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THE SETTLEMENT OF TUR*EY 

ONE ·of the most momentous questions to come up before the 
Peace Congress is the fate of the Ottoman Empire.~ It is 
already fairly probable that certain" outlying se_ctions of this 
Empire will be detached from Turkish sovereignty and. granted 
independence. Thus, Arabia is already practically recognized . 
as an independent kingdom; Palestine1 S}rria, Mesopotamia,' 
and Armenia will also become independent of the Turkish 
Empire: The question, therefore, is really. limited. to the. 
remaining portions of the Ottoman Empire; namely, Thrace 
and Asia Minor, which represent less than one-third of the totai 
area of the Empire (about 2 I o, 154 square miles out of 7 I o, 2 ?4), 
but contam qearly ·three-fifths of "its entire population (I I 
millions out of 20). It is ~ith regard to these. remaining 
provinces that the question is betw~en maintenance of Turkish 
rule and dismemberment. ' 

In I916and I917, ~hen the Entente were still under the 
vivid impressions of the dreadful massacres· and deportatio~s 
perpetrated by the Turks against the Armenians and Greeks, 
and smarting under the submarine scourge in. the Eastern 
Mediterranean; which had its bases on the Turkish coasts, dis
memberment was C?penly talked of as the only possible solutio~ ; 
and Italy, who has ·tong been em~rked upon· imperialistic 
schemes and adventures, insisted, in the preposterous secret 
treaty of April, 1915, between England, France, Russia, and 
herself, t~at Adalia and theloutheni half of Asia Minor should 
be her shar~ of the Turk\Jh sp~ils; Russia taking Thrace, 
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Constantinople, and the northern half of Asia Minor; France 
and ~ngland.being rewarded with Syria and Mesopotamia.* 
· ·The subsequent eclipse of Russia and America's entry into 
~he war having strengthened the more enlightened elements 
in the Councils of the Allies, this ·partition of the. Ottoman 
Empire by the fc;»ur great Entente Powers, without the consent 
or knowledge of the inhabitants of the E~pire, ~ay be con-: 
sidered as null and void. Still more so is the secret promise 
ofthe vilayd of Smyrna, exacted by Italy in 1917 from France 
and England. . · 

I have reason to know that the British Government do not 
consider themseh-es to be bound by this latter arrangement".; 
and with regard to the secret treaty of April, 1916, would even
welcome its annulment. Thus, in January, 1918, both the 
British Premier and !>resident Wilson·, in two memorable public 
statements of the Allied war aims, in dealing with the Turkish 
Empire, spoke of the maintenance of Turkish rule in' the 
·, • Turkish portions'' of that Empire. 

Mr. Uoyd George, in his speech of January 6, 1918, stated 
that. 9reat Britain "was not fighting to deprive Turkey of 
its capital or of the rich and renowned lands of Asia Minor 
and Thrace, which are predominantly Turkish in race.'' And, 
·further on, he added : " While we do not challenge the main
tenance of the Turkish Empire in the homelands [ s~] of the 
Tirrkish race, with its capital at Constantinople-the passage 
between the Mediterranean and the Black Sea being inter
nationalized and neutralized-Arabia, Armenia, Mesopotamia, 

·Syria, and Palestine are, in ourjudgnient, entitled to a recogni-
tion of their separate national conditions, •• etc .. 
. President Wilson. in hiS message to Congress of January 8, 
1918 (containing the famous fourteen articles), puts the same 
idea into more general terms : •' The Turkish portions of the 
present Ottoman Empire should be assured a secure sovereignty, 
but the ·other nationalities should be assured an undoubted 

~ * Evidently tho writer bas confused the Treaty of 1915 with the 
arrangement como to after tho Conference at St. Jean de Maurienne.
Eo. A. R. 
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security of life and an absolutely unmolested opportunity of 
autonomous development ; and the :Dardanelles should · be . 
permanently Opened, II etc, J etc. _, . . 

President Wilson, as a student of history, could j not,. of 
course, su~scribe to Mr.· Uoyd George's view as to the !'home.. 
lands '' of the· Turkish race ; he knew th;1t the '' homelands '' 
of that race are somewhere ~n Central Asia beyond the Caspian' 
Sea, and that the Turks came into Asia Minor· and Thrace as 
foreign conquerors in the fifteenth centw:y. ·. Nor could he 
accept the· ~'maintenance of the Turkish Empire " in Th_race 
and Asia'Minor, as Mr. Lloyd George does, without one word 
or thought for the Christian populatfuns of those sadly mis-. · 
governed lands... In fact, if President Wilso~'s. words are 
more closely examined, it. is ~vident that he is vrepared to 
'Support Turkish " sovereignty., only. in .. so far as it. permits 
of the •' unmolested autonomous development '• of c' the other 
nationalities.'• This, coupled with President Wilson~s advo~. . . -

cacy of the principle of sel£-determinatio~, cannot mean less fot 
the non-Moslems of Thrace and Asia.Minor than for the non· 
Turkish inhabi~ts ·.of Amienia, SyriaJ Pales~e, Mesop~· 
tamia, or Arabia. ~ · · - · ~ . · · : 

_ B~t. after all, President Wilson doe~, in the above· state
ment, indicate the maintenance of Tmkish rule in the '~ T~kish 
portions ; • of the Ottoman Empir~:~- And ~ in· a number of 
provinces, or vilayets, in Asia Minor and _Thrace there is a 
strong Christian minority, 'the question is not so simple as it 
seems to many people, - - - ' · " 

Of course, it is more than probable that both. President 
\Vilson and the British Premier, in making the above-quoted 
statements, were holding open: as it were, a door of inducement 
for Turkey to abandon the German· cauSe-a consummation 
that was highly desirable· at that time from the military stand~ 
p<?int. · Btit Turkey did not take advantage of this open door ; 
and, therefore, these statements, in so far as they may be con
sidered as binding upon America and Great Britain, need not 
form an obstacle to a settlement of_a.different nature~-- · · 

The existing statistics of the populations of Thrace and Asia 
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Minor are not absolutely correct, yet they afford an approxi
mately true idea of the proportionate standing of each of the 
principal racial factors. . , 

The last Turkish census published was that of 1910, when 
the disasters of the Balkan Wars had not yet befallen the
Ottoman Empire. The only other existing census is .that 
araWn ':1-P in J 9 I 2 by the Ecumenical Patriarchate of Constanti
nople, which is the political as well as ecclesiastical head of the 
Christians of the_ Ottox_nan· Empire . 

. A.-EUROPEAN TURKEY. 

TuRKISH OFFICIAL STATISTICS, 1910. · 

PTovinc• of TuTks. G1eeks. BulgaTs. Others. Totals • 
. 

Adrlanople .. . . 128,000 IIJ,5oo 31,500 14.700 287·700 
Kirk· Kilisse •• .. 53.000 n.ooo 28,500 1,150 159.650 
Rodosto . . . .. 63.500 s6.ooo J,OOO 21,8oo 144·300 
GaUipoli. .. . . 31,500 70.500 2,000 . J,200 107,200 
Dedeagatch •• .. 45.000 29,000 17,000 .J 6so 91,650 
Gumuldjina •• .. 185.000 2.Z,OOO 25.5~ 2,200 234·700 
~hataldja .•• .. 18,000 48.500 - . 2,341) 68.840 
Constantinople .. 450,000 26o,ooo 6,000 IJO,OOO 846,000 

Totals .. 974·000 676.soo IIJ.500 176,040 1,940,040 
I . 

GREEK PATRIARCHATE STATISTICS, 1912. 

P1ooinc1 of Tu1ks. GTeeks. BulgaTs. Others. Totals. 

Adrianople .. . . 127,400 12J,JOO J2,8oo 15,000 2C)S.soo 
Kirk-Kilisse •• .. 55·000 86,soo 28.700 1,200 171,400 
Rodosto . . .. 64.700 65,500 3.400 22,000 155.6oo 
Galli poll .. . . J2,6oO 90·400 2,6oo 3·400 129,000 
Dedeagatch •• .. 47·400 J8,8oo 16.700 Boo 10J.'JOO 
Gumuldjina •• .. 185.000 J1,70Q 25.6oo 2,300 244,6o0 
Chataldja . . .. 16,100 54·700 - J,200 74.000 
Constantinople .. J08,700 235.200 . 4·300 2g2.8oo· 841,000 

Totals· .. 8j6.~ 726,100 114,100 340,700 1:z,017,8oo 
.. . 

· • 122,700 Armenians, 38,8oo Jews, 65,000 Greeks o! Greece, 20,000 
Persians, 46,100 French, British, Germans, Austrians, Italians, etc. In 
all the other provinces the nationalities under this column are chiefly 
Armenians, Jews, and Gypsies. · 
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Comparing these two tables, we find that they agree fairty 
well in most of the items:: The Greek table estiJ?ates Turks,., 
l3ulgars and others at higher figures_ than does the Turkish 
table, except in the case of Constantinople where the Turki~~ 
population is much reduced. · But, on the othet ~and, the 
Greek population of that city is 'also reckox:ed lower }n the 
~reek than in the_ Turkish census~ the Greek estimate separat
ing the Greeks of .Hellenic from th~se of Ottoman citizenship. 
·Another difference as regards Constantinople is in the estimate . . . 

of the "other .. races.- It is well known that there is a strong 
Armenian colony in the Turki~h . capital,. as w~ll ·as 5o~ooo 
West-Europeans. These cannot possibly be co~ered by the 
130,000 of the Turkish census. The Greek estimates would,· 

-therefore, seem to be fairer all ~ound.: 
Of the provinces enumer!lted in ·the above statistical tables; 

the whole sandjak of Gumuldjina, thre~-fifths of Dedeagatcli, 
one-fifth of Adrianople, and about one-fourth· of Kirk-Kilisse 
were ceded by Turkey to Bulgaria in 1913 and 1915. Official 
Bulgarian statistics of these districts· have never yet . been 
published, but, on the basis of the Turkish census of 1910, the 
total· ceded population may be safely estimated at about 
486,500 souls, of whom about soo,ooo.. are Turks, 104,000 
Greeks, 77,~ Bulgars, and 48,ooo ~rmeriians, Jews and 
Gipsies. · · · ... · · 

Deducting these figures from the totals of the above Turkish 
- statistics, we should have a total population of the present-day 

European Turkey of 11453,500 (or 674,000 Turks, 572,000 
Greeks, 36,500 Bulgars, 171,ooo ot~ers). ·Deducting the 
same figures from the Greek statistics, we ·should have a total 
of 1,531,3oo,' ~hereo£.536,900 are Turks, 621,loo Greeks, 
37,100 Bulgars, and337•7ooothers. · '· . 

According, then, to these figures; if we accept the Turkish 
statistics,·. we have in a population of about It millions a slight· 
Turkish plurality of 104,000 over the next strongest nationality, 
which is the Greek ; if we accept the Greek statistics, we hav~ 
a Greek plurality of about 84,000 over the Turks.· But even 
at their own estimate the Turks do riot form more than 46 per 
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cent. of the total population of European Turkey. of to-day. 
And the truth probably lying somewhere midway between the 
Turkish and the· Greek. statistics, it is safer to estimate the 
Turks at about ~,ooo ·souls out· of a total popula~ion of 
J ,soo,ooo-in other words, at 40 per cent: of the whole. It 
must be admitted that this is hardly a sufficient showing to _ 
justify European Turkey being called a '' rurkish portion'' of 
the Empire, still less the "homeland of the Turkish race," or 
a country ••predominantly Turkish in race," as Mr. Lloyd 
George puts it. ' 

And that is only the mere numerical aspect of the question. 
If one ~urns to th~ intellectual comparison between Turks and 
Cliri.stians in Thrace, one ·finds that there is hardly any ground 

, of comparison at aU~ inasmuch as the Christians furnish the 
entire brains of the community. This point will be dealt with 
more fully here_after. , 

B.-ASIA MINOR. 

Here we have again a Turkish census of the year 1910 and a Greek 
Patriarchate census of 19IZ. For the Armenian vilayets we have only 
the Turkhh census. · 

' 
TuRKISH OFFICIAL STATISTICS, 1910. 

· {See totals iD .AI1111111~1111 Gotl•, 1915.) 

Arme-
.. 

Provinces. Tf•,As. Greeks. nianJ. ]ern. Others. Totals. 

ConstantinoplE 
135,681 16,8u (Asiatic shore) 70,go6 30,465 s.uo 258.~84 

Ismid .. 184,¢<> 78.564 50,935 2,18o .1,435 318,074 
Aidin(Smyrna) 974.225 629,002 17,247 ~4·361 58,076 1,702,9II 
Broussa · •• 1,346,387 274·530 87.932 2,788 6,125 1,717.762 
Konia .. 1,143.335 85.320 9·426 720 15.356 1,254.157 
Angora .. 991,666 54.Z8o 101,388 gor 12,329 I,16o,564 
Trebizond •• 1,047.889 351,104 ~5,094 - 1,444,087 
Sivas .. 933.572 98.270 I 5,741 - - 1,197·583 
Castamouni •• 1,086,420 18,16o 3,061 - 1,98<> 1,109,621 
Adana .. 212,454 88,010 81,250 - 07,240 483,954 
Biga (Dardan-

elles) .. 136.ooo 29,000 21,000 3·3<?0 98 170,398 

Totals .. 8,192,589 1,777·146 594·539 39.370 219,451 I0,82J,095 
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GREEK PATRIARCHATE STATISTICS, 1912. 

-
Provinces. Turks. Greeks. Arm~r 

Jews. Others. Total.s. nians. 
I 

Constantinople 
I 

(Asiatic shore) 124,281 74·457 35.360 5.965 18.497 258,56o 
Ismid .. II6,949 73,134 48,635 2,500 1,II5 242,333 
Aidin(Smyrna) 940,843 622,810 ·x6,419 21,781 57,676 1,659,529 
Broussa . • • 1,192,749 278.421 S9.966 • 2,854 6,134 1,570,124 
Konia .. 988,723 87,021 9·729 6os 15,471 I,IOI,549 
Angora .. 668.400 -45.873 98·798 478 8,749 822,298 
Trebizond .. 957.866 353.533 50,624 - 1,362,023 
Sivas .. '839·514 99·376 tr7o,635 ·- - I,I09,525 
Castamouni .. 938>435 24,919 3,205 - 2,087 968,646 
Adana .. 142,000 go,2o8 83,000 - 108,292 423.500 
Biga (Dardan-

elles) .. 138,902 . 32.830 2,336 3·340 81 177>489 - -· Totals .. 7·048,662 1,782,582 6o8,707 37.523 218,102 9.6gs.so6 

The above. Greek census was carried out because of the 
general complaint made against the Y o~g Turk Governmen:t 
that iri the official census of 1910 the returns of Turks had been 
~normously exaggerated, for the purpose of assigning to them 
a larger proportion of seats in the Ottoman Parliament. . The 
numbers of the other nationalities' could not easily be falsified, 
as each community.keeps a carefut'register of .its own pe<;>ple; 
therefore the only way by which the Turks could inc(ease their 
strength in the Turkish Parliament· w~s by exaggerating the 
numbers of the Turkish population. Thus, while the Turkish 
census puts the Turks at a total of 8,192,589 for.the whole of 
Asia Minor, the Greek census re_duces it.-to 7,048,662, a 
difference of 1, 143,927. Both statistics, however, are sub
stantially in agreement as to ~he--subject races.' The Greek 
census· reckons only s,ooo more Greeks and 14,000 more 
Armenians than does the Turkish census ; the J e,;s are reckoned 
at 2,ooo less, and .the . "others" (chi~fly foreigners and 
Gypsies) at I ,300 less. The G~eek census, therefore, bears 
the marks of a more accurate and dispassionate ;work than the 
Turkish; in the district of Aidin, f~r instance, i~ reduces the 
Turkish population of 974,000 only· by 33,soo, while in the 
Dardanelles province it even puts the Turks at a higher figure 
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than does the Turkish census. The greatest reduction is in 
the Angora district, where the Turks are cut down from 
991,66o to 668,400 ; but there the Greeks, too, are reduced 
from 54,280 to 45,873, .while the Armenians are reduced by 
less than 3,000 .. From everything we know of the Young Turk 
Party and their misrule in Turkey, the charge that they deliber
ately falsmed the census returns by exaggerating the strength 
of the Turkish population is in every way credible and probable. 
1 t is, therefore,· safer to ~se the Greek census as a basis. of 
consideration. , 

. Even so the Turks form seven-tenths of the total population 
of Asia Minor, outnumbering the Greeks alone by 4 to 1, and 
Greeks an~ Armenians together by 3 to ; . But this pre
ponderance of the Turks is smaller in some provinces than in 
others. Thus, in Aidin, the Turks are to the .Greeks as 3 to 
2, bu~ form only about 57 per cent. of the total population. 
In Ismid, they are to the Greeks as IO to 6! (or less than 2 to 
1), and form only 47 per cent. of the population. In Broussa, 
they are as 4 to I, and form about 7 2. per cent~ of the total 

'population. In.Trebizond, as 2i to 1, and form 70 Fer cent: 
of the total population. ' In Adana, as 3 to 2, and form only 
one-third of the total population. These are the provinces 
where the Greeks are in greater ratio. In Konia the Tt.irks are 
to the Greeks as 12 to J ; in Angora, as 14 to I ; in Castamouni, 
as 39 to J • In these provinces the Turks form 89 per cent., 
8J per cent., and 97 per cent. of the total population respec
tively.· For the moment, I am lea\-ing out of. consideration the 
distri<;ts of Constantinople and Biga, for reasons that will be 
explained fw:ther on. . 

These comparisons naturally·suggest a grouping of the Asia 
Minor vilayets into two classes-those where the Turks form 
7 5 per cent. or more of the population, and those where their 
ratio falls below 7 5 per cent. The first class comprises the 
vilayets o!' Konia, Angora, Sivas, and Castamouni. The 
second class the vilayets of Aidin, Broussa, Trebizond, Adana, 
and the independent sandjak of Ismid. 

If we go into more detailed co~parisons, and examine the 
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statistics by sandjaks and cazas' we find that there are districts 
where ·the Greeks are stronger numerically than the .Turks. 
Th~s, in the I 2 cazas of t~e sandjak of Smyrna· (vilayet .Aidin) 
the Greeks_ number 449,d44, as against 219,494 Turf.s, w~o 
form but 29 per cent. of the total population. ·In the'_ca~a of 
Magnisa, 38,926 Greeks to 37 ,goo Turk_s; in the caza, of 
Sokia, 25,801 Greeks to ·12,987 Turks~ {n the vilayet bf 
Broussa: Caza of Kios, IJ,6o.2 Greeks to .12,354 Turks; 
Caza of Moudania, 26,710 Greeks to 8,404 Turks~ Caza of 
Aivali,. 46,130 Greeks to 89 Turks; Caza of Artaki, ·54,700 
Greeks to 5,418 Turks. These cazas are mostly on the coasts ; 
further-inland, the ratio a'£ ·Turks increases.~ .· '· · 

Now, if the law of self-determination is to be undiscerningly 
applied in deciding the future status of Asia. Minor, of course 
the large general Turkish majority will vote for Tmk~sh _rule. 
The Moslem does not live willingly under infidel rule; · The 
Moslems of India would doubtle~s prefer British to Turkish or 
Arab rule ; but that is an extreme case. There is no doubt 
that, with all the material blessings that have come to Egypt 
under British rule, the Egyptians would prefer·a government of 
their own race and creed.· . · · . . 

But what of self-determination for the 2}. millions of nati~e 
Christians of Asia Minor ? Are they to be passed oyer in "the 
general dispensing of liberty and self-government? Are the 
Greeks of Smyrna, Broussa, Trebizond, and Adana less entitled 
to such rights than the Arabs of the. Yemen or the Syrians of 
the Lebanon ? · · 

The answer is, of course, No. But there ar~ m~y advo
cates of a ''reformed'' Turkish rule. UIJ.der which the Christian 
minority shall enjoy the same rig}:lts as the Turkish 'majority. 
Such advocates are mere theorists, without any grasp of the 
practical side of the scheme they propose. They show them· 
selves to be· ignorant alike of history and of the mentality of 
the Turk if they believe that Turkish rule can ever afford its 
Christian subjects that perfect equality 1 that protect.ion· of life, 
property and natio~ality, and that full participation in ·the 
government that is the birthright of aU civilized peoples. . . . -
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· To begin with, I take it that all sides are agreed that a con· 
tinuation of Turkish rule as it has been thus far, frorri the 
medieval Sultans down to Talaat and Enver, is impossible. 
That rule has been lyranny and absolutism of the worst and most 
degrading type'. 

,The question then-arises: Can Turkish rule be reformed to 
the extent of· bringing it into harmony with modern ideas of ·
civilized, free .. popular goverrun'ent ? For UJ!der a peace treaty 
~ike that which is now to be elaborated it cannot be made any
thing less. There can be no question of erec~ing a civ~zed 
autocracy or '' paternal government '' on the German pattern. 
The "reformed " TurkisJt rule must be a democratic govern
ment of the people and by the people ; for the Christian minority 
in Asia Minor and _Thrace is chieflY, Greek, and the Greek is 
a democrat by temperament and by 4runemorial tradition. The 
Turk cares nothing about democratic government ; his creed 
and traditions make for an absolutist, theocratic government. 
But it will be manifestly unjust to the Christian minority to 
force them back under such a political system as will satisfy the 
Turk. . . 
. Then, can Turkish rule be so "refoiJiled" (say, rather, 
transformecl) as· to embody tnie democratic principles ? The 
answer may safely be given in the negative. Such principles 
are alien and, indeed, abhorrent to the Turkish mind, to the 
Turkish tradition, and to the Moslem religion. Islam recog· 
nizes no equality between the believer and the infidel, b1,.1t, on 
the contrary, preaches with no uncertain voice that infidels are . 
dogs, created to be the servants 'and .vassals of the faithful, and, 
as occasion may ·require, may be freely slain or downtrodden. 
as_ a welcome sacrifice to the true faith~ And such sacrific~s 
would be no more impossible in the future than they have been 
in the past if the government is to remain in Turkish hands. 

The traditions of the Turk are no Jess a hindrance than his 
religion to the realization of true democratic government. The 
·Turk came into Asia Minor four and a half centuriis ago as a 
conqueror and a squatter. He seized the land and reduced the 
natives to serfdom. He has lived ever since as the master in 
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those lands, and the ·Christians as his vas.\1ls. -· Even if'forced 

·to accept outwardly and -~·'theory the do~~c ~£ the perfect 
equality of th~ Christian wnh himseH, in his he<>'.rt.he will repu~·. 
ate this doctrine, and in practice he will seek to ~v.ade it i.1 every_ 
possible ,way. And this will be no difficult . task i£ the dvil 

. . . ' . . . 
administration, the judi'"ciary, and the gendarmerie be h1 Turkish 
ha...'"lds, as they will inevitably be, since the Ottoman Pci.ri~ament 
will be overwhel~ingly Turkish ... It woufd be useless to kcure 

· to the Christian minority by mea~s of constftutional provisio~ 
a proportionate share iri the adminis~tion. · Turkish cunning· 
would, as in the past, find some sure and legal method of ~r
cumventing and nullifying these provisions. ·The more crjing 
abuses of the past would undoubtedly be a~Iished,· at least~ for 
the time being. But the spirit inherent in Ottoman rule w'culd · 
remain essentially t~e same.: The gulf that separates I.slam 
from other creeds and the Ttirk from the Greek and the 
Annenian is too gre~t to ~llow the f~~er to admit his fo~er, 
serfs and vassals to real eq!Jality: This ·~vas but too true o~ the~ 
Turks of. the Hamidian period'; it pr~ved to be doubly t~~ · 
under the • • constitutional •' and ''liberal '' era· of the so-c<\lled 

• < 

"Union and Progress" (Young Turk Party), the "intellec-
tt!als '' of the TtVkish nation, who were largely agnostics, ,so ·far, 
as their ~wn religion ·was concerned, and yet for P?reiy raclal 
and poEtical reasons were far more fanatic;ally hostile to the 
Christians of the Empire than the old orthodox Turks. T~1e 
Young Turks were the highest product of the: Ottoman, ral:e 
intellectual11y and politically; before· they. c~ll!e i~to pc.w}3r · 
their leaders ~ived as exiles in \Ve~tem Europe; studied political . 
sciences in France ~d Switze~~a~d, and talked very plausib).y 
and glibly o.b~ut ''liberty, equality, and fraternity." The.ir" 
tegime, once they obtamed absolute power,· proved to lle 
infinitP!y more despotic, illiberal and hostile tq the subject raC(~ . 

· of the Ottoman. Empire than the worst reigns of medieval 
Sultans or of the bJcody Abdul Hamid himself. · · ·. 'i. 

_\Vhat has the Moslem community in Turkey to·da:Y"to offd:r·· 
better th.m the Young Turk regirne~ except a return to th~ 
former o?cn absoluti~m ? Whc...t d,.:;ments are there in Mussul· · 

. . [· . ' .. 
If • ' ,.. • 
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tnan society whic4/ could form and maintain real, civilized 
government ? What p'olitical leaders can be named amongst 
the Turks who have any ideas as to liberal government, or any . . 
experience therein? Who is there among Turkey's prominent 
men whose past career offers any hope of his ability and sincere 
desire to offer the Christian ·minority their due share in the 
government of the country? The best advocate of the main~ 
tenance of Ottoman rule would be hard put. to it to name a 
single Turk of an1 importance amongst his· fellow-Turks who 
could safely be entrusted with the task of forming a really liberal 
and civilized government, and of governing Turkey in full 
accordance· with the principles that form the basis of modern, 
civilized and free popular government. 
· This inherent inability of the Moslem to understand and to 

accept sincerely the doctrlfle and practice of free government 
and perfect equality between all citizens of whatever creed would 
inevitably and speedily lead to civil discord between Moslems 
and Christians, which would be tantamount to the loss of those 

'.very blessings of peace, good government and national pro
gress which the coming settlement proposes to establish in the 
world. . 

·The advocates of the maintenance of the Ottor~an Empire 
will doubtless propose to establish some sort of control over 
this "reformed'' Turkish Empire by outside Powers, or by 
the much-discussed League of Nations . ..So far as the latter 
is concerned, this is not supposed to be, properly speaking, its 
mission when it comes into being. Its r61e is to be rather that 
of arbiter, peacemaker, and policeman, as between one nation 

, and another. It cannot conveniently undertake to exercise 
a continuous control and superintendence over the internal 
affairs of individual sovereign states, nor, indeed, interfere in 
those affairs except in so . far as they affect international 
relations. . 

Therefore, foreign control and superintendence over the 
internal affairs of Turkey, if such is to be exercised at all, would 
have to be undertaken by a smaller group of outside Powers
~ost naturally by those Powers who have direct and live 
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interests in Turkey.. We should thus return to · the old 
'' European Concert '' of th~ Great Powers., in which Austria's 

-place would be taken necessarily by the Balkan League or 
Greece, and in which America could and should legitimately 
claim a seat: And it is not difficuit to forecast the cla~h of 
conflicting interests, mutual jealousies, and mazy intrigue _that 
would inevitably result from such a composite superintendenc~ 
of Ottoman rule, ending, in all probability, in a fresh war. .1'he 
least that one can say .is that to set up any .system of outside 
control over tlie internal administration of the Ottoman Empire 
would be· to court future trouble by returning to the fatal friction 
and the shameful compromises of a discredited._ past. ~ The 
Greeks and Armenians of the· Ottoman Empire hav~ already 
paid a sufficiently heavy price for the activities o~ the European 
'' Concert '' in Turkey. . .· _ · . · 

~· If, then, neither 'the future League .of Nations coUld con~ 
veniently undertake to be. the permanent polic'eman . of t~e 
Ottoman Empire* nor a concert <;>f the intere~ted P9wer~ woul~ 

. make any better successs o~ the ta* than in the past,_. wherein 
woul~ lie the gain to the Christians of Turkey, and. ~o the world 
at large, by the maintenance of Ottoman rule ? Even suppos~ 
ing (for argument's sake) that such outside control and super
vision were. made effective, what would be left of Ottoman rule 
but the mere name.? Then why resort to so mu~h ~omplicated 
machinery merely to maintain a shadow of a rule that has not 
one ge~erou~ tradition or liberal principle behind it in all the five 
centuries of its past existence, but has ever. been· the .most 
hideous negation of good goverrurient and' civllization that 
modern history has to show ? · ' · · · 

But there is still another consideration beside the: q~estion 
ofthe numerical majqrity ofthe country, which, as :we have seen, 
is Turkish. Whoever has lived or travelled much in the Otto
man Empiie knows, and can testify, that the Chr:iStians of that 

. . 

.• Although the League .of N'ations ~ay not ~s yet b~ suftic,iently 
developed and accepted itself to undertake executive or administrative 
functions, yet it can surely delegate such functions to a.- mandatory 
Power under the. League's guarantee and supervision,..:..Eo. A, R. 
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Empire, th~ugh numerically ~ferior, are intellectu~lly superior 
to the Turks. As I said above, they may be described as the. 

,brains of the whole. community; and the national life, intellec
tual progress, and material prosperity of the. country is their 
work, to whiCh the Turk contributes, ana has contributed, 

· nothing. On' the contrary, the Turkish Gove~ent has 
· always blocked the wheels of progress in the co-..mtry, except . 
when foreign Governments have wrested commercial and in
dustrial concessions from them for their own subjects by dint 
of long negotiation, much baksheesh~ and occasional naval 
demonstrations. The Turk is not merely not civilized, he is, 
apparently, incapable of. becoming civilized. His traditions of 
conqueror, soldier. and squatter, and his religion alike .make · 
him impervious to, and contemptuous of, the claims of modern 
civilization. His laws are based upon his creed, and nothing 
can be further removed from civilized jurisprudence and dis
pensation of justice than the Sheri, or Ottoman Law: His 
very language is largel.r pastoral, destitute of_all scientific or 
professional vocabulary, cumbrous, and circuitous of expres
sion. His .traditions are those of soldiering and of an agricul
turallife ; for these are the pnly two vocations that have e\U 
attracted him.' Throughout the length and breadth of the 
Ottoman Empire it is ·almost impossible to find. a single 
physician; chemis~, electrician, architect, engineer, artist,. 
tradesman, manufacturer, or skille~ mechanic who is a Turk. 
Among the Arabs there are a few. professional men ; which 
proves that it is not merely the Mussulman religion that debars 
the Turk from the paths of ci-~ilizatiori-it is that religion, plus 

. the Turkish blood and tradition, to which European civilization 
is repugnant.' This is further illustrated by the fact (already 
alluded to above) that ·the Turkish "intellectuals·~· (otherwise 
known as the Young Turk Party) have proved themsel~es just 
as hopeless, from the standpoint and standards of European 
civilization, as the most conservative Old Turk landowner or 
peasant, and much more bloodthirsty. 

The Turk's incapacity for civilization is nowhere more clearly 
demonstrated than in his public administration. The large -
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majority of foreigners who have lived l01ig in Turkey agree in. 
saying that the Turk as an individual in private life is. usually 
not an unpleasant fellow to deal with; though separated from. 
European and American standards by what-seems to be an 
impass~ble gulf, but .that he becomes a fiend incarnate bs so<?n 
as invested with any public office~ There has been no gov~rn
ment so co!TIJpt, s<? brutal, so unprincipl~d and inc~pable J:J.s · 
that of the Turk. And whatever of corruption and incapacity 
is still noticeable in the public administrations ~£ Balkan States 
can be distinctly traced back to the long centuries of Turkish 
domination, which- left its deep impress upon· these subject · 
peoples: · More hideous than even the l~:mg tale of butchery, , 
oppression, and shame practised by th~ Turk upon his Chr~stian 
subjects since his first appearance in_ ~hese lands is this inoral. 
blight that hi~ rule engendered upon the subject nationalitie~.
a legacy of political corruption, lack of moral conscience~and · 
sense of duty, slackness, ~nd ''graft •' in pu~lic ·office ~h_at thest? 
nations are but now beginning to shake off. ~ · · . 

Turkish rule has ever been but one thing"-tyrat;my ; a~d to · 
maintain it would be · a hideous injustice to the . Christi~n 
minority, which is both intellectually and morally the superior 
of the Turkish majority. , If, therefore; the will of the majority,'· 
under an undiscerning application of .the law of nationalities, be-
allowed to decide ~e f~ture of these Ottoman provinces, it can 
mean· but the perpet~ation of this corrupt and tyr~nical rule, 

. and the unhappiness and -unrest of the civilized minority. If 
the will of this majority be overruled by international control,' 
then it will. cease to be Turkish rule, an~ Turkish sovereignty 
will become an empty phrase and~ useless encumbrance. . 

It_ is evident, therefore~ froni the f~regoing brief .survey of 
the question, that the maintenance of Turkisli ·rule is by. n<? 
means a solution worthy of the historic Peace Confercnce that 
is to assemble shortly to. evolve a permanent and katisfacfory 
peace, which will eliminate ·an elements that can breed fut~re 
wars by establishing such conditions as will make for peace, 
liberty, free popular government and progress. To maintain 
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the present Ottoman Empire with no matterwhat administra
tive and constitutional reforms will not merely be not tte 
11 easier •• solution of the Near Eastern question, it will be no 
solution at all, and within a very short time the whole question 
will be reopened. -

The only remai~g alternative is, therefore, partition or 
dismemberment. This, as I said above, will in effect be secured 
by the application of self-determiriation to Arabia, Palestine, 
Syria, Mesopotamia, and Armenia. In the case of Armenia, the 
law of nationalitie$ is justly to be set aside, the majority of the 
population of Armenia (i.e., of the vilayets of Erzeroum, ·Van, 
Bitlis, Diarbekr, and 1ramouret-ul-Aziz) being Turks or Kurds. 
Why should not a similar solution be found for the Greeks of 
Asia Minor and Thrace? It will be impossible in common 
justice to deny these Greeks what is being given to nations that 
were almost unknown when the Greeks gave to the world the 
first great ideas of liberty and civilization. If there' were no 
other reason for giving back these lands to their native and 
original owners, the repayment of the world's indebtedness to 
the Greek race for its civilization, its arts and its letters would 
be in itself a sufficient reason. , 

It would, then, be not only possible, but eminently fair, to 
partition Thrace and Asia Minor between the Grf'eks and the 
Turks-to the' Greeks the provinces where the Greek element 
is strongest, to the Turks those whose population is overwhelm-

. inglyTurkish-and to offer every facility for such an interchange 
and intermigration of the two races as to render this partition 
more acceptable to both sides. Thus, roughly speaking, Greece 
would obtain the vilayets of Adrianople, Aidin, and Broussa, 
and the sandjak of Ismid. Turkey would be limited to the 
vilayets of Konia, Angora, Castamouni, and Sivas. The 
vilayet of Trebizond would become, according to the long
expressed wish of its· Christian inhabitants, the 11 Pontus 
Republic." The vilayet of Adana should be annexed to 
Armenia, to give the latter state a much-needed outlet to the 
Mediterranean. 
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Constantinople cannot be left under Turkish rule. Its 
· comniand of the Straits, which must henc~lorth become and 
remain a free and neutral international waterway,· and the 
·enormous importanc~ of its position as half-way house between 
Eur~pe and Asia, between the Euxine and the Mediterfapean, -
are reasons why it ~annot remain under the retrogressive, anti
quated, co;rupt, an~ alien rule of an Asiatic squatter-folk. .As 
well appoint Turkish saptiehs to regulat~ the traffic of London 
or the public works of Greater New York., · Constantinop~e is 
destined, once free~ of the incubus of Turkish rule, to become
th~ greatest mart and city o~·the whole of the Mediterranean 
and of Eastern Europe and Asia. On the other hand, it cannot 
safely be put under the control of any one European State. It 
can only be self-go~erned-by its citizens, ujlder a republican 

. constitution. For the first years of its existence, ~nd until it 
puilds up stablefpoli~cal institutions, th!s Byzantine ~epublic. 
·can be under the ~protection and guidance of the League· of 
Nations. Its territory should be composed Qf both shores of 
the· Bosphorus with .the ~an:.djak of Scutari on the Asiatic side, 
.and with the sandjak of Chataldja on the European side-the 
Prinkipo Islan~s, 'the Gallipoli · Peninsula, and the opposite 
Asiatic sandjak of Biga (Dardanelles); , · ; 

This Byzantine Republic _would then comprise the following 
populations : , ; · · · . , 

Sandjaks. Turks. Greeks.- Others. Totals . . 
Constantinople (Eur.)' 308,733 235.215 ' 297·160 841,108 
Chataldja • • • • x6,1oo 54·787 3.188 74,075 
Scutari • .. • • . 124,281 74·457 59·752 258>490 
Gallipoli . . ... 32,613 70.431 5·100 108,144 
Biga •• .. . .. 138,go2_ 38.830 5·757 177,894 

Totals . . 620,629 473·720 370,957 I,459•7U .. 
I 

The 'VilaY,et of Adrianopl~, excepting the caza of Gallipoli, 
and the Asia Min9r vilayets of Aidin and Broussa, with sandjak ~ 
of Ismid, would be annexed to Greece. 
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In the vilayet of Broussa there are two sandjaks (Kiutahia 
and Afion:Karahissar), whose Turkish inhabitants form 91 and 
98 per cent. respectively of the total population. These sand
jaks, being contiguous to the vilayets of Kania and Angora, 
might be detached from Broussa vilayet and given to Turkey. 
In that case, the parts allotted to Greece in Asia Minor would 
be as follows : 

Sandjalu. Turk!. Greeks. Total Population. 

Smvrna •• . . .. 219·494 4-t9.0H 754.046 
Magnesia •• .. . . 2-t7.778 8J,625 337·925 
Aid in . . .. . . 162.554 54.633 219·959 
Denizlii . . .. . . 197·317 7·710 205.457 
Mentesseh .. . . liJ,700 27·798 142.142 
Broussa . . .. . . 215.492 82,505 353.976 
Bilidjik . . .. . . 1g-t,J91 26,670 239.236 
Balikesr .. . . . . 246.851 150,946 408,957 
lsmid . . . . .. 116,949 7J,1J4 24Z.J33 

Totals .. . . 1,]14.526 956.o6s 2,ry:>4.031 

On the other hand, it must not be forgotten that the islands 
that fringe the Asia Minor coast from the Dardanelles to Castell
orizo, and which are almost exclusively Greek in population, 
belong geographically and commercially to the Asiatic main
land and should be included in the latter's population. Some of 
these islands belong to Turkey, like Tenedos, lmbros, Castell
orizo and the Dodecanese, but are in Greek, French or Italian 
occupation. . Others, like Samos, Nicaria, Chios, Mitylene and 
Psara have been awarded by the Great Powers to Greece ; yet 
as Turkey has hitherto refused to recognize this award, she can
not complain if they are included in th~ count of her Asia Minor 
populations. Some of them, like Samos, Chios and Castell
'orizo, are so close to the mainland that they must go with that 
mainland for the safety of the islanders. If, now, the popula
tions of these islands are added to the foregoing table, we have 
the following results : · 
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-
. Turks. - ~ Gr;eks. Total Pppulation. 

· .. 

Asia Minor mainland . .as ' ' '. 

above .. .. I,7I4,526 956,o6s 2,9Q4,_03I.' 
Tenedos, Imbros and Cas- ' tellorizo I,sso · 21,877 23.427 ' . . . . . . 
Dodecanese . . .. II,g6o 102,77.7 II8,837 
Mit}'lene . . . . .. I.f-,376 125.753 140,439 ' 
Chios . . . .. . .. 850 71,724 73.524 
Psara ' . . - 565 . 565 . . . . 
Samos . . . . .. 300 50,277 ·so.gr7 
I carla .. ' .. . . - 14,760 . 14,76o 

-'' 

Totals .. .. 1,743·562 1,343·748 .. ·.3.326,SbO . . - . 
' .. ; . 

Of the total population, the ·Turks form 52·5 per cent. If 
arrangements could be made for the intermigration ·.or inter
change of the 275,000 Greeks 'of the vilayeis of the ne~ Turkis~ 
State with an equal number of Turks of the above table, 
then the Gree~s in the above districts ,would be increased to 
1,618,748, and the Turkish population reduced to·1,468,562 . 

. Greece would unquestionably give full civic rights and com
plete religious protection to the Turkish population,· that should 
·elect to remain in their homes. It must be· said to Greece's 
credit that she has always shown the greatest toleration and 
liberality toward her Muss~ subjects. In the first Balkan 
War the. Greek armies everywhere respected the. Turkish 
mosques, schools and dwellings, in. contrast to the 'Bulgarians, 
who made a point of desecrating mosques and violating Mos~em 
domiciles. Even the small Protestant Bulgarian community 
at Drama, Macedonia, in 1912, when that town was occupied 
by Bulgarian !roops; forcibly took possession of a Turkish 
mosque iri ~he market-place and converted it. into a Congrega
tional .chapel. When reproved for this shockh!g act by ·their 
spiritual fathers, the American Board missionaries at Salonica, 
they refused to give up the mQsque: And it was only when the 
Greeks regained Drama, that the Turks regained their mosque I 
Indeed, all mosques and Turkish schools, which had been con
fiscated and desecrated by the Bulgarians in E •. Macedonia in 
1912, were restored to. the Turkish inhabitants when this 
country was finally _annexed to Greece in 1913. And. the Greek 
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Government has even undertaken to build a mosque at Ather~ 
for the Moslem comn1unity-an undertaking that has been s~t 
back by the European War. What is more important, the 
Mussulmans of the new provinces acquired by Greece in 1913 
were at once given full political rights, including the franchise, 
~and in Macedonia, where they are in more compact masses,. 
have elected fifteen Mussulman deputies to the Greek Parlia- _ 
ment. The Turks of Asia Minor and Thrace have, therefore, 
every assurance that under Greek rule they will not only have 
equality before the law and equal civic rights with the Greeks, 
but also full liberty and pro~ection for their public worship and 
their communal schools. Mr. Venizelos has very broad ideas 
on this subject, as he has shown by appointing a Mussulman 
governor for _the province of Drama, whose population is pre
dominantly Turkish. . 

The '!Jilayets of Konia, Angora, Sivas and Castamouni, plus 
the sandj~ks of Kiutahia and Afion-Karahissar detached from 
the 'Vilayet of Broussa, as a~ve, would then form a purely 
Turkish state, which could be safely left to a "reforme&" 
Turkish administration. It would comprise a small Christian 
minority of 57 r ,c>oo (whereof 2¢,000 Armeriians and 27 5,000 
Greeks in a total population of 41 milliol)-9. · 

Vilayds. Tt~rlu. I Greeks. Armenians. 
· Tot4l 

- PojJt~lati011. 

Konia .. . . 988.723 87,021 9·72~ 1,101,549 
Angora . . .. 668,400 45.873 98·79 822,298 
Sivas •• .. . . 83~·514 99·376 170,635 I,I0~,525 
Castamouni •• .. 93 ·435 24.919 3,205 96 ,646 
Broussa: 

Sandj. Afion-Ka.r. 244.698 1,200. 5.040 250.938 
,. Kiutahia •• 291,JI7 16,86<> 8,8oo 317,017 

Totals .. J,971,087 1-275.189 2g6,207 4.569·973 

Here, aga~, the exchange of these JOO,ooci Armenian~ for 
an equal number of Turk~ of the Armenian •t.iilayets would not 
present-insuperable difficulties ; and thus the new Turkish s~te 
could find itself freed of the Christian minority I and the latter 
he more content under their own nations. But If it preferred 
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not to emigrate, this Christian minoclty would be•amply pro· 
tected against oppression by the Tur~ish Government owing to 
the p-esence of sb many Turks in the neighbouring Christian 
~tates'. It is possible that some r~adjustment ~o~d re made 
in the ~astern districts of the vilaye~ of Sivas, whereby a large 
portion·at_least of the ·17o,ooo Armenians of that region .could 
be territorially annexed to the neighbouring Armenian .stat~: 

• Also, a small tract aro~nd Amasia and Marsovan,. where the 
Greeks ~e in great strength, could probably be aruiexed to th~ 
Pontus Republic.' In. any case,;. the Turks would .still .be 
masters of a large territory, inhabited by more than one..:hai( 
of all the Turks in existence~ and to which the other half could 
gradually migrate, if they so desired,. to li~e under the Crescent 
and the sacred law of the. Sheri . . But it is doubtful whether 
thi~ emigration will ever assut?~.large proportions pro"vided the 
Turks in Greece and the,_ other states receive full liberty and 
protection ; and there is no ~oubt that in the end Turks aqd 
Christians will settle down to an amicable and peaceful existence · 
together, such as they have1 neve~known thu.; far·, and wouM 
never experience so long as :Turkish rule were to be maintained 
over the mentally supe~ior Christia~ races. '.' . 
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