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Henry Morgenthau, the bassador In Constantinople durıng Or War .
In hıs future memoOIrs provıdes the following provokıng observatıon the (2OMe=
mıttee of the Unıion and Progress:

The oung ur WEIC NOT gOovernment; they WCIC really A ırresponsıble party, kınd of secret
sOoCcIletYy, whiıich In Intrıgue, intimıdation,. assassınatıon, had obtaiıned MOST of the Offices of state..

The of the well-ınformed Ameriıcan dıplomat the phenomenon of
the Ittıhadıst Darty inspiıred investigate the iıdeology, polıtical agenda and
STructure of the DarTy, 1C rule the (Ottoman EMDIE, CXCCDL for TIe intervals,
for INOTEC than decade, pri1o0r Its collapse In 1918

TIhe Innovatıve Brıtish archival and research SOUTITCCS,u have been collected
durıng INY Varlous tr1ps the Brıtish archives and lıbrarıes, COINE cshed 11IC  S

1g In eifort understand „Who, In fact, the oung ur were  .6

(jreat Brıtain and the Turkısh Revolution In 1908

Long before the oung Turk Revolutıion, (Gireat Brıtain had gradually dropped
her old role AS the protector of the ()ttoman State “

Not untiıl the Revolution of 1908, England had an Y chance revert her old
posıtion by Improving her influence and reputatıon In Turkey. WOU nNOT be
surprisiıng dıscover, then, that England In the beginning had supported the
oung Iurk Movement. However, the Study OTf the OT121Ns of the Revolution ea

the conclusıon that the Englısh had advanced knowledge Ol the Revolution.
The VIEW expressed Dy OMNEC of the promıinent scholars of odern Turkısh Hiıstory
1S vVC argumentatıve. He AIg UuCS that, OMNC of the MOST prıimary objectives of the
Commiuittee of Unıion and Progress of 1908 Was the wıthdrawal of forei1gn „inter-
vention In the ifaırs OTf the Ottoman Empire and that OM of the factors IC

The aper Was delıvered the Armeniıian- Iurkısh Fourth Oorkshop In alzburg (WATS)
Henry Morgenthau, Ambassador Morgenthau’s StOTY, (New YOork, Doubleday, Page, K
Wıllıam Langer, The Dıplomacy of Imperıialısm, (New MOTK. Vol _ 195
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DaVC the Revolution ıts inıt1al impetus Was the fear of urther foreıgn interven-
t10n24

The League of Unıion and Progress Calllc V In July of 1908, usıng the
slogans of the Bıg French Revolution: „Fraternity,“ „Equalıity,“ A1L4DeE Was

maınly ead Dy people who WT gulded Dy princıpals of democracy and the West-
ern1ızatıon of Turkey. The Revolutıion, al fırst, seemed herald d Wallll relatıon-
shıp between (Gireat Brıtain and the ()ttoman Empıre. That Was why the decretary
of State for Fore1gn Offiee, SIT Edward Grey, described the Turkısh Revolution
„marvellous.“ He also stated that Gireat Brıtain Was „agaınst the Turkısh (JOV-
ernment when ıt Was bad, when the forces prevalled In Turkey 16 WEETE INOTC

repugnant to xo0d government, Justice and liberty.. TIThen Grey a  €
that between them „and the people there Was nOL, and had been, aIlıy bar-
rıerc 4

TOmM the outset of the establıshment Oof the HC  S regime, the 11  S masters of
TUrkeY; In earnestT, trıed reestablısh theır endangered relatıons wıth all the
Great Powers and ebuıld theır t1es wıth (Gireat Brıtain, INn partıcular.

Moreover. In the long enclosure of hIis 1spatc SIT Edward Grey, sent

London February Z 1909, the HE  < accredıted Ambassador of England E

Constantınople, SIT Lowther that the oung ur had applıed Eng-
and for dmıral put the ecayıng eet In order, and utılıze /,000 officers
who had practical experience of theır carrier.” Wıthout AIlLYy ou the oung
Ur WEIC also VC gel the ervICces of General VON der O  Z who Was

reorganıze the Turkısh ATMY, and S! areful WCIC they In the early Stages of
revolution, NOLT do anythıng that m1g o1ve iIfense Gireat Brıtaln, that
Lowther Was approached , dS whether Hıs MaJes  S (sovernment WOU feel

<<6
an y resentment al the employment of (Jerman (M{ficer

Not less ımportant and dısputable Was the followıng observatıon of SIT LOW-
ther the oung Ur

gradually Callc Into direct personal Ontact ıth Ose who WETC the leading members of the
'ommıttee of the ague of Union and Progress, and OUuUnNn! hem moderate and reasonable,
pressing themselves prepared be gulded Dy the advıce of TE al Brıtalin, opposed drastıc
LNCASUTIC regardıng Sultan, concerning whose honesty and DUrDOSC they still expressed doubts./

VYCal later he had deny these VICEWS., AS 11l SCC eI0W
However, the sStudy of Englısh records makes it clear that In the Casc of Eng-

land, the absence of advanced orıginal owledge the Ittihadısts’ polıtıcal

] ewI1s Bernard, The kEmergence Of odern Turkey, (London, ()xford Universıty Press), 1962,
1453
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agenda, STIruCfiure and leadershıp, 1S Just ASs SIT Lowther, the S  S TIıt-
ish Ambassador Turkey, Was actually hıs DOSL when the Revolution
took place, and Was held deliırı0usly Dy vast crowds hıis arrıval. (One of the
TIUMMOTS cırculatıng al the time In Constantıinople WAas that the constitution Was

the gıft of the Englısh nation.© However, ASs SIr Grey later Lowther
July SM „HOw ıttle eıther of us fOTreSaW, when YOU WGIE appoımnted, the p-
t1on VOU WOU actually get"‘9

Eventually, it SOON became clear that the establıshment of A Constitutional
regıme In Turkey and e the orıgıinal iforts of the Turkısh revolutionarıies
westernI1ıze and iImprove the internal and external ffaırs of the Empire had NOT
eitecte: allıy fundamental change In Anglo-Ottoman Relatıons. Brıtish polıcy, ql-
ter all, Was still governed by the need maıntaın entente wıth Russıa, atter
what the character of the (Ottoman SUuppOrt whether polıtical OT financıal
WOU have been consıdered, al best, unproductive, and al ‘9 downright harm-
ful

Heteaiter. the Ottoman Empire Was led aAaPPCaT under the full contro|l of
(German milıtary and eCONOMIC expansıon. The Commuittee of Union and Progress

egan UuNYy seek the German involvement In the polıtıical, eCONOMIC an
milıtary alfaırs of theır fatherland, because, them, that Wäas the only WdYy SAaVC

the terrıtorı1al integrity of the Empire.
The Brıitish (GGovernment CVCIMN voıded an Yy discussıions of the JTurkısh er f

A alllance between the [WO countries. Ihe Under-Secretary of State, C’harles
ardınge, noted that rıendly Turkey Was preferable allıed Turkey. The
dynamıcs of internatıional polıtics, however, forced Brıtain to adop dıfferent
polıcy towards Turkey. “ In early October 1908, when ulgarıa proclaımed 1ts full
independence and Austria-Hungary annexed Bosnı1a, Brıtain supported Russıa In
the question of Bulgarıa’s independence, but rejected the French proposa. call

European conference the annexatıon of Bosnia. Grey dvised the Turkısh
mbassador In London quietly acCcept Bulgarıan independence and the 10ss of
Bosnıa, ASs Turkey needed Atıme and finances“ LNOTC than Wa  Z He promised loans
and AdSSUTaNCcCSs of Support from the Brıtish Government.*

The Anglo- I’urkıs relatıons became INOTEC SUSPICIOUS of each other and Fa-
vated In 1909, when the Ssupporters of amı and amı asha., wh WAas

consıdered be Anglophıle, attempted COUPD overthrow the
oung JIurk Government., NOLT wıthout the secret ASSUTaNCECSs of Brıitish SUppOTT.
After the oung 117 easıly suppressed the COUPD and deposed the Sultan In favor

Margolı0uth, „Constantinople al the Declaratıon of the Constitution'  “ Fortnightly Review,
Ctober 5653
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of hıs brother, ehmet VA Grey concluded that the Brıitish (GJovernment had
underestimated the DOWCLIS of the Commiuttee. He that the Fore1ign Office
should dıspense less erıticısm and INOTC CNCOUragEMENT In Its ealıngs wıth the
Committee.*

In Tall of 1912, durıng those crıtical months the EVCe of Or War L: when
JTurkey Was suffering milıtary defeats In the Balkan War and In Its internal prob-
lems. and when the Ittıhadısts WCIC temporarıly forced Ouft of W  9 KRussıa, In
urther con]unction wıth the Great Powers, (cE agaın raised the ISssue of reforms
In the Armenıian provinces. In the 1SSUE, of implementatıon of reforms In Arme-
nla, In 1912-1914, (Great Brıtain had ACHh wıth her Russıan ally Asquıth, the
Prime Mınıster of Great Brıtaln, had na SLIroNg opınıon” that it WdasSs only question
of time before the instabılıty and „rottenness“” of the Turkısh Empıire WOU rıng
about her OWNTAa In Asıa and, Brıtain 0Ug face these probabilities. ”” In May
1913, the oung Turk (Government applıed Brıtain, seekıng IOr Brıtish partıcı-
patıon In the Porte’s reforms PIOSTAaM In the Armenlan-populated provinces. The
Brıtish (sovernment Was as supply inspectors for the gendarmerI1e officers In
each province, and counselor the Inspector (GJenera114 On thıs matter and
the Outcome of request, „  he Iımes“ of London

The British Foreign 1CE,1Was requested appoımnt advısers, eclne: the responsıtbilıty, but
agreed the appoıntment f certaın number of British officıals ese posts. ”

has een wrıtten and talked lot about the passıveness of Briıtish polıtıcs fOo
intervene In the internal and external ifaırs of the (Ittoman Empire Just prı1o0r
OT: War 1, and, as aiter of fact, thıs polıtıcs Can be described ASs polıcy of
neutral observer.

Grey and the Cabınet better efined the above-mentioned polıcy in 1913
Cm attıtude WAas, fOor the time eing, the „Only safe pO. WAas maıntaın
Ottoman rule In Asia. !®

According opınıon that prevaıls, the British SUuSp1C1ON and efusal asSSsIst
the oung Turk regıme polıtıcally and Linancıally, ASs ell AS the 1CA4SON Brıtain
consıdered anYy kınd of upport A unproductive and harmful, ShOows the ack of
owledge the Fore1ign Office and Lowther had the oung ur Lowther’s
repOrts the polıtical sıtuatiıon In Constantınople, and the character and
actıvıtles of the oung Ur WEIC much than theır predecessor,
amı (n thıs, HE Ot the Englısh scholars, „Lowther thus reinforced the
longstandıng antı-Ottoman prejJudice In the Fore1ign Uffice, and encouraged ıts

12 Heller, bıd
13 oOdleı1an Lıbrary (UOxford), Asquıth / 54, Cab Meeting, July, 1913

British Documents the Orı1gins fWar S-1 Vol 10 (London, 430)
99  he 11ımes“, July 4, FOl3S

16 oOdle1ı1an L1Drary, Asquıth 7, 54, Cab Meeting, July, 1913
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tendency eleve that the Ottoman (Government Was made of INC who WETIC
c 17al ONCEC sinıster and incompetent, Corrupt and infantıle.

The letter of Grey Lowther., prı 30, 1909, confirms that London
shared the VIEWS of 1ts subordinate In Constantıinople. In repIY Lowther,
Grey the followıng:

Nrı hat VOU A pessimistic. Was becomıng 5 hearıng that corruption W d creepıng into the
Commuittee and the oung Ur But CAaNnnOT help eing impressed Dy the decC1s10n, DUILDOSC, d1s-
cıplıne, and strength, 1C| ave ogreatiy under-estimated the strengt. of the force al the 1SpO0sa. of
the Commuittee Who the Committees AIC, do KNOW, and do nNnOT 1ke the ıdea of ANONYMOUS
and irresponsıble dırecting body and than yYOUu do176  Sarukhanyan  tendency to believe that the Ottoman Government was made up of men who were  «17  at once sinister and incompetent, corrupt and infantile.  The letter of Ed. Grey to Lowther, on April 30, 1909, confirms that London  shared the views of its subordinate in Constantinople. In reply to Lowther, Ed.  Grey wrote the following:  I see that you are pessimistic. I was becoming so, or hearing that corruption was creeping into the  Committee and the Young Turks. But I cannot help being impressed by the decision, purpose, dis-  cipline, and strength, which have greatly under-estimated the strength of the force at the disposal of  the Committee. Who the Committees are, I do know, and I do not like the idea of an anonymous  and irresponsible directing body and more than you do. ... I think that during the last three months  we have let ourselves slide too much into a critical attitude towards the Committee and the Young  Turks. !®  Resuming the policy, that Britain should follow towards the CUP, Ed. Grey  added, that they should better be „less critical and sympathetic“ towards the  CHE”  The CUP and Subject Races: The Case of Armenians  The early stages of the Young Turk Revolution, however, distinguished itself by a  remarkable outpour of enthusiasm by all races and religions throughout the Em-  pire. One could see Greeks and Muslims embracing each other, and Muslims and  Armenians displaying their affection for one another. On how the subject races  welcomed the Revolution, the same G. Lowther in the same dispatch of February  17, 1909, wrote:  But after the first doubts that were felt in the more remote districts as to whether the movement was  sincere, and whether it was not some trick on the part of Sultan, had passed away, the sense of relief  from the authocratic rule on the last thirty years became evident in every concern of the Em-  pire....The Greeks at Smyrna showed signs of indiscretion in parading the Greek flag, but the tem-  per of the Turks was admirable. At such places as Van, Diarbekir, and Mosul, which members of the  League had been unable to visit, there was an inability on the part of the population to accommo-  date themselves to the new idea of a common country, based on the principle of justice, fraternity,  and equality. But the Kurds were the principal ones who showed violence towards the Armenians,  but the latter, on the whole, were satisfied at the unexpected release of so many of their  20  co-religionists.  Lowther continued to urge that „the idea of equality with Christians was abhor-  rent to them and that there was strong evidence that these Muslim tendencies we-  re coming to the fore.““* Soon G. Lowther accused the Young Turks of resorting  17  Elie Kedourie, „Young Turks, Freemasons and Jews“, Middle Eastern Studies, Vol. 7, No. 1,  1971, p. 90.  18  FO 15582/13941/09/44.  19  Ibid.  20  British Documents on the Origins of War 1898-1914, Vol. V, pp. 253-254.  21  Ibid., p. 2581n that durıng the last ree months

ave let ourselves SU1: LOO much into erıtical attıtude owards the Commuittee and the oung
Turks. ®

Resuming the policy, that Britain should follow towards the CUE: Grey
© that they should better be „Jess crıitical and sympathetic“ towards the
(1IP

TIhe CUP and Subject Races: The Case of Armenılans

The early Stages of the oung Iurk Revolutıion, however, dıstınguishe ıtself by
remarkable OUtpOUF of enthusı1asm by all and rel1g10ns throughout the Em-
Dire. One COU SCC Greeks and Muslıms embracıng each other, and Muslıms and
Armenı1lans dısplayıng theır affection for ONMNC another. On hOow the ubject
welcomed the Revolutıion, the SaJmne Lowther In the SAadmIlle 1spatc. of February
1/ 1909,

But er the IrS doubts hat WCIC felt In the LNOTC remote dıstrıcts A! whether the mMmovemen Wdas

sincere, and whether it W9A NOT SOTNEC TIC the part of Sultan, had passed AWAaY, the of reheft
from the authocratic rule the ast ır became vident In CVCIY CONCETN of the EMm-
pıre  The Greeks al Smyrna showed S1ENS of indıscretion In paradıngz the Greek {lag, but the tem-

PCI of the Ur'| Was admıiırable. such places Van, 1arbekır, and Osul, which members of the
ague had een unable visıt, ere Wdas inabılıty the part of the populatıon ACCOINIMMNO-

date themselves the NCW idea OT COIMMON COUNLTY, ase‘: the princıple of Justice, fraternity,
and equalıty. But the ur WETC the princıpal OMNCS who showed violence owards the Armenilans,
but the atter, the whole, WEIC satıstıed al the unexpected release of INanYy f eır

)co-relıg10n1sts.
Lowther continued ULSC that „the dea of equalıty wıth Chrıistians Was aDNOT-

rent them and that there WAas StroNg evidence that these uslım tendencIıies
cComıng the fore.  21 SO0n Lowther aCccused the oung unr of resorting

17 hıe KedourıIie, 55  oung urks, Freemasons and Jews'  . ıddle KEastern Studıes, Vol R No E
197/1,

155821  1/09/4.
19 Ibıd

Briıtish Documents the Or1g1ins of War Vol V, 253-254
21 Ibıd., 258
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Hamıd’s actıcs the natıonal polıcy ere had been iImprovement
ıIn the condıtions of the Chrıstian populatıon of the Empire, Lowther noted.“ Thıs
opınıon Was NOT only cshared Dy Brıtish Statesmen, but also by the Briıtish Press.
Regardless of the SerlOuUsSNESS of the oung Iurk regıme establısh equalıity and
respecCk between multı-ethnıic SIOUDS In the Empire, 55  he Times“ expressed Its
uncertainty about the Revolution Tew months later, when there ST1 existed
ack of knowledge the (}  — „  he 11ımes“

Patrıarchate, in discussıng the educatıon polıcy advocated Dy section of the oung Turks-namely,
the adoption of COTILMIMMNOIN educatıonal COUTSC In (Jovernment prımary schools, ıth JIurkısh and the
language of maJorıty of the ınhabıtants of Ocalıty media f instructi1on; and, secondly, the
ployment of Turkısh A the sole medium of instruction In secondary and hıgher chools crıticızes It

manıfestation f „Pan- Iurkısm,“ designated strangle the natıonal CONSCIOUSNESS f ach of
the commMmMunNıtıes 1C form the populatıon f the Empire.“
TOMmM the beginnıng, the oung Turk Revolution got the sympathy OT the

Jor1 of Armenıjans and the actıve SUuppOTtL of the Dashnakısts Thıs Was apprecı1-
ated Dy the CUE durıng the elections of the ()ttoman Parlıament that took place
Just after the proclamatıon of the Constitution, 1C mel December, 1908
Brıtish Ocuments confıiırm that, of the Chrıstian elements In Turkey, only Arme-
n]ans gaıned „mMOST In prestige” durıng the elections, the maJorıty of whom
had „wIisely abstaıned Iirom vOo1lcCIng the aspıratıons of the Dashnak soclety for

24independent aUftONOMOU Armenıua.
In the first parlıament, Armenılans had Out of total 255 deputies.
But SOOIMN ıt became clear SOTINC Armenlans, that the antı-Armenıan polıcy of

the CUP COM be than that of amı The reasonıing for such fears
Was ase: the events INn prı of 1909, when the Holocaust of Armenıjans took
place In ana province. Brıtish archıval SOUTCCS provıde full and explıcıt eVI1-
dence the responsıtbılıty of the CUP In the Cr1mes commıtted agamnst the
Armenı1ans In Cilıcla, and ana., In partıcular.

On the nıg of prı 13; Counter-Revolution agalnst the Constitution and
the oung ur C Out In Constantıinople. In the end, the Counter-
Revolution Was suppressed.” The Armenı1an polıtıcal partıes, Dashnak ASs ell ASs

Hunchak, offered theır assıstance ttıhad restoring ıfs W In the Empire.““
The upport of Armenılans the oung ur Was en wıth two-tIier ana

(1/14-3/16 and 15/25-14/27/ Aprıl). Ihe OTrrıble events In ana and the
entire reg10n of (iilıcıa had been uMNYy narrated and described Dy the Brıtısh VICE-
consul In Mersın, Doughty ylıe, In hıs repOrts hıs SuperVISOTS both INn (onstan-

Heller, bıd 21
99  he .1 ımes“, eptember 14, 1908
British Documents the Or1g1ins fWar S-1 Vol V, 279-7280)

25 55821  90/4.
Vahakn Dadrıan, sa  he (Ircumstances Surrounding the 909 ana Holocaust“, Armenıuan
Revıew, ınter 1988, Vol 41 NO
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ınople and London Despıite the warnıngs and demands of the lJater: the OCa ad-
mıinıstration dıd nothıng SLOp the INAasSsSacTes of Armenians,“ perpetrate Dy
Turkısh milıtary, the 0CCa populatıon and mobs, IC plundered and robbed

Doughty ylıe dıd hIs best SAa’VC the defenseless Armenı1ans of the province,
CVCN after he Was wounded and hıs AL  3 Was broken Ihe Brıtish Consular Officer
estimated that 2,000 Armenılans had been kılled In ana, and between
and In the vilayet.““

Durıng the first of the IL1NasSsSsaCcIiIes of 1316 prıl, the oung ur WeETC

Ouf of W In Constantinople. But 24 prıl, when the PreviIOus regıme had
been already reinstated, the „Action Army’s“ commander, ahmud Shevket,
ordered regıments OT Rumelıot LTOODS crack oung Turk soldiıers—from
Beıirut and Damascus ana Wıth theır arrıval, Z prıl, urther bloodshed
and fıre egan In the CIty, perpetrate In INOTEC orough and brutal aAaNNeCeT than
before.“? Brıitish eyewıtness, Charles 00ds., mentioned that the outbreak of
the second phase of DOSTIOMS Was MO destroyıng, because f the use of ero-
SCHNC, spread the houses of Armenilans, targeted the Holocaust. As result,
4,43 7 Armenı1an houses WCIC burnt In ana, and then the INasSsSsaCcTes spread all
the Armenı1an villages of the (Cilıcıan plaın, wıpıng Out Armenılans (Adana
included).”

After the crıimes commıtted agalınst the Armenıl1ans, anı y retrıibutive Justice
Was OllOowe Moreover, all the urther proceedings WeTC the ole
truth The (SUP established pecı1al investigatıve COMMISSION, made of
deputies Oof the Turkısh Parlıament, agop aDıkıan and UuUSu ema Tengir-
sek)

The artıcle, tıtled ST Urkey The ana Massacres“, IC appeare shortly af-
ter the establıshment of the investigative COMMI1SSION, 1S OoTf much interest and 1mM-

The first part reads:
An Armenılan epu Babıkıan, member of the Parlıamentary Commıissıon sent ana., 18
returnıng, it ADPCAIS, In COMNSCYUCHNCC of disagreement ıth the Iurkısh members of the Commıis-
S1ION and of the OUuUr' artıa131

abıkıan, who had firsthand owledge what had appene: In Cilicıa,
suddenly diıed under SUSPICIOUS CIrCumstances August, quıte possıble fIrom

3°polsoning.
The outbreak of antı-Armenilan sentiments and the Casec of the ana

Was NOT the ast ONC, IC Camnle the exIistence of adıcal natıonalısm

424/ 219/folıos 80-855
25 424/219/folıo

Chr. alker, rtTmenıla. The Survıval f Natıon, (London, 1855
00ds, Ihe Danger /one of Europe (London, 191 1) 136-138, 155:161

31 „JIhe J1 1mes. July S, 1909
(Ohr alker, bıd 187
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and well-organıze CONSpIraCy wıthın the CUP the CVC of the Or War Ar-
men1an (Genocıde.

But the crımes of 1909 WeEeTEC NOLT the ast OMNCS commıtted Dy the oung GE
Meanwhıle, after those events, SOINEC Armenılans WCIC prepare CO-operate

wıth the oung ur The ashnaks, nalıvely ope for accord wıth them, and
eptember 1909, the bodies sıgned f1ve-poimnt circular.

At least all the Armenilans, includıng the Patrıarch In Constantinople, larmed
by the responsItbility In the ana erıticızed the ashnaks Re-
ardıng the dısappointment of Armenlans In the oung urks, agaın 5  he 1I1ımes“
of London

the oung ur WEITIC unable unwillıng inflhıct adequate punıshment the responsıble
authoriıities and the Patrıarch, Mgr. Ourı1an resigned In PrOtEeSL. ıthın Tew days Of the resignatıon
the Press announced the formatıon of allıance between Dashnakzutyun and the ommıttee of
Union and Progress.”
Several later. the SaJmıe WTOTE about the continumg exIistence of

polıtical allıance, cooperatıon, between Armenulans, ashnaks, In partıcular,
and the oungr The informatıon 1S regardıng the elections the Ottoman
Parlıament OTf 1914

the Government, ıle unable acCcept the Armenı1an demand for proportional representation In
thıs CasSC, 111 NOL ODDOSC alıy arrangemen between the Turkısh and Armenı1an Parlıamentary parl-
t1es, 1C| 1l Increase the Parlıamentary strengt of the latter. According 18 the latest informatıon
avaılable the representatives of the Turkısh ommıttee ave offered the Armenı1ans seats In the
exT Chamber, provıde: hat certaın proportion, apparently NOL exceeding DCI Cent of the
Armenıan candıdates, dIC members f the Commıiıttee of Unıon and Progress.“”“
In the end, the intervention of Interi0r Miınıister, Talaat Bey, the dıfferences

between the CUP and the Armenıuan partıes the subject of the Armenıan Par-
lıamentary representations Was ettled The Armenlans agreed Compromıise
whereby they obtaıned 16 seats.35

British SOUTrCEes the Escalatıng urkısh-Armenıian Relatıons
and the CUE, 0-1

Avaılable Brıitish documentatıon indicates that long before the ÖOr War
Armenıuan Genocıde, the polıtical and milıtary LOp Strata of the (UP leadershıp
WasSs discussıng the task of „ Turkıfiıcatiıon“ and „Ottomanıizatıon“ of the Embpire;
hrough wholesale extermıinatıon of the subject Armenlans, in partıcular.

Brıtish Consular record ate'! 4S far back ASs August 6, 1910, wrıtten Dy the
Brıtish Acting Consul In Monastır, Arthur Geary, quotes from speech of

99  he TImes:. January 5 1910
y;  he Times“, December 9, 1913

D 9  he Tımes“, February 26, 1914
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Talaat asha, IC Was delivered Secrei conclave of the alonıka Commiittee
of the G  O The relevant portion of the speech reads:

YOou dIiC ha Dy the erms of the Constitution equalıty of Mussulman and CGhilaur Was O
fırmed but YOU OMNC and all NOW and feel hat thıs 1S A unrealızable en The Sherılat, ()UT ole
past hIStOTYy and he sentiments f the (shlaurs themselves, who stubbornly resist CVCIY attempt
ottomanıze them, present An iımpenetrable barrıer the establıshment of real equalıty, until
ave sSucceeded In ()UT ask of ottomanızıng the Empire.”
In COMMEeEeNT wrıtten A TEW days Jater: the Brıitish Ambassador, Lowther,

remarked Grey
I hat the Committee has given an Y iıdea of ottomanızıng all the on- Turkısh elements by pa-
thetıic and constitutional WaYS has long een manıfest. I0 them „Ottoman  06 evıdently IMNECAanNns APUrK.
and elIr present polıcy of „Ottomanıizatıon“ 1S OMNC of the poundıng the on- Turkısh elements In A

Turkısh mortar.

The speech of Talaat, OMNCEC agaıln DIOVCS the advent Ör adıcal natıonalısm
wıthın the CUP deology, long before the Wal wıth aly and the Balkan Wars of
Al Shortly after Talaat’s speech, the Ir Annual Congress of ttıhad in
alonıkı took place November ]2) In 1910 At the Congress, NSecret Resolu-
t10NSs WT passed, In 16 OC Can already fınd the prelımınary elements of the
Ina Solution for the Ottoman Armenilans.

As In the Casec of Talaat’s specech, Brıtish records narrate the SACTEet elilbera-
t10NSs of that Congress, ONC of the vivıd and urgent objectives of IC WAas work
Ouft plan for ÖOTecı homogenizatıon of Turkey.

Harry Lamb, British consul eneral al alonıkı, reproducıng the proceedings of
the Ittıhadıst Congress, indıicated that, the MOST secretf dec1is1ons WeEeIC delberate

and eached ‚aiter the end of the plenary SESSIONS Dy five OT S1X eadıng
members (included Nazım).“ IDr Nazım 1S described ASs the MOST powerfu INECIIN-

ber of the alonıkı Commaittee., the extreme Ar  3 of16 Was „prepare order
the of the Chrıistians al last resort.“ At the Congress, Nazım UCCCSS-

UuNYy pushed hrough the acCceptance of budgetary allocatıons enable hım
dertake largescale resettlements of Muslıms In the Balkans ASs ell AS In the „SIX
Armenıan Vilayetsu38.

Brıitish rCepOTTS the 1910 Congress underscore that, In fact, the Stratagem
that the (UP Was seCrIEt and COVeIt” organızatıon, SVEeEnN eıng In W

The Brıtish Ambassador al Constantinople provıdes the followıng
the Congress and 1ts decisions there 1S consıderable contradıction be-

tween theır professions and theır aCTtTs Besides theır publıshed decC1s10ns., they AdIiIC

Briıtish Documents the Urı1gins of War S-1 Vol 9, part 1 (London, 208
Ibıd 209 See Iso al LReINe, Arab-Turkısh Relatıons and the Emergence of rab Natıon-
alısm. 1958,

195/2359/149
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credıted wıth secret OMNCS 16 inspıre theır inner 659  workings. 1Iwo weeks later
the Ambassador desceribed „the (AHGia version of the decıisıons“ of the Congress,
as eıng intended ”t throw dust in the CYCS of the wor|]d“.40

VCal later September 30, 1911 the Or Annual Congress of the ttıhad
took place, when the PrevIOUS deliıberations the brutal homogenızatıon of
the Turkısh Empıre WeEeTC reaffiırmed (n the Fourth Congress, Salonıkı Acting
Brıtish Consul (General James Organ, for hıs Dart, sent reports, 111e the
actual Consul, Harry Lamb, sent OE report.”

The secret delıberations and decisions accepted al the Congresses WCIC

be probed SOI

In the SUTMIMNCI of 1912., Macedonı1an Bulgars In Berana, and mostly In KOt-
chana, WOGI® rutally slaughtered Dy the 1n After the Turkısh (Jovernment
voıded implementıing the emande reforms In ıts European provinces, and de-
clinıng punısh the perpetrators of the In Kotchana, ”“ ulgarıa, Serbıa,
Montenegro and Greece eciare! Wal Turkey In October 19172

Both Brıitish OTITICcCIa records and EXE Al irom Varlous Brıtish per10dıcals
that CVCIl durıng the Balkan WAarTs of 2-1 before the Oommencemen of
wholesale IMaASSaCICS, the (ZUPB trıed experıment wıth the wartıiıme sıtuatıon and
opportunıty for ıts future antı-Armenı1an The Brıtish documentatıon
warned that somethıng dangerous Was g01INg happen tO the Armenı1ans nhabıt-
ıng Turkey, and that those events woul be GVCA than those INAasSSaCcCIcs O..

anızed by amı In4: and than the Holocaust of Armeni-
ans In (Cilicıa In 1909 In artıcle In the Brıtish aıly „  aıly News and Leader“ of
August 6; 1915 report of wholesale INasSsSsacTeSsS of Armenlans In Rodosto and
Malgara Balkan Peninsula) Cal be Oun: reads:

Aflter the Bulgarıans DaAaVC the tOwn the Commissaıre Miguirdıtc. Effendi, Bulgarıan subject,
and representing the authorıtıies of that COUNILTY, Was cruelly assassınated. ome JTurkısh soldıers Cutl
Oft hıs ArSs and took hem Armenı1ang whom they threatened In the SAamlle fate, and
pomnted eIr bayonets al her Ihe DOOT Wds terriıted that che neärly died At the SAalhlllc

mMOoment Armenıuan gendarmes, Bulgarıan subjects, WETC alsO murdered.

Ihen the volunteers dıyıded Into several partıes, 1C| ach havıng al eır head four fıve as
Bazouks, attacke: the Armenı1ans In the market place and massacred e1g of hem

People workıng In the 1elds, whom WCIC S(IILIC Armenıian soldiers captured al Adrıanople,
WCIC atrocı10usly butchered DYy the ferocI0us populace. As CVEIVONC 1S forbıdden leave the LOWN,
number of people, both 88148| and9Ca (European Officijals and correspondents A

credifte: those reglons) Oo-day ask EGGOWVEGT: eIr children, dead alıve, whom they had
Ost fOr the ast ree four déy$. eps en ıth thıs object WCIC stopped.

section 2, p.1
371/1017/section 55

41 195/2382/folıos 262-264, 323-324, 3{)53-505
Heller, bıd.
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We went the Armenı1an CemeterY, where the COTDSCS of the Armenılans assassınated In the tOWwWnN
had been gathered. O-day, from the eNVITrONS OT ROodosto, five COTDSCS ave een brought In
vehiıcles. They WEIC In OTf putrefaction. (One of the victims had had hıs anı Cut off, nother
hıs feet, and In nother Ga the had een sphı ıth AX(  ® Was errı spectacle, 16
several of the Consuls TIt1S. Consul Was Iso em WETC unable o0ok UDOIL

In the cCemeterYy he IHNCIMN WCIC gathere ONC sıde and the the O  er. weeping Stiflıng
(OW) orief, felt hardly able ddress few words of consolatıon O0SE unfortunate people

bowed OWN by indescrıbable despair. O-day, Aistance f (ONEC OUur from the L[OWN, D: the
briıdge of Tavanlı, Nan named Karnık Zavtarıan and Armenı1an soldıer, who W capture: al

Adrıanople, WEIC murdered.

Towards evenıng CWS CAaMNle the vicarlate that the authorıtles had old off IHNCIN bury the Spot
the victhims who had Tfallen In the 1elds, and then clear off all traCces of the murders. 1r plastres
(6s 30.) ATC eing paıd PCI COIDSC. 15 persistently rumoured hat SOILIC Mussulman scoundrels

901Ng fıre chots nıg In the Armenı1an quarter and then, Dy accusıng ()UTr compatrıots, DIO-
Ooke

An eye-WwIitness al Haskeny saıd that er the CNIIY of the ALIL1LYy he ear shots: INanYy and
girls WEIC caught Dy soldiers and WEIC en WINAMmM1 fterwards they WEIC strıppe' na and
SsenNnt AWdY. lıttle atfer oslem villagers arrıved, and pıllage: everything belonging the T1S-
t1ans. IThen fire broke Ouft, and the village Was burned

The Bashı-Bazouks had INAanYy dogs ıth them They hunted refugees, and the Bashı-Bazouks shot
them Our informant sa'  S Christe Lambro, notable, who had had hıs CYCS gouged Out and OSC clıt
because he WOU. NnOTt 5Sdy where h1ıs valuables WEIC hıdden.“

IThe report oIVES detaıls NOL unlıke Ose of Haskeuy, In regard the villages of Thıimıitkeuli, Kurtlı,
and Temberıitkeuln

Seven villages paıd ach LANSOM varyıng Irom 15() 200 Turkısh pounds SAaVC themselves TIhey
WO1:6 only partly pıllaged.
The Kaımakam of Malgara saı1d „they deserved hat they OL, because they had cheltered Bulgarı-

CCANS

At the Karıopolıs hOouses WETIC pıllaged; INa Yy people WCIC iımprisoned and Orture: otables WETE

forced o1ve declaratıon that the pıllage and murder had een one DYy the Bulgarıans.
Huskeuy f Karıopolıs officer ordered the populatıon church and then hıs LTOODS pıllage:

the houses. The Mouktar Was ordered Dy the offıcer In command, revolver In hand, choose for
hım Tree Tee girls TIhe Mouktar indıgnantly refused, but had flee. In the evenıng all the
[MNECN WCIC gathere: al arge threshing floor.

TIhe report SOCS indicate the fate of ese ‚9 and adds that neıther old dALC NOT extreme

yOou: W ds spared.
The Metropolıtan of Rodosto repOrts that the vıdent intention of the ur Was exterminate the
(’hrısti1an element. ”

The INAasSSaCTCS In Malgara and Rodosto had been reported also by „  he
11ımesc 44

43 95-  aıly News and Leader“. August 6, 1913
For INOTC detaıls for al Rodosto and Malgara 00k 99  he 1iımes“. July 24, 1913



Brıtish Documents the Commiuittee of Union and Progress 183

But ıf Malgara and Rodosto WEIC the battlefields of the Turkısh and Balkan
Armıies and COU. be Justified as wartıme Asıatıc provinces of JTurkey
WEIC An pbeace”.

As the condıtions and antı-Armenı1an actıvıtles In those days, the Brıiıtish
Press

ere 1S fear of Ser10us rouble In rmennla. Massacres arge scale ave NOL yelrl taken place, but
assassınatıon of Chrıstians 1S proceeding piecemeal and quıite unchecked.”

The „Westminster (Gazette“ of the 30fl1 of June, 1915 continues:

Telegrams Vıa Kars ınform u®s that thousands ofur ave OQOVEITUN Varlous f Van, where p1l-
lagıng and kıllıng In the Armenıan villages Gurants, urdchkan, and AIC eing resisted Dy the be-

sıeged villagers. catastrophe inevıtable ıf England remaıns indıfferent the intermınable Suf-

ferıngs of the Armenı1an natıon, protected by the Convention of Cyprus.”
In those days, durıng the crıitical months In the tall of 197° when Turkey Was

suffering milıtary defeats In the Balkan Wal, and internal problems, when ttıhad

temporarıly Was forced Out of V  9 the Allıed Fntente Powers ONCEC agaın raised
the task of the reforms In the Armenı1an provinces. ese WELIE real and er10us
alarm IOr the Turkısh natıonalısts, ASs In the CAasSCc of the implementatıon of the AT-
men1an Reforms, the Asıatıc provinces COU ave been dismantled AS 1t had hap-
pene wıth her European territories.“” (OOne CAall, In fact, consıder the reformatıon
1ISSsue OMNC of the determıinants of the Armenı1an (GGenocıde.

In December 19153 number of Brıtish eaders had warned the Brıtish (JOV-
ernment that Turkey Was bent destroyıng the ole Ottoman Armenılan DODU-
latıon In the the Powers imposed uDON Turkey the Reform Act According

thıs aCCOUNLT, Aneurın ıllıams, wh Was member of the British Parlıament,
the Chaırman of the British-Armenı1an Committee, and Dy the time WAas HC of the

Champıions of Armenılans In Europe and In England, eptember 18, 1914 1Nn-
formed British Secretary of the Fore1i1gn Office Edward Grey of the prevalence In

Turkey of „grea fear of massacre.“ Grey replied that the British (Jovernment
had done all ıts best urgc the Porte O maıntaın9 and WOU be unable
do more.4

(In Some Aspects of the Ideology, Leadershıp and Structure of the CUP

Both Brıtiısh and supplementary documents re-establish the idea, expressed Dy
Henry Morgenthau, the CONSpIraCYy and SCCICCY of the oung ur as 1HNONO-

TU June 13 19153
46 Ane Westminster (zazette“, June 30, 1913

Ronald Grigor SUuny, AL De Holocaust Before the Holocaust Reflections the Armenı1an (JenoO-
cıde”. In Hans as Kıeser and Domiminık Shaller S Ihe Armenıuan Genocıde and the
03 (Zürich, Chronos Verlag, 91

45 371 /21146/51007
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lıthıc DarTty, 1C dıdn t lımıt ıtself In AalıYy bloody tools, He dealıng wıth the p n
ıtıcal OppONnents.

The Brıtish Ambassador, SIT Lowther’s and hıs Tdragoman, 1{7
maurıce’s repOrtSs London, provıde us wıth enough, verıllable and rei1able do-
cumentatıon insıst that the Darty Structure and CONSpIraCYy Was ul

princıpals of Freemasonry.
In HIS early letter SIr GTey, SIr Lowther, February Z 1909,

na the Parıs Commuttee had found it form branch In JTurkey, called first the
Commiittee f Liberty, and then the (Ottoman ommıttee f Unıion and Progress. ese AageNTSs
worked sılently, but unselfishly and surely, the lınes f Freemasonry In the Salonıca istrıct, and
especlally In the ATINYVS there and al the Adrianople.”
(n the CONSpIraCYy Oof the oung ur the Ambassador In the Same report COIMN-

cludes
[’hat OCccult DOody, the Commuttee, has from the 1TS' worked ıth MYSTETY. had cknowl-
edge: head:; Occasıonally PCISONS who WCIC saıd be the eadıng INCN, but they 1Sap-
peared o1ve WdYy others At times WCIC told that the headquarters WCIC al Salonıca, al others
al Constantinople, and hen agaın Monastır. No indıyıdual preside: permanently.””
In thıs conclusıon, the LNOTC Surprisıng 1S that the (UJP ST1 remaıned In CON-

SPITaCY, GVENn after the UCCESsSS OT the Revolution and eıng rulıng party
Not ess intrıguing 1S the part of the document, where the Brıtish bassador

provıdes the total number of polıtical murders., of 16 he possessed record,
durıng the last fıve months of 1909 According hım, the Lollowıng numbers of
polıtical ıllıngs took place In August 3 In September J In October 2Z5. In
November . In December ZU total of FA polıtıcal murders >}

The CUP iinally transferred Its headquarters Irom alonıka Constantinople.
In January of 1912 it dıiıssolved the parlıament and held 11C  S election In prıl,
ell prepare that Ouft of total of ZJ/5: only S1IX opposıtıon members WEIC lected
The CUP packed the He  < parlıament d Bernard Lewiıs

hrough Shamelessiy dıshonest electiıon184  Sarukhanyan  lithic party, which didn’t limit itself in any bloody tools, while dealing with the po-  litical opponents.  The British Ambassador, Sir G. Lowther’s and his chief dragoman, G. H. Fitz-  maurice’s reports to London, provide us with enough, verifiable and reliable do-  cumentation to insist on that the CUP’s party structure and conspiracy was built  up on principals of Freemasonry.  In his early letter to Sir Ed. Grey, Sir G. Lowther, on February 22, 1909, wrote  that the Paris Committee had found it necessary to form a branch in Turkey, called at first the  Committee of Liberty, and then the Ottoman Committee of Union and Progress. These agents  worked silently, but unselfishly and surely, on the lines of Freemasonry in the Salonica district, and  especially in the army corps there and at the Adrianople.“”  On the conspiracy of the Young Turks the Ambassador in the same report con-  cludes:  That occult body, the Committee, has from the first worked with great mystery. It had no acknowl-  edged head; occasionally persons crept up who were said to be the leading men, but they disap-  peared to give way to others. At times we were told that the headquarters were at Salonica, at others  at Constantinople, and then again at Monastir. No individual presided permanently.”  In this conclusion, the more surprising is that the CUP still remained in con-  spiracy, even after the success of the Revolution and being a ruling party.  Not less intriguing is the part of the document, where the British Ambassador  provides the total number of political murders, of which he possessed a record,  during the last five months of 1909. According to him, the following numbers of  political killings took place: in August — 3, in September — 7, in October — 25, in  November - 15, in December —- 21, a total of 71 political murders.”!  The CUP finally transferred its headquarters from Salonika to Constantinople.  In January of 1912, it dissolved the parliament and held a new election in April, so  well prepared that out of a total of 275, only six opposition members were elected.  The CUP packed the new parliament as Bernard Lewis notes,  through a shamelessly dishonest election ... thus illegally removing the legal opposition the Com-  mittee inevitably called into being a new opposition, not democratic or parliamentary — but military  and conspiratorial — a ghost from its own past.”  It should be noted that the Saloniki branch dominated for a long time the over-  all party organization and its programs.  At the Third Annual Congress of the Ittihad party, Dr. Nazim served as a vice  president, was elected a member of the Central Committee, and Secretary Gen-  eral of the Saloniki branch. The American scholar of an Armenian descent,  Vahakn N. Dadrian, quoting a French historian, states that Dr. Nazim was the  49  British Documents on the Origins of the War 1898-1914, Vol. V, p- 249.  50  Ibid. p. 259.  S  Ibid. p. 289.  52  Bernard Lewis, ibid. p. 218.thus llegally remoOvıng the ega Opposıtıon the (Com-
miıttee inevıtably called Into eing He  S Opposıtion, NOT democratic parlıamentary but milıtary
and conspiratorial ghos irom ıts OW past  52

cshould be noted that the alonıkı branch domıinated for long time the (OQVCI-
al Darty organızation and Its

At the IT Annual Congress of the ttıhad party, Dr Nazım served AS VICEe
president, Was lected member oTf the Central Committee, and Secretary Gjen-
era]l of the alonıkı branch The Amerıcan cholar of Armenı1an deseent,
Vahakn Dadrıan, uvoting French hıstorlan, STates that DDr Nazım Was the

Briıtish Documents the Or1igins f the War Vol V, 249
Ibıd 250

51 Ibıd 289
Bernard LewI1S, bıd 218
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1e advocate of the goal Öl completely „Turkıfying" the COUNLTY, who durıng
Or War 1, organızed and supervised the kıller detachments of the Specılal (IJr-

54  3ganızatiıon
As has eGen already mentioned above, Lowther’s orıginal reports ndon,

durıng the fırst months after hıs appomıntment, radıcally dıffer from those that WCIC

sent later, after everal of experlence al Constantıinople, where he COU gel
ell acquaımnted wıth the phenomenon of the oung Ur In hIs Judgements,

Lowther Was wholly gulded Dy hıs 1e dragoman, Jew Dy orl1g1n, 117
maurıce (1865-1939).” Lowther endorsed Fıtzmaurice’s contrıbution the INnves-
tigatıon of FreemasonrYy OVeCeLI the oung urks, and strongly eiende Dy nanın .
Both of them eileve: that a5SONTIY had become „the instrument OT polıtıcal 1Nn-

55trıgue In matfters affecting Brıitish interests
The results of the investigatıon AdICcC actually Ssei Out In along and erale letter,

„priıvate and confidential”, atfe May 29 1910, from Lowther the Permanent
Under-Secretary al the Fore1ign OcE Charles ardınge. The letter cshed HNC  <

1g the leadershıp, SITrUCLUTEe and SOINC aSPECIS of the deology of the ttıhad
According thıs document, the polıtıcal an mıilıtary LOp Stirata of the oung
AIn had been inducted nto FreemasonTYy, namely Talaat, aVl DDr Nazım and
Behaeddın Monastırlı a  136 Some portion of Lowther’s letter 5Say>S.

1 alaat Bey, the Mınıster f Interior. wh: 1S 1DSY descent.... and aVl' the Mınıster of Finance,
who 1S Typto-Jew dIC the OTIINCILa. manıfestations of the Occult of the CommıiıtteeBritish Documents on the Committee of Union and Progress  185  chief advocate of the goal of completely „Turkifying“ the country, who during  World War I, organized and supervised the killer detachments of the Special Or-  « 53  ganization  .  As has been already mentioned above, Lowther’s original reports to London,  during the first months after his appointment, radically differ from those that were  sent later, after several years of experience at Constantinople, where he could get  well acquainted with the phenomenon of the Young Turks. In his judgements,  G. Lowther was wholly guided by his chief dragoman, a Jew by origin, G. H. Fitz-  maurice (1865-1939).°* Lowther endorsed Fitzmaurice’s contribution to the inves-  tigation of Freemasonry over the Young Turks, and strongly defended by „Tanin“.  Both of them believed that masonry had become „the instrument of political in-  < 55  trigue in matters affecting British interests  .  The results of the investigation are actually set out in along and detailed letter,  „private and confidential“, dated May 29, 1910, from Lowther to the Permanent  Under-Secretary at the Foreign Office, Charles Hardinge. The letter shed a new  light on the leadership, structure and some aspects of the ideology of the Ittihad.  According to this document, the political and military top strata of the Young  Turks had been inducted into Freemasonry, namely Talaat, Javid, Dr. Nazim and  Behaeddin Monastirli (Shakir). Some portion of Lowther’s letter says:  Talaat Bey, the Minister of Interior, who is a Gipsy descent..., and Javid, the Minister of Finance,  who is a Crypto-Jew are the official manifestations of the occult power of the Committee ... Since he  became Minister of the Interior about a year ago, Talaat Bey has been spreading the net of the  Freemason Committee over the Empire by appointing to provincial posts as governors, sub-  governors, etc., men who are Masons or reliable Committee adherents and, in most cases, both. ...  The invisible government of Turkey is the Grand Orient with Talaat Bey as Grand Master.”®  The same record counts the following lodges, accept of Grand Orient, which  were somehow integrated with the Young Turks. Those were „Macedonia Risor-  ta‘, „Resna“, „Öttoman Fraternity“, „Friends of Freedom“, „Orjental Fidelity“,  „Les vrais Amis de l’Union et Progres“; „Byzantio Risorto“, „La Veritas“; „La  Patrie , ‚La Renaissance, „‚Dawn , „L‘ Aurote”“, etc.  As a matter of fact, most of the lodges had their foreign protectors. With the  exception of the above-mentioned ones, for instance „La Turquie“ was a well-  established British lodge. People were induced to believe „that in becoming  Masons they are joining an English institution. The New lodges’, like in the case of  53  Vahakn N. Dadrian, Warrant for Genocide, Key Elements of Turko-Armenian Conflict, (New  Brunswick and London, 1999), p. 98.  54  FO 800/193B.  55  Ibid. Lowther to Hardinge, July 6, 1909.  56  FO 800/193A (Lowther papers). For more details on some leading members of the CUP and their  national identities see at Hrayr R. Dekmejian, „Determinants of Genocide: Armenians and Jews  as Case studies“ in The Armenian Genocide in Perspective, (Ed. Richard G. Hovannisian),  (Transaction Books, 1986), pp. 92-93.Since he
became Mınıster of the Interior Ou yYCal ABU, Talaat Bey has een spreadıng the net of the
Freemason ommıttee VerT the Empire Dy appomntıing provıncılal AS SUOVCINOLS, Sub-

SOVEINOIS, GIC:, IN who ATC Masons relable Commiuittee adherents and, ıIn MOST S bothBritish Documents on the Committee of Union and Progress  185  chief advocate of the goal of completely „Turkifying“ the country, who during  World War I, organized and supervised the killer detachments of the Special Or-  « 53  ganization  .  As has been already mentioned above, Lowther’s original reports to London,  during the first months after his appointment, radically differ from those that were  sent later, after several years of experience at Constantinople, where he could get  well acquainted with the phenomenon of the Young Turks. In his judgements,  G. Lowther was wholly guided by his chief dragoman, a Jew by origin, G. H. Fitz-  maurice (1865-1939).°* Lowther endorsed Fitzmaurice’s contribution to the inves-  tigation of Freemasonry over the Young Turks, and strongly defended by „Tanin“.  Both of them believed that masonry had become „the instrument of political in-  < 55  trigue in matters affecting British interests  .  The results of the investigation are actually set out in along and detailed letter,  „private and confidential“, dated May 29, 1910, from Lowther to the Permanent  Under-Secretary at the Foreign Office, Charles Hardinge. The letter shed a new  light on the leadership, structure and some aspects of the ideology of the Ittihad.  According to this document, the political and military top strata of the Young  Turks had been inducted into Freemasonry, namely Talaat, Javid, Dr. Nazim and  Behaeddin Monastirli (Shakir). Some portion of Lowther’s letter says:  Talaat Bey, the Minister of Interior, who is a Gipsy descent..., and Javid, the Minister of Finance,  who is a Crypto-Jew are the official manifestations of the occult power of the Committee ... Since he  became Minister of the Interior about a year ago, Talaat Bey has been spreading the net of the  Freemason Committee over the Empire by appointing to provincial posts as governors, sub-  governors, etc., men who are Masons or reliable Committee adherents and, in most cases, both. ...  The invisible government of Turkey is the Grand Orient with Talaat Bey as Grand Master.”®  The same record counts the following lodges, accept of Grand Orient, which  were somehow integrated with the Young Turks. Those were „Macedonia Risor-  ta‘, „Resna“, „Öttoman Fraternity“, „Friends of Freedom“, „Orjental Fidelity“,  „Les vrais Amis de l’Union et Progres“; „Byzantio Risorto“, „La Veritas“; „La  Patrie , ‚La Renaissance, „‚Dawn , „L‘ Aurote”“, etc.  As a matter of fact, most of the lodges had their foreign protectors. With the  exception of the above-mentioned ones, for instance „La Turquie“ was a well-  established British lodge. People were induced to believe „that in becoming  Masons they are joining an English institution. The New lodges’, like in the case of  53  Vahakn N. Dadrian, Warrant for Genocide, Key Elements of Turko-Armenian Conflict, (New  Brunswick and London, 1999), p. 98.  54  FO 800/193B.  55  Ibid. Lowther to Hardinge, July 6, 1909.  56  FO 800/193A (Lowther papers). For more details on some leading members of the CUP and their  national identities see at Hrayr R. Dekmejian, „Determinants of Genocide: Armenians and Jews  as Case studies“ in The Armenian Genocide in Perspective, (Ed. Richard G. Hovannisian),  (Transaction Books, 1986), pp. 92-93.The invıisıble government of JTurkey 1S the Tan Orient ıth Talaat Bey AsS ran Master.°
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za Turauie:: „cClaımed follow the „Ancıent Scottish“‘ rıte, and talsely DaVC Out
that they indırectly held charter from the TaAan Lodge of cotland, of1C the

BKıng of England Was protector
Gradually, reduction of the Briıtish polıtiıcal influence aitecte: the OSS Of the

Englısh lodges In Turkey. Lodges, strongly connected wıth the Central Powers
prevalled.

In h1is [etten Lowther. repealts the ıdea, expressed Dy the Ambassador
In Turkey, Morgenthau, several later. Lowther WAas also confident, that
it „had professedly ceased be secret soclety1 58

In the end; AS foreword the 1Ina conclusion, it cshould be noted that the PO-
ıtıcal hıstory of the Ottoman Empire, and the hıstory of the Committee of Unıion
and Progress party, In partıcular, WOU gaın much ıf ıt 1S tudıed In SOMEC cContext
of the History of Freemasonry In the ı1ddle East Towards thıs PUTDOSC, the
British Ocuments dIC of ımportance. However, the research WOU be CVCIMN

INOTC valuable, ıf ıf 1S assembled usıng Turkısh OUTCECS as ell
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