. But Turkey could not hold the
heterogeneous populations of her European provinces.
Insurrection after insurrection broke out and one by one
she lost many of the more important of them. She became
bankrupt and a concert of the European Powers pro-
posed and partially carried out a scheme for her reform.
But she proved stubborn and went to war with Russia
in 1877-1878; this ended disastrously for her and
more territory was lost. In 1897, came the war with
Greece in which she was successful. In recent years
after many vicissitudes the spread of the great awakening

1X
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EDITORIAL NOTE

of the people of Oriental lands has reached Turkey, and
the story of the newer political and social life in that
country is related in this volume in full and complete
detail, from its inception until the famous Revolution
of 1908.

No one is better qualified to tell this story than Edward
F. Knight, who as a noted correspondent for one of the
leading papers of London has seen service in all the wars
since 1895, his work having taken him to South America,
Africa, and Asia. In 1908, he was specially commissioned
to visit Turkey to study the conditions of the recent
revolution, and this book is the result of his exhaustive
study.

The important position which Turkey occupies on the
highway to the Farther East from Europe has made
it the subject of continuous political intrigue by the
nations of that continent. Its intcresting and romantic
people and their despotic government; its natural prod-
ucts, some of them unique; its picturesque and poetical
language and literature, are full of peculiar and absorb-
ing interest, and no one who wishes to kecep abreast of
the great world movements of our time can afford to
neglect this stirring work.

Cuarres WELSH.



TURKEY

CHAPTER I

THE TURKISH PEOPLE
TURKEY, once so vast and powerful, has been

undergoing a gradual dismemberment for the

last two centuries. Possession after pos-
session has been wrested from her in Europe, Asia,
and Africa. On the mainland of Europe, having
lost Greece, Bulgaria, Roumania, Servia, Bosnia,
Croatia, and Herzegovina, as well as those regions on
the northern shores of the Black Sea (once a Turk-
ish lake) which now form part of Southern Russia,
Turkey is left with but a narrow strip of territory
stretching across the centre of the Balkan Penin-
sula from the Black Sea to the Adriatic.

The despotic system of government in Turkey
worked well enough so long as she was a conquering
and expanding nation; but so soon as she ceased to
be this, and was hemmed in by Christian Powers
strong enough to check her advance, the system,
being incompatible with progress, failed to hold the
Empire together and disintegration set in. The
internal disorders caused by the evils of her admin-
istration and the cupidity and treachery of her pow-
erful European neighbours threatened Turkey with
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TURKEY

extinction. Russia and Austria waged successful
wars against her and possessed themselves of her
frontier provinces, and at the same time the dis-
affected Christian populations of European Turkey
were encouraged to rise and gain their indepen-
dence. So it came about that Greece, Bulgaria, and
other kingdoms and principalities were carved out of
Turkey, and up to within a few months ago Chris-
tian peoples within and without her frontiers were
quarrelling over a further projected act of spoliation
that would indeed have been for Turkey the begin-
ning of the end — the partition of Macedonia.

For the oppression, corruption, and incompetence
that characterised their government the Turkish
people themselves were held responsible by a large
section of public opinion in Western Europe. There
is a saying to the effect that a nation has the gov-
ernment which it deserves, and this may be true if
a nation is free to work out its own salvation. But
in the case of Turkey the people were allowed
no chance of obtaining the government which they
deserved; for it was to the interest of Turkey’s
powerful enemies to conserve the evils of the des-
potic rule, and whenever the Turks made an effort
to put their house in order some Christian Power,
fearing lest a reformed Turkey might prove a strong
Turkey, fell upon her with armed force or stood in
the way of the projected changes. Moreover, the
Powers that were bent upon self-aggrandisement at
Turkey’s expense saw to it that there should be no
peace within her borders and stirred up trouble,
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THE TURKISH PEOPLE

exciting the Christian peasants to rise, and foment-
ing disturbances that might serve as pretexts for a
policy of intervention and annexation. No methods
were too unscrupulous for the Powers in question.
For example, among many other agents provocateurs
was a certain Dervish who, some years ago, as the
paid secret agent of Russia, acting under instruc-
tions, preached a holy war against giaours in Asia
Minor and excited the Mussulman population to
attack the Christian inhabitants. One could quote
many other stories to illustrate the treachery of
Turkey’s enemies and the unfair treatment which
has been accorded to her.

And so Turkey, by her own bad government and
by the machinations of those who lusted after the
rich possessions that were still left to her, was being
steadily dragged down to her ruin. Even her best
friends despaired of her regeneration; for reform
from without administered by the Powers would mean
the loss of her independence, while reform from within
seemed impossible of attainment. Turkey appeared
to be destined to early effacement from the map of
Europe, when, lo! of a sudden, the Turks themselves
— all that was best and most patriotic of the man-
hood of the Empire — came boldly forward to make
a desperate last stand in the defence of the integrity
of their beloved fatherland. The “Young Turks”
threw off the despotism that had all but destroyed
their country and seized the reins of government,
displaying a firmness, justice, wisdom, and modera-
tion in their almost bloodless revolution that have
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TURKEY

won for them the admiration of all honest men
throughout the civilised world. It looks very much
as if these men are about to prove to the world that
reform can come from within even in Turkey, pro-
vided that the Turks are now given the chance which
they have never had before, and greedy foes are not
permitted to frustrate the aspirations of a people
freed at last.

Those who know and therefore like and respect
the Turkish people rejoice that the ancient friend-
ship between England and Turkey has been restored,
and that at last the English people are beginning to
realise the injustice that a large section of public
opinion has done to a noble race, for over thirty
years. There was a time when they understood the
Turks better. During the Crimean war the British
officers had the opportunity of acquiring an intimate
knowledge of their allies; many firm friendships were
then made which were kept up through life, and so
large and influential were the relations thus brought
about between the gentlemen of the two countries
that they directed English diplomacy in Turkish
affairs for many years. It may seem, and it ought
to be, ‘'unnecessary to preface this little work with
an explanation of what manner of men these Turks
are; but so grossly have they been misrepresented,
and so widespread has been the misconception con-
cerning them, that a few words on this subject may
not be out of place.

Five and a half centuries have passed since the
Mussulman Turks —a Central-Asian people akin to
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the Mongols — having seized the Asiatic possessions
of the decaying Byzantine Empire, crossed the Bos-
phorus and, extending their conquests, established
themselves firmly in Europe. It is possible that in
Asia Minor peasants of pure Turkish blood may still
be found, but in European Turkey — that ““lumber
room of many races’ — the strong and noble Turk-
ish stock has been so largely intermingled with a
number of other races that the racial characteristics
of the Osmanli have practically disappeared. It is
more rare to find features of the Mongolian stamp
among the modern Turks than among the Christian
peoples over whom they rule. The Bulgarians, for
example, though speaking a Slav tongue and gener-
ally considered as a Slav people, often have the flat
faces, the projecting cheek-bones, the small oblique
eyes, that betray their descent from the nomads of
the Asiatic steppes.

There are no handsomer people in Europe than
the Turks, for here the crossing of many virile
breeds has resulted in the development of a very
fine race of men. The modern Turk is a Caucasian
of the highest type, and combines in himself some
of the best qualities of the East and West. It is
true that some of his Eastern qualities stand in the
way of what the energetic Western world calls prog-
ress. The Turk is improvident and often a spend-
thrift; he is a fatalist, enduring patiently whatever
ill fortune or suffering fate may bring him, but dis-
playing an indolent indisposition to struggle against
destiny. Dieu aide qui s’aide expresses a motive for

5



TURKEY

action which is opposed to his Moslem fatalism.
But difficult though he may be to rouse to effort,
once roused he displays great energy and stubborn-
ness of purpose, as has been recently proved to the
world by the careful preparation and détermined
carrying through of the Turkish revolution. At any
rate, the faults of the Turks are for the most part
amiable ones, and most people who have travelled
in the Near East will agree with an authority on
the politics of that region, who replied as follows to
a question put to him by an interviewer: ‘“The
men that I liked best among all that I met in the
East were Turks. In some respects the Turk struck
me as more like an Englishman and more like a
gentleman than any of the other races except the
Maygars. He is a quiet, manly fellow, with great
repose and charm of manner, and does not wear his
heart on his sleeve. Europeans who live in the
country look on the Turk as an honest man and a
man of his word.”

It must be remembered that the corrupt official-
dom created by the Palace, which had a degrading
influence on everything in touch with it, is not repre-
sentative of the Turkish people. The typical Turk
possesses the virtues and the failings of a conquering
and dominant race. He is courageous, truthful, and
honest amid races not conspicuous for truthfulness
or honesty, some of which are likewise lacking in
courage. The Turk, moreover, is shrewd and gifted
with common sense, and he is not a visionary, as are
the Arabs and some other peoples holding the Mos-
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lem faith. He has not the quick wits of some Euro-
pean peoples, and may perhaps be described as being
somewhat stupid, in the same sense that the English-
man is stupid in the eyes of a neighbouring, brighter
race; but this same stupidity, or whatever else we
may call it, happily has preserved the Turk from
the seeing of visions, and consequently no impos-
sible ideals, no wild dreams for the reconstruction
of society, have led his practical and eommon-sense
revolution into those dreadful roads of bloodshed and
anarchy which more imaginative nations, shrieking
liberty, have blindly followed to tyrannies more
oppressive than the worst of despotisms.

Those who know him best also claim that the Turk
is hospitable, temperate, devoid of meanness, sincere
in his friendships — once he is your friend he is
always your friend — and, though his enemies have
represented him as very much the reverse, gentle
and humane. Of the steadfastness of his friendship
I have had experience. When a Turk is your friend
you can implicitly trust him, even though he be,
what the conditions of his country have sometimes
made him, a murderous outlaw. I have had friends
among Turkish brigands myself, and Sir William
Whittall, who knows the Turks as well as any Eng-
lishman can, writes in the following sympathetic
way of his robber friend Redjeb: “Peace be to his
ashes! He is dead now. Brigand or no brigand, I
had a sincere admiration for the man as a man. His
faithfulness was like unto that of a dog, and he saved
my life at the risk of his own. I have had many
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incidents with brigands in Asia Minor during my
fifty years of sport, and I must say that as long as
they were Turks, and I had assisted some friends or
villages of theirs, which I always made it a point to
do when I frequented the wild regions, I never feared
any accidents; and though I might often have been
taken, I never was. I would not like to trust Chris-
tian brigands in the same fashion.”

Gentleness and humanity are among the most
marked characteristics of the Turk. With his feroc-
ity in war when his passions are roused I shall deal
later, but of his kindliness and charity in his dealings
with his fellow-men there can be no doubt. In no
European country are animals treated so kindly as
they are in Turkey. A Turk never ill-uses his horse
or his ox or his domestic pets, and the wonderful
tameness of these creatures in Turkey testifies to
this good trait. In Constantinople the pariah dogs
lie about the streets in their tens of thousands; they
live partly on garbage and partly on the scraps of
food which even very poor Turks put out for them.
These dogs, though fighting among themselves, dis-
play nothing but friendship for, and confidence in,
man. They never move for one as they sprawl
across the narrow pavements, for they know that
no Turk would have the heart to kick them out of
the way. A few years ago an American offered a
very large sum for the right to clear Constanti-
nople of its pariah dogs, his object being to sell
their skins to the glove makers. The populace
raised a howl of indignation when they heard of
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this, and had not the scheme been abandoned seri-
ous riots would have occurred. There is no need
for a society for the prevention of cruelty to ani-
mals in a Turkish town.

It has often been maintained by the enemies of
the Turk that his Mohammedan fanaticism makes
his continued occupation of any portion of Christian
Europe undesirable. But in justice to the votaries
of the Moslem creed one ought to bear in mind, in
the first place, that early Mohammedanism never
persecuted the Christian religion in the ferocious
fashion that Christianity persecuted Mohammedan-
ism, as for example in Spain. The Moslems were
taught that it was their duty to convert or extermi-
nate the idolatrous heathen, but to respect ‘“the
people of the book.” Did not Mohammed himself
spread his cloak upon the ground for the Christian
envoys who came to him, treating them with honour;
and do not the Mussulmans believe that on the day
of judgment the Judge will be Jesus Christ, while the
Prophet Mohammed will stand at His side as the
Intercessor? When the Turks conquered the terri-
tories of the Christians they did not massacre the
Christians, neither as a rule did they enslave them,
and they did not interfere with their religion; under
the more equitable Moslem rule the conquered Greeks
found themselves less heavily taxed and generally
better off than they had been under the rule of the
emperors of the decaying Byzantine Empire. To
Jews also, as being worshippers of the one God, they
extended a like tolerance; and it was to Turkey —

9



TURKEY

where they are numerous and prosperous and still
speak an old Spanish dialect — that the Jews fled
when they were driven out of Spain by the persecu-
tions of Ferdinand and Isabella.

That later on the Mohammedans developed a
fierce anti-Christian fanaticism is largely due to
centuries of political conflict with Christian peoples,
and to the many wars that have been fought to
defend Islam against the never-ceasing aggressions
of Europe. Within the Turkish Empire itself, for
example in Arabia and in Northern Albania, danger-
ously fanatical Moslem populations are to be found,
but these are not people of Turkish blood. The
majority of the Turks of any education, though
religious, are not fanatics, and on this very account
are regarded as indifferent Mussulmans and often
frankly called kafirs by the bigoted Arabs. Of all
the various peoples who inhabit Turkey the Mus-
sulman Turks are undoubtedly the least intolerant.
The Christians of different sects there hate each
other as no Turk hates a Christian and no Christian
hates a Turk. The orthodox Greeks and the Bul-
garian schismatics in Macedonia employ all methods
of barbarism in their persecutions of each other.
When Bulgaria formed part of Turkey the Bulga-
rians had often to petition the Turks to protect them
against the fanatical Greeks. The Catholic Latins,
too, in Turkey, being in a minority, would doubtless
have been exterminated by their fellow-Christians
had it not been for the protection extended to them
by the Turks, with the result that they are grateful
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and loyal to the Cttoman rule. The recent revolu-
tion appears to have brushed away almost com-
pletely what religious fanaticism there was still left
among the Mohammedan Turks, and the Young
Turks themselves, the deliverers of the nation and
its real rulers, are entirely free from it. I have
conversed with hundreds of these Young Turks and
have many friends among them, and in no country
have I come across more broad-minded and tolerant
men. There is no doubt that Islamism has of late
years undergone a modernising process, thereby gain-
ing strength. The Sheikh-ul-Islam himself, as head
of the Ulema —the Doctors of Law whose duty it
is to interpret the judicial precepts of the Koran,
and who have hitherto composed the most fanatical
and conservative element in Turkey — has been at
great pains to impress it upon the Mussulman peo-
ple, upon whom from his position he exercises such
great influence that the Constitution which has been
granted to them, though introducing the principle
of complete equality between Mussulmans, Chris-
tians, and Jews, is quite in accordance with the
teachings of the Koran.

As I find myself embarked on this somewhat long
defence of the Turkish people I may as well deal
with another popular misconception concerning them.
It is often urged that the Mohammedan institu-
tion of polygamy, with its consequent degradation
of women, is incompatible with the progress or with
the moral and mental well-being of a race, and that
this by itself makes the Turk unfit to rule in
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Europe. Now it must be remembered that many
distinet races profess the Mohammedan religion, and
that some of these are barbarian and others deca-
dent, even as are some of the races that profess
Christianity; but it is not fair, because the Turks
happen to be Mussulmans, that they should be
credited with the faults and vices of some other
Mussulman peoples. I have no intention of discus-
sing the effects of polygamy, but I may point out
that the Turk, unlike the Arab, appears to be not
really polygamous by nature, and that whatever
may happen in some other Moslem lands there is no
degradation of the women in Turkey. The Turk-
ish peasant women are as far from being degraded
as any other women of their class in Europe. It
may astonish some Englishmen to learn that the
simple-living Turk of the upper and middle classes,
though his religion permits him to marry four wives,
rarely marries more than one. Of the Young Turks
whom I have met, not one, I believe, has more than
one wife, and I have heard several of them speak
with disapproval of the custom of polygamy. Eng-
lish ladies who have friends among the Turkish
ladies have told us how refined, charming, and —
in these latter days — well educated they are. As
most Turkish gentlemen retain the old customs in
their family life, the Englishman visiting the house
of a Turkish friend has no opportunity of seeing his
wife, but his little daughters up to the age of about
twelve years are usually brought in by the proud
father to see the visitor, just as they might be in
12
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England, when the pretty manners, the intelligence,
and the careful education which they have evidently
received (they nearly always speak French or some
other European language) tell their own tale. The
constant and deep veneration which a Turk enter-
tains for his mother through life belies the nonsense
that is sometimes talked concerning the condition
of the women in Turkey. The Turkish woman, too,
respected and trusted, is much freer than most peo-
ple in this country imagine, and, as I shall explain
later on, the revolution largely owed its success to
her brave co-operation.

One ought to be able to form some idea of the
character of a people from its literature. Turkish
literature, the classical form of which was borrowed
from that of Persia, has, like many other things in
Turkey, been undergoing a process of modernisation;
it has for some years been under the influence of
Western, more especially of French, literature; and
simplicity and lucidity in the expression of thought
has taken the place of the intentional obscurity and
artificiality that characterise Oriental writing. Mr.
Stanley Lane Poole, in the Turkey volume of the
excellent “The Story of the Nations” series, con-
cludes his chapter on Turkish men of letters as fol-
lows: “The tone of the imaginative literature of
modern Turkey is very tender and very sad. The
Ottoman poets of to-day love chiefly to dwell upon
such themes as a fading flower, or a girl dying of
decline; and though admiration of a recent French
school may have something to do with this, the

13
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fancy forces itself upon us, when we read those
sweet and plaintive verses, that a brave but gentle-
hearted people, looking forward to its future with-
out fear, but without hope, may be seeking, perhaps
unconsciously, to derive what sad comfort it may
from the thought that all beautiful life must end in
dismal death.” I have met some of these modern
Turkish poets, very manly fellows, though their
work has the melancholy tinge described above, for
which, in my opinion, a long political exile in a
foreign land and sorrows for the evil fortunes of
their beloved country are largely responsible. But
now the days of Turkey’s mourning are over, and
the more recent poems of these men, who are sturdy
patriots and not decadents, are beginning to reflect
the triumph, enthusiasm, and hope which have char-
acterised the Young Turks since their successful
revolt against the despotism.

14



CHAPTER 1I

ATROCITIES

UCH are the people who but recently were
S spoken of as the ‘“‘unspeakable Turks.”
For thirty years they have suffered from the
cruelest of tyrannies and have met with but scant
sympathy in Western Europe; for it was “their
double misfortune,” to quote the words of a writer
in the T7mes, “to be oppressed and to be compelled
to bear the odium of the cruelty of the oppressor.
Their fine qualities were obscured to the world.
Their name was a byword for cruelty, violence, and
fanaticism.” In England, if one attempted to de-
fend the Turk, one was regarded as a cold-blooded
villain by a great many good people. A considerable
section of the English lost their sense of fair play so
soon as the Turkish question became at the same
time a pawn in our party politics and an excitant
of religious bigotry; for one political party became
avowedly anti-Turkish, while numbers of well-mean-
ing but unjust Christian people approached the sub-
ject from the point of view which made a Mussulman
appear everything that is vile, and so espoused the
cause of Turkey’s Christian enemies as being of neces-
sity the right one. It was the same sort of sectarian
15
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narrow-mindedness that impelled well-known preach-
ers — not members of the English State Church —
to pray from their pulpits for the success of the
Americans in their war with Spain, because Spain
was Catholic and the “land of the Inquisition.”
Thus it came about when Turkey’s Christian sub-
jects rebelled in the seventies and the Russians
came to their assistance, the Turks were held up to
opprobrium as fiends in human shape, the murderers,
violators, and mutilators of the gentle Christians.
Any piece of evidence, second-hand or third-hand,
however extravagant, was implicitly believed by
these people provided it was against the Turks,
whereas whenever charges of committing atrocities
were brought against Russians and Bulgarians by
the most trustworthy eye-witnesses a very different
standard of evidence was set up, and it was held to
be incredible that Christians could do these things.

Yet what were the facts? In the first place, there
can be no doubt that Russia, bent on the destruc-
tion of Turkey and aggrandisement at her expense,
had stirred the Bulgarians into rebellion by means
of agents provocateurs. 'Travellers who visited Bul-
garia in the years preceding the Russo-Turkish war
state that the Bulgarian peasantry were more pros-
perous than any in Turkey. It is unlikely that they
would have risen of their own accord, seeing that
they had good reason to be grateful to the Turks,
who had come to their rescue when their persecuting
Greek fellow-Christians had set themselves to exter-
minate the Bulgarian Church, language, and nation-
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ality. In the next place, it is now realised that the
Christians and not the Turks initiated the atrocities.
The Bulgarians, when they rose, plundered and
burnt the villages of the Turks, committed the most
shocking cruelties, and massacred unarmed Moslem
men, women, and children. There is good evidence
to show that the Turkish regular troops behaved with
consideration to the Christian population until their
passions were roused by the barbarities committed
by the Bulgarians and Russian Cossacks; then indeed
the Turks, exasperated by the sufferings of their
co-religionists, engaged in terrible reprisals which
aroused the indignation of the cvilised world. Fero-
cious when provoked by the cruelty of others, the
Thurks are the last people to engage in wanton cruelty,
and those who like myself have seen their armies
in time of war can vouch for their humane treat-
ment of prisoners and of the civil population in an
enemy’s country. It must be remembered, too, that
the worst atrocities proved against the Turks in Bul-
garia were committed not by Turkish regulars but
by fanatical Circassians and by the Bashi-Bazouks,
ill-disciplined irregulars recruited from the eriminals
and ne’er-do-weels of any races, detested by the
Turks themselves for their excesses.

The evil name thus acquired by the Turk during
the war with Russia stuck to him through the years
that followed, and ignorant prejudice has been wont
to put down to him all the cruel deeds committed by
the Palace Camarilla, including the terrible Arme-
nman massacres, which were perpetrated, not by the

17



TURKEY

Turks — who regarded these crimes with loathing —
but by the savage Kurds and Lazes, at the instiga-
tion of those who misruled the unfortunate country.
In many ways the Turks have suffered more from
the oppressive despotism than their Christian fel-
low-subjects, but all the sympathy of our humanita-
rians has been for the latter, and they had little pity
or sympathy to spare for the Mussulman. Of late
years the political intriguers in Athens, Sofia, and
Belgrade have been supporting bands of Christian
brigands in Macedonia, with the object of forwarding
the rival interests of the Greeks, Bulgarians, and
Servians, in anticipation of the scramble over the
partition of that rich country on the breaking up
of the Ottoman Empire. These bands have been
burning villages and murdering women and children,
their excesses being committed against both Chris-
tians and Turks. In April, 1908, a Bulgarian band
burnt a Greek priest at the stake. The incident
aroused no comment. What a howl would have
been raised had the Mussulmans done this thing!
So the Christian had plenty of friends and the
Turk few. No voices were raised to defend him and
to explain the injustice that was done him. Neither
was he the man to put his own case before his Euro-
pean critics; for the Turk is better with the sword
than with the pen; he is not so cunning as Greek or
Bulgarian in carrying on a newspaper campaign, or in
the weaving of effective misrepresentations; as a rule
he is too proud to defend himself against calumny,
and treats with silent contempt those who snarl at
18



ATROCITIES

him. Moreover the Turk, being essentially a pa-
triot, would not appeal for help to foreign Govern-
ments as did the Christians. To quote from an
artiele recently written by Halil Halid: ““The Mus-
sulmans suffered as much as, indeed in many places
more than, the Christians, from a despotic régime.
They had submitted, not to the will of their rulers,
but to their hard fate, beeause Turkish patriotism,
which has not until reeently received fitting atten-
tion, was too great to allow them to invite outside
mterference or help in the national struggle against
native tyranny. Never despairing of gaining their
end, the people of Turkey have waited for an oppor-
tune moment to strike a blow at the foundations of
despotism, and this promptly and with the least
possible risk of international complications. They
have thus submitted to the indignities and hardships
caused by the tyranny of their own rulers, rather
than expose themselves to the patronising interfer-
ence of any foreign Power.”

There are thus excuses for the misunderstanding
that poisoned the minds of so many Englishmen
against their former friends, the Turks. Greeks, Bul-
garians, and others who sought the dismemberment
of Turkey and the appropriation of Macedonia voiced
their cause loudly, not only with just denunciations
of the Turkish oppression of the Christians, but with
many plausible inventions. That the Turkish side
of the question was so rarely heard was also largely
due to the faet that, during the few years preced-
ing the revolution, it became ever more difficult for
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Englishmen in Turkey to have friendly intercourse
with the Turks themselves. The intervention of the
English Government to introduce reforms into Tur-
key, and the action of the Balkan and Armenian
Committees, which were wrongly believed by the
Sultan and his advisers —and appear still to be
believed by all Germans and Austrians — to be the
agents in advance of the perfidious English Govern-
ment, so intensified the hatred of the Turkish des-
potism against England that it was practically made
a crime for a Turk, especially if he was suspected of
Liberal tendencies, to receive an Englishman into his
house. If a Turk was even seen to speak to an Eng-
lishman in Constantinople the spies reported the fact
to the Palace; and, as I shall explain later, to mani-
fest sympathy for the British cost many a Turk his
life and liberty. Thus the intelligent tourist, or the
globe-trotting M.P., who visited Constantinople in
those days was not in a position to pick up accurate
information. His doings and goings would probably
be watched by spies, especially if he was a member
of the Balkan Committee. Though he knew it not,
he would find no opportunity of conversing with
Turks save such as were the secret agents of the
Palace. His dragomans would be Greeks or Arme-
nians, who might speak to him of the grievances of
the Christian subjects of the Sultan, but certainly
not of the grievances of the Turks. So, too, was it
with most of the journalists. If they were anti-
Turks they sought information from the members
of the Greek and Bulgarian bands, and if they were
20
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pro-Turks they were on friendly terms with official-
dom — they had audiences with ministers, possibly
with the Sultan himself; and as all Turks are very
polite, they often left the audience-chamber charmed
with despotism, and explained, in the papers they
represented, that the Young Turk party was either
a myth or a small and impotent group of malcon-
tents, who, during a sojourn in Paris, had absorbed
the wild theories of the internationalists and anar-
chists.

To drive the Turks “bag and baggage” out of
Europe was the proclaimed policy of many ignorant
humanitarians. The expulsion of the Turkish rule
would indeed have been followed by a bag-and-bag-
gage exodus, for but a small minority of Mussulmans
would have remained in the land to be governed by
a Christian race. In former years Russia and Aus-
tria were regarded as the probable inheritors of the
“Sick Man’s” European territories, and it is certain
that the rule of either of these would be intolerable
to the Turks. One remembers how the Circassian
and Bosnian Mussulmans emigrated in large num-
bers into Turkey when their countries were occupied
respectively by the Russians and Austrians. These
emigrations were accompanied by great suffering
and loss of life, due largely to the incapacity and
callousness of the Turkish Government, which, while
undertaking to found colonies of the refugees in Asia
Minor, Mesopotamia, and other parts of the Empire,
practically left them to starve. The humanitarians
would have realised the cruelty of their proposal had
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they seen, as I did, the pitiful sights in Northern
Albania thirty years ago. The Bosnian Mussul-
man peasants, escaping from the rule of Austria,
were pouring into that portion of Turkish territory.
Men, women, and children were slowly crawling
across the snow-covered country in the bitter win-
ter weather, weak and listless with hunger and cold,
often frost-bitten, hundreds of them failing by the
way, so that it was a common thing to see frozen
corpses lying by the roadside. The Albanians them-
selves were in a half-starving condition after the
ravages of the war, and could render little assist-
ance to the wretched refugees. Under the bag-and-
baggage scheme there would be an exodus of millions
and unimaginable suffering. Had Europe committed
this crime the retribution might have been heavy.
The Sultan would still have been the Caliph of
the Moslem world, and the Turks, driven into Asia,
might have reformed their Government and set their
house in order, even as they are doing now; but
the Turkish awakening, instead of taking its pres-
ent form, would have taken that of Pan-Islamism
— the combination against the Christians of all the
Mussulman peoples.

The humane bag-and-baggage proposal would
have meant the expulsion of nearly half the popula-
tion of Turkey and the replacement of the Turkish
by some other rule. But the Russianisation or Ger-
manisation of the Balkan Peninsula would have been
more disagreeable to the Christian population than
even the domination of the Turk, while it would
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have been impossible to divide the country among
the neighbouring states in such a way ag to satisfy
the inhabitants. In the peninsula are jumbled up
remnants of every race and creed, not collected into
separate districts, but intermingling with each other,
hating each other, jealous of each other — Servians
drcaming of the larger Servia, Bulgarians of the larger
Bulgaria, Greeks of the larger Greece — their terri-
torial claims, based upon race distinctions, all over-
lapping each other; an entanglement of rival rights
and interests impossible of unravelment. Neither
of these Christian races would submit to be ruled by
the other. Ior example, there can be no doubt that
a Bulgarian would rather be governed by the Moslem
Turk than by the Greek. And amid all these races,
more numerous than any of them taken singly, are
the ruling Turks, who own the fee simple of the land
by the best of titles, conquest. They are the strong
race whose bearing 1s In strong contrast to the servil-
ity of some of the races in their midst. They are the
masterly people fit to rule the others; for whatever
peace fanatics may say, only people ready to fight
bravely in defence of their possessions are fit to own
possessions. We have not arrived at the state of
civilisation when it can be otherwise. Even our
humanitarians, who unknown to themselves have
some of the old Adam in them, respect those who can
use the sword; for whereas they sympathise with
the aspirations of the plucky Bulgarians they pay
little heed to the Greeks, who, though the noisiest
of the claimants to Turkey’s heritage and having
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vast pretensions which extend to every piece of terri-
tory in Europe and Asia that ever belonged to any of
the states of ancient Greece, are among the fecblest
people in the world in the practice of war.

It needs a strong rule to keep the rival Christian
sects of the Balkan Peninsula in order and to pre-
vent them from cutting each other’s throats, lop-
ping off each other’s ears, and burning each other’s
priests. The Turks can provide that strong rule;
and if we add to the Turks the Mussulmans of
other race in the country — Albanians, Moslem Bul-
garians, Circassians, and others — we have nearly
half the total population united by a common relig-
ion, as the Christians certainly are not. The Young
Turks may now prove that Lord Palmerston, after
all, was right when he said that the rule of the
Mussulman Turk was the only one that could com-
bine the different races and sects of Turkey in one
kingdom. The Turks have no ambition to recover
the territory which they have lost, but they are
determined to hold on to what still remains to
them. With a strong Turkey, in close alliance
with a federation of the Slav states to the north of
her, we may yet see a quiet and contented Balkan
Peninsula.
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CHAPTER III

EARLY REFORMERS

T is about a century ago that Western ideas be-
I gan to influence the better Turkish statesmen
and efforts were made to reform the system of
government and bring it into harmony with modern
civilisation. Mahmud II, who came to the throne
in 1808, and his successor, Abd-ul-Mejid, who died
in 1861, were wise and reforming monarchs, who
were advised by enlightened statesmen such as
Reshid Pasha, at whose instance, in 1839, the edict
known as the Hatti-Sherif of Gulhane was promul-
gated. This edict, which has been called the Magna
Charta of Turkey, promised many useful adminis-
trative and judicial reforms, and secured to the
Christian as well as Mussulman subjects of the Sul-
tan security for their lives, honour, and property.
Again, in 1856, after the Crimean war, the Hatti
Houmaioum Firman announced among other things
the complete equality in the eyes of the law of
the Christians and Mussulmans in Turkey. I need
scarcely say that these solemn engagements have
been wholly ignored by Turkey’s recent rulers.
In 1861, on the death of Abd-ul-Mejid, Abd-ul-
Aziz succeeded to the throne of Othman. He was
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assisted by a group of patriotic and able statesmen,
among whom were Fuad Pasha, Rushdi Pasha, Aali
Pasha, and Midhat Pasha; and for the first ten years
of his reign he ruled his country well. He made the
Turkish navy one of the most formidable in Europe;
he organised ‘the army that fought so stubbornly at
Plevna; justice was administered, and the press was
free to criticise the Government. But this promis-
ing monarch, unfortunately for his country, broke
away from the tutelage of wise men and fell under
the influence of evil advisers. On the death of Aali
Pasha in 1872, Mahmud Nedim Pasha, a man who
was fanatically anti-European and uneducated, be-
came the chief adviser of the Sultan, and was soon
created Grand Vizier. The character of the Sul-
tan seemed now to undergo a complete change; his
policy became retrograde and reactionary; he drove
from his side the good and wise and surrounded
himself with corrupt parasites, who were in many
cases the ready tools of Ignatieff; for the Russian
diplomacy had gained the ascendency in Constan-
tinople, and, as usual, was employed in intriguing
against the party of reform and organising the dis-
ruption of the Ottoman Empire.

And now commenced that final struggle between
the Palace and the Sublime Porte which has resulted
in the overthrow of the Despotism. The Sultan,
though the absolute head of the Church and State,
had hitherto left the administration of the Empire
to his Cabinet of Ministers chosen by himself, whose
office is known as the Sublime Porte. Abd-ul-Aziz

26



EARLY REFORMERS

attempted to break down this system, and to centre
in himself the entire rule of the country; soon the
ministers became mere puppets, and the Palace was
made paramount. The Sultan assumed the com-
plete control of the Treasury, and refused to give
any account of the public revenues which he wasted.
He contracted loans in Europe under onerous con-
ditions that endangered the very independence of
the Empire. :

The patriots among the Turkish statesmen, who
had been cast out from all direction of public affairs,
almost despaired of their country, and the risings in
Herzegovina and Bosnia, presaging European inter-
vention, seemed to many to be the beginning of the
end. The great Midhat Pasha, whom the Young
Turks speak of as the first martyr of their cause, had
the temerity to scek a two-hours’ private audience
of the Sultan, and pointed out to him with such
forcible eloquence the corruption of his administra-
tion, the incapacity of his Grand Vizier, and the
certain destruction to which he was dragging his
country, that Abd-ul-Aziz was terrified, his eyes
were for a moment opened, and he saw the dread-
ful truth; so deposing Mahmud Nedim he appointed
Midhat and Rushdi as his principal ministers and
advisers. For three months only these reforming
statesmen were left in power, for Midhat Pasha was
suddenly disgraced because he had expressed indig-
nation when a favourite odalisque of the monarch
had sent a negro to him to ask him to appoint one
of her servants to a provincial vice-governorship.
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The system of Mahmud Nedim was reintroduced;
things went from bad to worse; justice became
openly venal; ranks in the services were sold by
Palace favourites; the entire administration became
grossly corrupt and disorganised; and at last, in
1875, the Turkish Government had to declare itself
insolvent.

Turks who had the. welfare of their country at
heart felt that it was necessary to put a forcible end
to this state of things. On May 22, 6000 Softas,
the theological students attached to the mosques,
invaded the Sublime Porte and clamoured for the
deposition of the Grand Vizier, while some thou-
sands of others demonstrated in front of the Palace.
The Sultan, terrified, yielded to these demands, de-
posed Mahmud Nedim, recalled Rushdi Pasha; and
a Cabinet of reforming statesmen, including Midhat
Pasha, was formed. Then came the famous coup
d’état. The ministers, having reason to doubt the
good faith of the monarch, decided to depose him.
In the night of May 30, 1876, the Palace was sur-
rounded by troops, the Chief Eunuch was called up
and was ordered to awake his master and hand him
the fetva, or decree of the Sheikh-ul-Islam, Hairoullah
Effendi, in his capacity of chief expounder of the
sacred law, a decree to which even a Sultan must
submit. The fetra was set forth in the form of a
question and answer as follows: “If the Head of the
Believers has so lost his reason as to ruin the State,
which God has confided to his care, by foolish ex-
penditure, by wild caprices, and if the continuation
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of this misrule is likely to bring on a situation which
will destroy the sacred interests of the country, is it
permissible to leave that man at the head of affairs,
or ought one to deprive him of his power? The an-
swer is, that he ought to be deprived of his power.”
Thus the Sheikh-ul-Islam, in the name of the Mo-
hammedan religion, approved of the revolution of
1876, even as did another Sheikh-ul-Islam declare
himself in favour of the recent Young Turk revolu-
tion and the granting of the Constitution. It is im-
portant to remember that despotism is not (as many
suppose that it is) in accord with the teachings
of the Koran, and that constitutional government
ought not to be acceptable to good Mussulmans.
Islam, as the Young Turks point out, condemns
tyranny and encourages peoples to rule themselves.
The following, for example, are passages from the
Koran which have been much quoted in Turkey of
late: “God loveth not tyrants”; “When a people
direct their affairs by consulting among themselves
they shall get their reward.”

So Abd-ul-Aziz was deposed and Murad V became
Sultan in his place. The new monarch issued a
proclamation by which he promised to carry out the
reforms advocated by his minister, Midhat Pasha;
and the well-wishers of Turkey rejoiced. But un-
happy Turkey was not to be freed yet, and an event
happened that turned hope into despair. Four days
after his deposition Abd-ul-Aziz either committed
suicide or was assassinated in the palace to which
he had been removed. If he was murdered, he who
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committed the crime must have been the greatest
enemy of Turkey, and none of the ministers could
have had anything to do with a deed that upset all
their plans for the regeneration of their country.
So soon as Abd-ul-Aziz was found dead his Circas-
sian atde-de-camp, Hassan, rushed to Midhat Pasha’s
house, where the ministers were assembled, and
assassinated two of these whom Turkey could 1ill
spare, Avni Pasha and Rachid Pasha. This suc-
cession of tragic events so shook the weak mind of
the new Sultan that he became hopelessly insane.
After a reign of only three months it became neces-
sary to depose him, and the legitimate heir, his
brother, Abdul Hamid, the present Sultan of Tur-
key, ascended the throne in the autumn of 1876.

Abdul Hamid, however, was not permitted to
grasp the sceptre until he had signed a document
by which he undertook to grant a Constitution to
his people and to rule with justice. Indeed, he was
ready to make any promises, and accepted without
reserve the liberal principles of Midhat Pasha and
the reformers. No one in Turkey believes that he
was sincere, and Sefer Bey recounts in La Revue
how, on the very day of his succession, Abdul
Hamid, on his return to the Palace, after having
gone through the traditional ceremony of buckling
on the sword of Othman, spoke in the following
words to a well-known Turkish general of his en-
tourage: “It is Reshid Pasha who is responsible for
everything that has happened; it is that great crim-
inal who made my father sign that accursed firman
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under the pressure of Europe, and by giving stupid
illusions to the Turkish people has led them into
wrong ways. The government which our nation
needs is an absolute despotism, and not the perni-
cious régime of liberty which Europe practises. I
shall know how to put order in the ideas of the peo-
ple, but before all, I must make my position secure
and get rid of the wretches who deposed my uncle.”

At the opening of the new reign, however, the
reformers looked to the future with hope. Midhat
Pasha was appointed Prime Minister, and began to
work out his scheme for the regeneration of Turkey.
He framed his Constitution, which established the
equality of all races and creeds, and took steps to
crush the rebellion in European Turkey that was
threatening to bring about a European war. Midhat
was beloved by educated and patriotic Turks, and
was strongly supported by the people; his position
seemed unassailable. But before he had been four
months on the throne Abdul Hamid struck his first
blow at liberty, and showed what manner of man he
was. Midhat was suddenly summoned to the Pal-
ace, and on arriving there was informed that his exile
had been determined upon and that he must forth-
with board a vessel that was awaiting him in the
Bosphorus with steam up, and betake himself beyond
the confines of the Ottoman Empire. Then the Sul-
tan set himself to put out of the way the other
men who had taken a part in the deposition of
Abd-ul-Aziz. Rushdi Pasha and the Sheikh-ul-Islam
were exiled to remote parts of the Empire, while
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many less distinguished Liberals disappeared, being
either killed or imprisoned.

Midhat Pasha, the greatest of the Turkish re-
formers, as an exile, lived in several European capi-
tals, studied on the spot the principles of decent
government, and formed plans for the amelioration
of the condition of his unfortunate country when the
opportunity should arrive. The Sultan appears to
have come to the conclusion that his ex-Grand Vizier
might be as dangerous to the Despotism while in
Europe as he had been in Turkey. A plot, the de-
tails of which are well known, was laid to bring
about Midhat’s destruction. He was led to believe
that the Sultan had repented of his injustice, had
come to see the errors of his illiberal policy, and
desired that the able statesman should return to
Turkey to give his valuable assistance in the reor-
ganisation of the Empire. So, after a long exile,
Midhat, accepting a treacherous invitation, came
back to his native land, and was made Governor of
Syria. Shortly after his appointment he was de-
nounced to the Palace by false accusers, who were
prepared to prove that Abd-ul-Aziz had been assas-
sinated by Midhat’s orders. After an iniquitous
trial, by judges who pretended to credit the obvi-
ous inventions of suborned witnesses, he was found
guilty, and as it might have been dangerous to exe-
cute a man so much beloved and respected, he was
condemned to imprisonment in a fortress in Arabia.
There he was treated with great inhumanity and
deprived of all the comforts and some of the neces-
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saries of life. As his strong constitution resisted
these privations for three years, he was strangled
in May, 1884, by order of his persecutors, and his
head was sent to the Palace, so that there should
be no doubt about his death.

The Sultan had rid himself of all the chief friends
of liberty immediately after his accession to the
throne, but, cautious and fearful by nature, he took
no further immediate steps to impose absolute des-
potism upon his people. Mainly with the object of
hoodwinking England and winning her good-will at
the critical period preceding the outbreak of the
war with Russia, he proclaimed the Constitution of
Midhat Pasha, and a Turkish Parliament was allowed
to meet. The Sultan imposed his will upon the Par-
liament and reduced it to impotence; but there
were many patriotic deputies who spoke their minds
freely and defied the monarch’s wrath. At last, in
February, 1878, shortly before the conclusion of the
treaty of peace with Russia at St. Stephano, the
Sultan dissolved both Houses, and, with pretended
reluctance, suspended the Constitution. He next
proceeded to deprive the Sublime Porte of all power
and to make the Palace supreme. The ministers
became mere puppets, whose submission was bought
by the license that was allowed to them to embezzle
the public funds. The control of the army and navy,
of foreign affairs, of the finances of the Empire, every
branch of the administration, the appointment of
every official were in the hands of the Sovereign and
his corrupt Camarilla. Having a pampered Prato-
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rian Guard to enforce his will, he held Constanti-
nople under martial law. It was a reign of terror;
he spared none who were not for him. From the
dissolution of Turkey’s first Parliament in 1878 until
the proclamation of the Constitution in 1908 Tur-
key was oppressed by one of the most demoralising
and destructive tyrannies that the world has known.
For the Ottoman Empire those thirty years were the
most unhappy and disastrous of its long history.
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CHAPTER IV

THE SPREAD OF CORRUPTION
THE Sultan’s policy was directed by a narrow

fanaticism. It is possible that he smcerely

believed that a cruel despotism was the best
rule for Turkey. Ile hated the Christians, and it
was his ambition to realise the dream of the Pan-
Islamites, to gather together round himself as the
Caliph all the followers of the faith of whatever race,
so as to form a strong political-religious confedera-
tion of Moslems that should keep in check the aggres-
sions of Kurope and liberate Mussulman peoples
now subject to the Christians. It was his aim, too,
to withdraw all such rights as his predecessors had
granted to the Christian subjects of Turkey and to
revoke the irritating privileges which the Capitula-
tions had given to foreigners within Turkish terri-
tory — not in themselves ignoble designs, but which
were prosecuted by such ignoble methods as nearly
to destroy instead of to strengthen the Moslem su-
premacy in Turkey.

It is not necessary here to follow the history of
Turkey under the Hamidian régime. How, defeated
in war, she was bereft of vast and rich territories;
how the splendid navy, created by Abd-ul-Aziz, was
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allowed to fall into decay, so that when Turkey was
at war with Greece in 1897, she found herself with
not a single ship that could be made fit to put to sea;
how her fine army was starved and neglected, so that
it became demoralised and helpless to defend her
against her foes; how corruption and the wholesale
appropriation of public moneys by the creatures of
the Palace brought her finances into so hopeless a
condition that she was tied hand and foot by her
foreign creditors, and had therefore to submit to the
control of several departments of her internal admin-
istration by commissions appointed by the Christian
Powers; how justice was bought and sold, and pro-
motion in all the services was awarded to the par-
asite or the highest bidder; how, in consequence
of the massacres of Christians and the impotence of
her Government to maintain order, Turkish patriots
were humiliated by seeing a foreign gendarmerie
forced upon her by the Powers; how, in short, Tur-
key became so weak and effete that even to her
friends her disintegration appeared to be the inevi-
table end delayed only by the jealousy of the rival
Powers, who, fearing for what is called ‘“the balance
of power” in Europe, bolstered up the “Sick Man”
and professed a desire to preserve the integrity of
the Ottoman Empire. All these things were re-
garded with dismay by the Turks, and precipitated
the revolution against the Government responsible
for the rapid decay of the nation; but in this chap-
ter I will confine myself to an account of the par-
ticular forms which the despotic oppression of the
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Mussulman Turks assumed, until at last that op-
pression became so insupportable as to goad into
rebellion not only the upper classes, but even the
ignorant Turkish peasants, who, serving so patiently
and bravely in the army, had hitherto been ever
faithful with the faithfulness of a dog to the Sul-
tan’s person. :

The Sultan has proved himself to be in many
respects a man of great strength of character and of
exceptional ability; a subtle diplomatist, he was able
to play the European Powers against each other;
and he succeeded in the main object of his life, cen-
tralising all authority in himself at the cost of inde-
fatigable personal labour, and making himself the
supreme master of his country. IHe might indeed,
with his sagacity, have been an excellent monarch
of the despotic Oriental type, working for the good
of his people, had it not been for one failing which
grew into an obsession and brought much woe to
Turkey, and this failing was fear. Abdul Hamid
was haunted by a perpetual fear of assassination;
he had no trusted friends, and suspected all men;
and therefore cowardice, as is always the case, called
in cruelty and oppression to protect itself. Ile sub-
ordinated the welfare of his country to his elaborate
schemes for self-preservation. He deliberately weak-
encd the Ottoman Empire, dividing it against itself,
and demoralised his subjects so that there should be
no element in the State or group of individuals strong
enough to attempt his overthrow. Thus he stirred
up strife between the different Christian sects and
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inflamed Mussulman fanaticism, so that populations
which before his time had lived side by side in peace,
tolerating if not loving each other, fell upon each
other with sword and fire; and when his oppressed
subjects rebelled he quenched their spirit with dread-
ful massacres.

So, too, was it in his dealings with individuals, in
the selection of his creatures and in his treatment of
them. A tyrant who is enslaving his country nat-
urally looks upon honest patriots with suspicion as
potential rebels. He cannot well employ the ser-
vices of such men as his advisers and ministers. He
also mistrusts ability, as giving a power to be danger-
ous. Thus Turkish gentlemen of the official class,
who possessed distinction, brains, and probity, had
very little share in the administration. The Cam-
arilla of the Sultan was mainly composed of base
and illiterate though cunning people; avaricious and
unscrupulous parasites, of whom the most influential
were not Turks, but Syrians, Arabs, and Circassians;
men who, being devoid of true patriotism and hav-
ing the attainment of wealth as their one aim, would
have no reason for joining in a conspiracy against the
Despotism. But the Sultan mistrusted even these
ready instruments of his will. Having a profound
knowledge of the evil side of human nature, he played
off one creature against the other, made them jeal-
ous of each other, paid them to spy upon each other,
prevented any sort of friendship between them, and
governed them by terror. The Camarilla, selling
public appointments, spread the poison of corruption

38



THE SPREAD OF CORRUPTION

that threatened to demoralise a whole people. To
quote the words of a Young Turk writer: “There
was left in Turkey but one ideal, but one opening
for those who aspired, and that was to amass
riches and spend them in gross sensual amusement.
But, for the attainment of this, one had to declare
oneself the spy of the Palace, and to give proofs of
onc’s servility by sacrificing father, mother, brother,
friends, principles, conscience, all patriotic senti-
ments, and all humanity.”

It is wonderful that there were any honest men
holding high positions during this period, but such
there undoubtedly were, though these were for the
most part narrow-minded fanatics who favoured
Abdul Hamid’s Pan-Islamic schemes, and were
pleased to co-operate with him in depriving the
Christians of what liberties they possessed, and
seizing pretexts to massacre them. But to the high-
est offices of the State, such as the Grand Vizier-
ate, the Sultan found himself compelled at times,
in self-defence, to appoint men of capacity and high
character; especially so when, after happenings more
iniquitous than usual, the relations between Tur-
key and the European Powers became dangerously
strained. Thus Kiamil Pasha, concerning whose
good work for his country I shall have to speak
later, was several times Grand Vizier, to be deposed
as soon as he could be dispensed with; for he was
not the man to be obsequious to the despot,
and he was not afraid of uttering disagreeable
truths. On the whole, however, conspicuous ability
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became a disqualification for office in Turkey; and
for a public man to be popular was a crime.

In order to insure their blind obedience to him
as the Padisha, it was Abdul Hamid’s aim to keep
his Mussulman subjects in a state of ignorance.
He knew that the liberal ideas of modern Europe
had been planted in Turkey, and he determined to
uproot them, or at any rate prevent their spread.
He endeavoured, not without some success, to cut
Turkey off from the influence of Western progress.
His subjects, with certain ecxceptions, were not
permitted to travel in foreign countries, and even
their goings to and fro within the Empire were
regarded with suspicion. It has been suggested that
he allowed his navy to rot because he feared lest his
sailors should be inoculated with ideas about liberty
while visiting Western ports; at any rate, he appears
to have connived at the embezzlement by his Min-
ister of Marine of ten millions sterling, which were
to have been devoted to naval expenditure. Realis-
ing, however, that the preservation of the Empire
depended upon the reorganisation of his army, the
Sultan was compelled to provide for the education
of his officers, some of whom were sent to Ger-
many and other foreign countries, while thousands
were passed through the Turkish military schools in
Turkey itself, where they were instructed by Euro-
pean teachers. Officers thus trained, however, were
looked upon as somewhat dangerous, and were
attached to the Army Corps in various parts of the
Empire, but not to that portion of the Turkish army
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which guards Constantinople, the centre of the Des-
potism, and the Sultan’s person; for there the pam-
pered fanatical troops, faithful to their master, were
officered by men who had risen from the ranks,
some of whom could not even read, but who could
be relied upon to carry out the orders given to them
by the Palace.

All progress was paralysed by the fear that ruled
at the Palace. The introduction of typewriters and
telephones as being of possible use to conspirators
was prohibited. The Press had no liberty; the strict-
est censorship was exercised over all printed matter
that came into Turkey. To be found in possession
of a work of Herbert Spencer’s, for example, would
mean imprisonment. The censor would not consent
to the production of “Hamlet” in the theatre,
because in that play the killing of a monarch is
represented on the stage.

Under the Hamidian régime there was of course no
recognition of the inviolability of the domicile. The
houses of educated Turks were frequently broken
into by the police in scarch of forbidden literature.
To such an extent was the right of public meeting
denied, that it was not safe for three or four friends
to sit and chat together in a café. A Turk could
not give a dinner-party in his own house without
the permission of the authorities, and even if he
obtained that permission, some police agent would
likely as not be sent to sit at his table, as an unin-
vited and most unwelcome guest, taking mental notes
of the conversation and smelling out conspiracies.
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It was altogether a hideous system that naturally
bred all manner of tyrants, great and petty, who
being the creatures of the Palace were enabled to
oppress the people with impunity. There was, for
example, the infamous Fehim Pasha, chief of the
secret police, who abused his official authority to
gratify his every whim and passion, plundering and
blackmailing those whose possessions aroused his
avarice, killing those who stood in his way, and,
whenever his fancy was attracted, forcibly carrying
off to his harem the wives and daughters of peace-
able citizens — a wretch so hated that so soon as
the Constitution was announced, the mob at Broussa,
fearing him no longer, fell upon him and tore him to
pieces.

Then there was the great army of paid informers
who preyed upon the people. The system of espion-
age, which Abdul Hamid in his fear devised to pro-
tect himself against conspiracy and assassination, was
so oppressive and cruel in its working as to render
almost insupportable the lives of such of his subjects
as were regarded as suspects on account of their
good birth, enlightenment, patriotism, or honourable
character. The expenditure on this espionage some-
times amounted to as much as $10,000,000 a year.
The spies were everywhere, and were of every rank
and condition. Ministers were paid to spy on each
other. A man’s house-servants, the Greek hotel-
waiter who brought him his cup of coffee, the
Armenian dragoman who guided the simple foreign
tourist, were paid to watch and listen and send their
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reports to the Palace. Spies would gain a man’s
friendship, worm themselves into his confidence,
and then denounce him. People were sometimes
betrayed by their own relations. All the social
relationships of the family, the military college, the
regiment, and the navy were undermined; for if the
Palace suspected a man 1t would spare no effort to
buy the trcason of those nearest to him. There
was an atmosphere of terror and universal distrust.
When the spy system was introduced into the army
it destroyed all esprit de corps. 1t became known
that there were spies among the officers of cvery
unit, whose business it was to watch their brother
officers; with the result that there was no comrade-
ship even among officers of the same regiment, each
suspecting the other of being the secret agent of
the Palace; they never messed together, and in
many cases had never spoken to each other.

And even the spies themselves had other spies set
to spy upon them by the all-suspicious ruler. The
Sultan’s spies were in every foreign capital — some-
times working with its secret police — to keep an
eye upon the exiles and seck evidence to entrap
friends of theirs in Turkey who might be in com-
munication with them. And from this great army
of spies a flood of denunciations poured into the
Palace. The denunciations were well paid for, so
the supply never failed, e¢ven when the terrorised
people avoided any conduct that could be construed
into a political offence. Agents provocateurs incited
men to acts that would afford ground for accusation.
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The spies did not hesitate to bear false testimony
against the innocent, and, as in the case of Midhat
Pasha, the creatures of the Palace, when desirous
of ruining some individual, employed wretches to
trump up the tale that would condemn him. A
friend of mine suffered long imprisonment because
the secret police searched his house and there pre-
tended to find compromising papers which they
themselves had forged. It is scarcely necessary to
add that vile people availed themselves of the sys-
tem to levy blackmail by threatening denunciation.

The denounced were often condemned without
any pretence of a legal trial. Many of the best
men in the country disappeared from their families
never to return, their fate the oubliette, or death
by the cord, or the traditional dropping into the
Bosphorus of a sack containing the victim. Exile
or imprisonment for a term of years were the pun-
ishments awarded for minor indiscretions — chance
words expressing disapproval of the methods of the
Palace, or the possession of a foreign paper of liberal
views. People were tortured in the Palace to betray
their friends and relations. Thousands of families
in Turkey have had to mourn members torn away
after denunciations by the spies. After the procla-
mation of the Constitution about seventy thousand
exiles returned to Turkey from remote parts of the
Empire (the Siberias of Turkey) and from foreign
countries, and how many thousands have been put
to death or have died in captivity no man can tell.

I may mention here that during the latter years
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of the Hamidian régime many Turks were denounced
and suffered because they manifested friendship for
the English. The Turks are not a fickle people,
and despite the thirty years’ aloofness of the Eng-
lish through misconceptions regarding the Turkish
people, the Turks themselves have ever remained
faithful to their old friends, and the present enthu-
siasm for England is no passing wave. But the
Palace hated the British Government which had
attempted to force reforms upon Turkey, and it sus-
pected all Englishmen of sharing the views of the
Balkan Committee. On the other hand, German
influence became ascendant at the Palace about
twelve years ago, and remained so until the over-
throw of the Despotism; for German diplomacy is
not sentimental; it did not worry the Palace with
humanitarian pressure for the sake of securing the
better government of the unfortunate subjects of
the Sultan; and it even assisted the Porte to thwart
the efforts of the other Powers. Its main object
was to further German commercial interests. The
German Embassy in Constantinople squeezed con-
cessions out of the Turkish Government by curious
methods, and knew well how to make use of Palace
intrigues and corrupt officialism. Helped by their
Government, German syndicates, with cynical dis-
regard of the faet that they were hurrying the
country to its ruin, worked in league with those in
the Palace, who were ready to betray their father-
land for a bribe, and secured the Baghdad railway
coneession with its iniquitous kilometric guarantee,
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and other privileges, on terms far more onerous for
Turkey than could have been obtained from other
quarters, thus burdening the country with unfair
obligations, which now cripple her efforts for reform
and reorganisation.

But I must not digress into the tortuous ways of
Turkish finance, which is outside the scope of this
book. Suffice it to say that German influence at the
Palace undoubtedly intensified the Sultan’s hatred
of England, and the obsequious spies received their
cue. The English in Turkey were in no wise mo-
lested, but they were declared taboo by the author-
ities. For a Turk even to be seen talking to an
Englishman was dangerous. Turks feared to look
towards the English Embassy as they passed it.
They were forbidden to visit certain English estab-
lishments, such as the English book-shop in Pera, and
the quaint old inn in Galata, built long ago by the
Genoese, where, with a retired British sea-captain
as host, naval officers, British and Turkish, had
been wont to foregather in good fellowship. The
spies were busily employed in denouncing such Turks
as were supposed to be Anglophil. A friend of mine,
who at that time held a good appointment and
enjoyed a large income, was reported by the spies as
having intrigued to bring the British fleet to Con-
stantinople. He was imprisoned for five years. He
was released with all other political prisoners after
the successful revolution, and came back to the
world to find himself penniless; to learn that his wife,
having first become blind from unceasing weeping,
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had died practically in a starving condition, and
that his children were living on charity.

It ought not to be forgotten by Englishmen that
when they were engaged in their last war with the
Boers, and all Europe was reviling them, the Turks
alone — and notably those of the educated classes
who now rule the country as the Young Turk party
— were in sympathy with them, and some of them
suffered in consequence. A number of young officers
of the army and navy, and others, put their names
to a document in which they expressed their hope
that the British arms would prove successful in South
Africa, and this they earried to the British Embassy
to present to the English Ambassador. The Palace
heard of this; the spies were set to work to ascertain
what names appeared upon the inceriminating docu-
ment, and one by one every one of these men dis-
appeared, being snatched up to be put into prison,
or to be sent into exile.  One of these young officers,
Sirret Bey, escaped from those who arrested him,
hid himself for some time in the guise of a cook in
the British Consulate, and is now one of the leading
members of the Committee of Union and Progress
in Salonika.

This dreadful system of espionage and the sup-
pression of all intellectual liberty fell harder on the
educated Mussulmans than on the Christian subjects
of the Sultan, for despotism had no such fear of the
Greek or Armenian as it had of the patriotic Turk,
and the Christians therefore were not so closely
watched and had more chance of public appoint-
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ment. The Christians also had one important advan-
tage over the Mussulman Turks in so much as
their privileges allowed them to establish schools
uncontrolled by the State, which provided a more
liberal education than was possible in the Moslem
schools. It can be readily understood, therefore,
how patriotic Turks of the upper and middle classes,
ground down under this tyranny that gave them no
voice in the administration and placed over them
mean men who were hurrying the country to its
destruction, were prepared to join in any movement
that promised a fair chance of overthrowing the
Hamidian régime.

It is also easy to understand that the Chrlstmns,
who during this reign were deprived of some of their
ancient rights, who were treated with a more galling
contumely than ever before, as a subject and despised
people, and lived in perpetual dread of massacre and
outrage, welcomed the revolution that placed them
on an equality with the Mussulmans; but how it
came to pass that the Despotism became so intol-
erable to the masses of the Turkish people as to
excite to rebellion even the patient, religious Moslem
peasants, who had hitherto revered the Sultan as
their spiritual ruler as well as their monarch, and
had been blindly and fanatically obedient to his will,
requires some explanation. The thrifty, hard-work-
ing Turkish peasants suffered as much as the Chris-
tians from the evils of the administration; they paid
the same heavy taxes, and, like their Christian neigh-
bours, they were cheated by the tax-collectors, being
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often illegally mulcted and most harshly treated
by petty tyrants. The provincial officials did not
receive their pay regularly, and so recouped them-
selves by corrupt practices. Thus the rich, by paying
bribes, succeeded in many cases in avoiding taxation
altogether, and many unfair exemptions were allowed;
with the result that in some places nearly all the
burden of taxation fell upon the poor. The peas-
ants were shrewd enough to perceive that the money
thus wrung from them did not produce any good for
themselves or their country, but went to enrich the
ruling clique, and that Constantinople swallowed up
the huge sums that were collected in every part of
the Empire. They knew that there were Ministries
established in costly palaces and maintaining a large
number of well-paid officials, while the result of this
extravagant expenditure was not anywhere to be
seen. Thus there was a Ministry of Public Works,
but there were no roads or irrigation works; a Min-
istry of Police, but no protection of life and property;
a Ministry of Justice, and no ]ustlce, a Ministry of
War, and a starved army.

But the stoical Mussulman peasants, whose faith-
fulness is as that of a dog, were loth to think ill of
their Sultan, and they put the blame upon his Min-
isters as doing wrong without his knowledge. Op-
pression and unjust taxation by themselves would
not have driven these people into revolt, and the
Young Turk movement would have had small
chance of success, had not Abdul Hamid neglected to
secure — what would have been so easy to secure—
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the continued fidelity and affection of his army, of
which the splendid peasantry of the country form
the backbone. I have explained that the Sultan
was careful to pamper the Albanian and other regi-
ments that were stationed in Constantinople to pro-
tect his person, overawe the city, and preserve the
Despotism; and he saw to it that these men duly
reccived their pay, were well fed and properly clothed.
But with this exception the military administra-
tion of the Empire was left wholly in the hands of
the Palace favourites, who, with their character-
istic greed and total lack of patriotic sentiment,
enriched themselves at the expense of the national
defence and, with a callous indifference to the suffer-
ings of the men, practically starved the army.

In Turkey, the burden of obligatory service is
placed exclusively on the Mussulman population,
the Christians up till now having enjoyed complete
exemption, in return for which they have paid a
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