UCTOPUOTPADUA, UCTOYHUKOBEAEHUE U METO/]bl UCTOPUYECKOIO UCC/IEOBAHUA /
HISTORIOGRAPHY, SOURCE STUDIES AND METHODS OF HISTORICAL RESEARCH 07.00.09

M. Salmasizadeh

University Of Tabriz, Tabriz, Iran
e-mail: msalmasizadeh@tabrizu.ac.ir

Russian-Turkish war 1877-1878 in Iranian historiography
of the XIX century and modern Iranian historiography

Abstract. The conflict between the Russian and Turkish in 1877-1878, though formed on the pretext of Russia's support for Christian na-
tions under the rule of the Ottoman Empire, was actually part of the great scheme that European governments had begun to break up the
Ottoman Empire and resolve the Eastern Question. The goals of these powers for world domination, that would sometimes results in wars
among themselves, were mainly focused on expanding the territorial realm and winning economic gains. These goals were followed under
the disguise of gaining freedom for Christians and securing independence for non-Turkish nations. The scientific and technological impair-
ment of the Ottoman Empire compared to the European countries, accompanied by internal rivalries and frequent overthrow of the rulers,
were some of the main weaknesses of the Ottoman state causing their demise. In the meantime, Russia was in pursue of its policy of terri-
torial expansion and seeking access to warm waters. Russia's main objective was to obtain access to the Black Sea and the Mediterranean
Sea. Having control over the Straits of Bosporus and Dardanelles that were under the rule of the Ottoman Empire would have connected
Russia to the center of world trade in the Mediterranean and would have freed Russia from its land blockages and frozen ports. The causal-
ity, the start, and the ramifications of these wars have been reflected in the Iranian historiography of that era. Mohammad Hassan Khan
Etemad al-Saltanah, a great historian of the Nasereddin Shah Qajar Age (1848-1898), using the reports of Iranian officials in Russia and the
Ottoman Empire, and two books of Montazame Nasseri and Merat al-Boldan that were translations of selected articles from the French
and Ottoman newspapers have recorded this important historical event. The reasons for Iranian attention to this historical event forms
part of the modern and global historiography of Iran, in which attention to the developments in the Ottoman Empire plays an important
role in Iran's acquaintance with modern civilization.
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PyccKo-TypeuKana BovHa 1877-1878 rr. B UPaHCKOW NCTOPUO-
rpadum XIX B. n B coBpeMeHHOU NpaHCKOU nctopuorpadummn

AHHoTaumA. KoHPAMKT mexkay Poccueit n Typumeit B 1877-1878 rr. BO3HMK NoZ NPeAsiorom NoAaepKKu Poccuen XpucTmaHcknx
HaLMi, HaXoaMBLUMXCA NOA BNACTblo OCMAHCKON MMMepum, HO GpaKTUYECKM Bbla YacTbto rNo6anbHOM CXeMbl, COF1aCHO KOTOPO
eBponencKkne NpaBmMTeNbCTBa pa3pyLlanm OCMaHCKY MMMNEPUIO U 3aHUMANNCh peleHnem «BoctouHoro sonpoca». Lienu espo-
NencKnx aepxkas bblM B OCHOBHOM HanpaB/ieHbl Ha pacluMpeHne TepputopuanbHoi chepbl X BAMAHUA U NOSYyYEeHUe SKOHOMMYe-
CKMX BbIrof. 9TOMy CNOCcObCTBOBANA TEXHONOTMYECKan cnabocTb OCMaHCKOM nmnepuu.

OcHoBHas uenb Poccum cocTosnna B TOM, YTOBbI NOAyYnTh JOCTYN K CpeansemHomy mopto. KoHTposb Hag npoamsamu bocdop n dapaa-
HeNNbl, KOTOPble HAXOAWNCH NOZ, BNacTbio OCMaHCKoM umnepuu, ceasan bl Poccuio ¢ LieHTpoM MMpoBOi Toprosan B CpeansemHom
mope. MpUYMHBI, HaYaNo 1 NOCAEACTBMA STUX BOWH Bblan OTparKeHbl B UPAHCKOM nctopuorpadum Toi snoxu. Ocoboe BHUMaHME 3TUM
npobiemam yaenmn Moxammag, XacaH XaH, 3temag anb-CantaHa, KpynHenwmnin uctopmk anoxm Hacpepamn-Laxa ns amHactmm Kagska-
pos (1848-1898).ABTOpP NOKa3bIBAET, YTO BHUMAHME MPAHCKMX MCTOPUKOB K STUM ClOXKeTam 0BYyCN0BAEHO MHTEPECOM K TeEM NPOoL,eccam,
KOTOpble npoTekanu B EBpone, NOCKO/IbKY OHM OKa3blBaM BAUAHUE HA COCTOAHUE r106a1bHOM NMOUTUYECKOM CUCTEMDI.

KntoueBble cnoBa: Poccuiickaa umnepusa, OcmaHcKas umnepus, BoctouHbii Bonpoc, CaH-CtedaHckuii porosop, bepanHckuin KoHrpecc.
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INTRODUCTION

The conflict between the Russian and Ottoman governments
in 1877-1878, though formed on the pretext of Russia's support
for Christian nations under the rule of the Ottoman Empire, was
actually part of the great scheme that European governments had
begun to break up the Ottoman Empire and resolve the Eastern
Question. The goals of these powers for world domination, that
would sometimes results in wars among themselves, were main-
ly focused on expanding the territorial realm and winning eco-
nomic gains. These goals were followed under the disguise of
gaining freedom for Christians and securing independence for
non-Turkish nations.

In the meantime, Russia was in pursue of its policy of territo-
rial expansion and seeking access to warm waters. Russia's main
objective was to obtain access to the Black Sea and the Mediter-
ranean Sea. Having control over the Straits of Bosporus and
Dardanelles that were under the rule of the Ottoman Empire.
The Straits could have connected Russia to the center of world
trade in the Mediterranean and would have freed Russia from its
land blockages and frozen ports.

The causality, the start, and the ramifications of these wars have
been reflected in the Iranian historiography of that era. Moham-
mad Hassan Khan Etemad Al-Saltanah, a great historian of the
Nasereddin shah Qajar Age (1848-1898), using the reports of
Iranian officials in Russia and the Ottoman Empire, and two
books of Montazame Nasseri's History and Merat al-Boldan that
were translations of selected articles from the French and Ottoman
newspapers have recorded this important historical event. The
reasons for Iranian attention to this historical event forms part of
the modern and global historiography of Iran, in which attention
to the developments in the Ottoman Empire plays an important
role in Iran's acquaintance with modern civilization.

AN OVERVIEW OF ETEMAD AL-SALTANAH AND
HIS TWO HISTORICAL BOOKS

He was the political and cultural rector of Iran during the
Nasereddin shah Qajar Age (1848-1898), which was entrusted to
the Ministry of Public Affairs. He was the trustee of the
Nasereddin shah Qajar (1848-1896) and was responsible for the
committee to translate and compile historically valuable
books.A prolific and interested man who was able to publish 37
books. He has a huge right on the neck of Iranian history and
culture. Etemad al-Saltanah was one of the first Darulfonon
students and the first Iranian studens that studied in Europe in
1863. Four years in France, he became fluent in this language
and became familiar with scientific research. On returning to
Iran (in 1867), as a translator and responsible for Darottebae (the
royal publishing center) and a newspaper officer at the court of
Nasereddin shah Qajar, he was minister of culture and education
until the end of his life (in 1896). Two newspapers were pub-
lished by him: Iran and Merrikh.He founded a school for teach-
ing new sciences and European languages (Called Moshiryeh
School). He was the official interpreter of Shah in his travels to
Europe and when the Shah met with foreign ambassadors, he
was the official interpreter. In 1887 he was named Etemad al-
Saltanah which showed that it was trusted by the Shah and the
government.

He used for the first time in Iranian historiography a critical-
scientific method. Both books of ‘Merat al-Boldanand' the 'Mon-
tazame Nasseri's History' have been written in the same way and
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their data is scientific. The three-volume book of 'Montazame
Nasseri's History' and the four-volume book of 'Merat al-
Boldanand' is an example of his historical works 'Merat al-
Boldanand' was originally written for descriptions of the cities
and villages of the Iran, but from the second volume Describes
the first thirty years (1848-1878) of the Nasereddin shah Qajar
monarchy. Precisely For this reason, the book is considered to
be a first-time source for recording historical information related
to the Berlin conference and the historical-geographical descrip-
tion of the Qotur region.

But the book of 'Montazame Nasseri's History', written be-
tween 1881 and 1883 and presented to the Shah, conveyed the
universal history of the world from the emigration of the Islam
Prophet to the Dynasty of Qajar (1798-1925). The author has set
his historical reports based on the geographic sections of the
world (Asia, Europe, Africa and the American continent), and It
is unique in this regard. The author wrote this book using histor-
ical sources by chronological method, and donated it to
Nasereddin shah Qajar. In this book, there is information from
the Safavid (1501-1722) era to the life of the author about the
subject matter of this study.

As it was said, Etemad al-Saltanah has been using official dip-
lomatic reports and newspapers as a compilation of reports on
the Berlin Congress and describing its 64 articles. The official
text of the Berlin Congress declaration was written by transla-
tion from the French and Turkish languages which was pub-
lished in newspapers.

He was also aware of the content of the reports that the Am-
bassador of Iran sent from France, and it was reflected in his
writings. These reports were from two sources, one of the meet-
ings of the Iranian ambassador to Paris with the Russian and
Ottoman ambassadors and others The countries involved in the
conflict, such as the United Kingdom, Germany and Prussia, as
well as other news stories from the major newspapers of the
"European Diplomacy" and "Memorial”, in these reports, Russia
has become a definitive defeat of the absolute and Ottoman con-
querors. The Iranian ambassador to France introduces Russia's
victory in the power of the country's military and the tacit ac-
companiment of a new and strong German government to Rus-
sia, and an important obstacle to the certainty that Russia’s victo-
ries will be presented by British plans and policies. If Iran is
supposed to be on the side of the war, it will surely be Russia
(Key, 1976, P. 64-98).

Russia was an emerging power in the European political sce-
ne, with its terrible territorial development from the time of Pe-
ter the Great, in five stages:

1. Peter's Great Reign on Swedes led to the arrival of the Baltic Sea
around 1700.

2. The Poland was captured by Catherine Il (1793-1772).

3. During the two stages in the years 1793 and 1807, the Finns
managed to capture Finland.

4. The areas around the Black Sea also captured Russia during a
series of battles between 1772 and 1878 with the Ottoman Turks.

5. The advance of the Russians to Asia continued with the seizure of
the Caucasus, Central Asia, Siberia and North China, and they led
their borders to the Kamchatka Peninsula in the Pacific Ocean.
This extraordinary expansion by defeating Iranians, Ottomans and
tribes of Central Asia Was obtained (West, 1904, P. 585).

Such a vast empire occupying the largest geographic area of
the planet was governed only by autocracy and self-reliance.
The tyranny of the Russian Empire with the use of secret sol-
diers and police and repression and censorship was able to sur-
vive the revolutionary tempo of 1848 and even to crush revolu-
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tionary movements in other parts of Europe as a "weapon of
despotism stockpile." Russia's defeat in the Crimean War in the
hands of the French and British forces revealed the flaws of the
Russian regime that was hiding behind the backdrop of authori-
tarian power, and even showed it to the hard-line Russian con-
servatives that Russia was hopelessly oppressive Western Eu-
rope is backward (Spielvogel , 2002, P.1013).

Russia, which had seized the Black Sea and the Crimea for the
rest of the world from 1791, after defeating the Ottomans on the
basis of the provisions of the Jyasi Treaty, did not satisfy the
achievements of the Black Sea and the Crimea (Saint-Pierre ,
1992: 219). They wanted to attach Moldova and Wallachia to
their country, but this was the opposition of other European
countries, such as the United Kingdom, came to an end, and on
January 9, 1792, Russia was forced to abandon the provisions of
the Treaty of Yasmine, except for the Crimea and parts of the
Black Sea ports (Menzies ,1877,P.238-239). This could not have
been the case for an increasingly sought after Russia, an intro-
duction to the Crimean wars in the nineteenth century.

The first deep defeat in the international cooperation system,
the achievement of the Vienna Treaties, appeared in the Crime-
an War (1856-1853); the war broke out on the one hand, the
United Kingdom, and the Ottoman, French and Ottoman parties
on the other. The Crimean War was an unfortunate and annoy-
ing event that nobody wanted, and it also coincided with the
collapse of the international cooperation system. The ambitions
of Nikolai | (1825-1855) led the Russian tsar to guide him in
order to give the Ottomans a privilege in Russia in southern
Europe. The Turks, when they were assured of British and
French support, stood against Russia's request; at that time, the
Ottoman Empire was so weak that it could not afford Russia
alone. The British and French sent small troops with help from
the Turks and waged more war on the Black Sea Peninsula.

From a military point of view, this war must be a general fail-
ure for all parties involved. Russia's command of the Russian
forces and its logistics were weaker than the Allies, and after a
while, Russia was pushing for disagreement. Peace of 1856 in
Paris was a major political breakthrough for St. Petersburg. For
the next twenty years, Russia's sentiment has essentially been
hampered in southern Europe, and it failed to respond to its
longing for a naval base in the Mediterranean.

The Russian military deficiency in Crimea, the new ruler of
the country, determined the tsar Alexander Il (1881-1855) to
address the social and economic problems of Russia, such as the
issue of civil war, local governments, the judiciary, and the
modernization of the military.

In February 1861, the most detailed order for the release of
Serfs, which until then was ordered by the government to abol-
ish the head of state in Russia, was issued. Around 55 million
people — Surf and their families — directly affected it. Restora-
tion of the Serfs was only a very limited success. Many of the
serfs were unhappy with the land they were assigned to because
of its low volume and the quality of the land. But other measures
called for major reforms yielded more results. Local govern-
ments and the so-called Provincial Commission the Zemstvo
Council, as new civil institutions, tried to provide them with the
education of farmers to promote their livelihoods. These com-
missions were the first experience of democracy in Russia.

In 1864, the tsar Alexander issued a decree on the complete
reconstruction of the judiciary, and it was not long before Rus-
sian courts reached the level of the Western countries. Since
then, the class of lawyers and judges who have been involved
play an important role in politics.

58 History and modern perspectives

Vol. 2, Ne 1, 2020

07.00.09

In 1873, the service of duty, training, and the length of service
of the duty system and many other aspects of the Russian mili-
tary became completely new. The army took on the face of a
compulsory institution and became more of an educational and
engineering institution, and the government used it to improve
the level of education, which was very low in the countryside.

But in the long run, what Alexander did was more important
than what he did. He thought, like many of his predecessors, that
it was not too long before Russia conquered the Constitution of
the Constitutional Monarchy and the National Assembly of the
People's Choice or local government committees. Russia re-
mained, like before, a dictatorial state in which only the tsar
appointed law and politics.

The lack of interest among farmers in the form of revolution-
ary reforms has led some revolutionaries to resort to violent
means to overthrow tsarist tyranny. One of these fast-paced
groups, known as the "will of the people," succeeded in assassi-
nating Alexander Il in 1881. The son and his successor, Alexan-
der 111 (1881-1894), rebelled against the reform, resorting to
traditional repressionist methods (Spielvogel , 2002, P.1016).

On the other hand, there was the Ottoman Empire, which was se-
verely confronted with the desires of nationalism of its peoples,
especially in the Balkans. The corruption and incompetence of such
an Ottoman Empire was undermined by the fact that the only inter-
vention of the great European powers, concerned about each other's
plans for seizing the Ottoman lands, was able to keep this empire
alive. During the nineteenth century, the Balkan states and the Ot-
toman Empire gradually gained their independence. By 1829, Ser-
bia had managed to gain a degree of autonomy, but by 1878 it re-
mained a state of the Ottoman Empire. Greece, after its successful
uprising of 1830, formed its own independent kingdom. In 1829,
Russia, under the Treaty of Adrianople, defamed Moldovan and
Wallachian monarchs, but after the Crimean War it was forced to
abandon it. Moldova and Wallachia merged in 1861 and created the
country of Romania, but the Ottoman Empire did not recognize
Romania's independence as well as Serbia's independence until
1878, when it was not defeated by Russia. Montenegro was aban-
doned from the Ottomans, but fell under the protection of Austria,
and Bulgaria, while gaining independence, was under Russian pro-
tection, and nationalist forces in the Balkans, in spite of these pros-
perity, burst out in 1871. The occurrence of several wars in this
region in the early 20th century should be considered as an introduc-
tion to World War the first (ibid ,2002,P.1085).

At the same time as the French Revolution and in the era of
Sultan Salim 111 (1808-1789), an attempt was made to reform
the financial system and Ottoman troops. The mass murder did
not stop the Ottoman reforms, and Mahmoud 11 reformed the
army and moderated the government and the power of religious
leaders. Mahmoud's son, following the reform of his father, ini-
tiated the era of adjustments in the country. In this period, na-
tional schools were formed, and roads and postal services began
(1869), but these reforms were not enough to save the imperial
(Rossi.E. Don ‘et al’ , 2003, P.336-339).

A BRIEF REPORT ON THE RUSSIAN-OTTOMAN
BATTLE AND THE BERLIN CONGRESS

Etemad Al-Saltanah begins his reports on how the congress of
Berlin was organized, with a brief description of the conflict be-
tween Russia and the Ottoman Empire, and writes that on Novem-
ber 10, 1876, the Russian emperor, Alexander Il (Empire 1855-
1881), expressed his readiness to fight the country with a claim to
support the Ottoman-dominated Christians (Etemad Al-Saltanah,
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1988:1967). At the same time, the Ottoman government was strug-
gling with the rebellion of Bosnia and Herzegovina and laying the
rebellion of Bulgaria(ibid,P.1968).at the same time Sultan Abdul
Aziz Khan was removed from Caliphate on May 30, 1877 and re-
placed by Sultan Murad V. This was also one of the other problems
of the Ottoman Empire (ibid,P. 1968). These events occurred with
the rebellion of Serbia and Montenegro. On August 21- with Claim-
ing of illness and frenzy- in the fatwa of Ottoman Sheikh Al-Islam-
Sultan Murad Khan V was removed from the caliphate, and his
younger brother, Abdul Hamid Khan, was appointed to replace him
(ibid,P.1969).

The victories of Russia and the Ottoman uprisings led to the
convening of a conference by the countries of Austria, Italy, the
United Kingdom, France and Germany to solve the Eastern
Question in Berlin in 1878(ibid,P.1986). The meeting was at-
tended by representatives of the above-mentioned countries and
a representative of the Ottoman Empire and headed by Prince
Bismarck. The congress led to the adoption of the Treaty of
Berlin (ibid,P. 1987). The Treaty abolishes the a priori compro-
mise between the Ottomans and the Russians, which was con-
cluded at San Stefan (around Istanbul) in the twenty-ninth chap-
ter (ibid,P. 1989). This memorandum has been translated by
Etemad Al-Saltanah from Austrian newspapers and the authori-
tative Ottoman magazine that was called: Waght(Etemad Al-
Saltanah ,1985,P.1836).

The Treaty of Berlin was concluded in 64 articles, whereby
the autonomy of Bulgaria and its borders were recognized, a
state was formed in the south of the Balkans, called the Rumlie
Sharghi ( Eastern Rumelia ), under the control of the Ottoman
Empire, Bosnia and Herzegovina were transferred to the Austri-
an-Hungarian Empire, independence of Serbia was recognized,
the emphasis was placed on protecting the rights and freedoms
of the Ottoman non-Muslim citizens, the Ardahan, Kars and
Batumi states were transferred to Russia, Russia returned to the
Ottomans from the al-Shghaed and Bayazid, which had been
seized under the Treaty of San Stefano. The Ottomans returned
the city of Qotur and its lands agreed to approve the British and
Russian commissars to the Iran (ibid,P.1828-1838). The six-
teenth article reiterated: Babe Ali, must give back the city of
Qotur and its lands, with the approval of the British and Russian
commissars, who were responsible for determining the Ottoman
and Iranian boundaries (ibid,P.1836).

THE REASONS FOR THE BEGINNING OF THE WAR

Etemad Al-Saltanah begins his reports on how the congress of
Berlin was organized, with a brief description of the conflict
between Russia and the Ottoman Empire, and writes that on
November 10, 1876, the Russian emperor, Alexander Il (Empire
1855-1881), expressed his readiness to fight the country with a
claim to support the Ottoman-dominated Christians (Etemad Al-
Saltanah, 1988,P.1967).

Alexander 1l set up a large division for this purpose, and his
brother appointed "Nicola" to his command. The profile of the
unit was 216,000 pedestrians, 49200 riders, and 648 cannons.
100 million Manats (Russian currency at that time) were paid to
cover this department. This money was borrowed from domestic
borrowing. He writes that all Russian people from every country
and everywhere wrote letters to the Russian emperor and thank
him for that he was thinking of the liberation of the Christians
under the rule of the Ottoman Empire. The troops of Russia
were stationed in the region of the south of the city of Edessa
called "Kishien" (ibid,P.1967).
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At the same time, the Ottoman government was fighting with
the rebels in Bosnhia and Herzegovina. The Austrian, Russian,
German and British governments supported the insurgents and
sent a joint letter to Istanbul asking for the following:

The full freedom of the people and the followers of various re-
ligions, the imposition of a fair and taxable tax, the encourage-
ment of farmers and seafarers, the payment of part of the taxes
collected from the two states in those regions, the Creating a
parliamentary system with the participation of Christians and
Muslims in these areas, and the establishment of rules for The
welfare and comfort of its inhabitants; but the Ottoman govern-
ment does not accept these conditions, and only accepts the gen-
eral tax deductions in these areas (ibid,P.1968-1969).

The Ottomans in Bulgaria, Serbia and Montenegro were also
faced with insurrection and independence struggles and at the
same time faced with the succession crises of their sultans. On
May 30th, Sultan Abdul Aziz Khan was dismissed from the
monarchy and Sultan Murad, fifth, sat in place of him, but this
was not the end of the story, because on the 21st of August, he
was ordered by the decree (fatwa) of the Shaykh al-Islam of the
caliphate and his younger brother, Abdul Hamid Khan, was ap-
pointed to replace him. The illness and madness of the previous
caliph announced (ibid,P. 1969).

The war in Serbia was in the interest of the Ottomans and
therefore the Serbs sought help from Russia. A large number of
Russian soldiers and volunteers went to Serbia. On December
12, Gen. Ekanatyev, the Russian Ambassador to Ottoman, an-
nounced a conference with the presence of representatives of
major European states in Istanbul, announcing a new situation as
to how the Ottomans were confronted with the function of the
Christians. The Ottoman Empire did not accept these conditions,
and this made the war more intense (ibid,P. 1969).

START THE WAR

Immediately after the Ottoman government refused the terms
of the conference, the Russian emperor began a war against the
Ottoman Empire. The Russian emperor stated this in a letter to
Austria, Germany, France and lItaly, citing the war as a defense
of the rights of Christians living in the Ottoman Empire. The
Russian emperor took charge of his army. Russian troops en-
tered the Ottoman Empire and closed the embassies of the two
countries at the start of the war (ibid,P. 1974).

Although the Ottoman sheikh al-Islam proclaimed jihad, this
did not prevent the Turkish troops from being defeated. By De-
cember 10 of that year, the cities of Ardahan, Kars and Plona
were occupied by the Russians. The Serb allies also rebelled
against the Ottomans (ibid,P.1986).

The Iranian ambassador to France, in his reports, reported on
Russia's conquest and occupation of the cities of Kars and Polona
and wrote that the Ottoman situation was very turbulent. The am-
bassador has carefully described the spoils and captives captured
by the Russians. He also writes that the governments of England,
Nemesis and Italy are working for reconciliation, but will not
compromise unless the Russians finish the job. In the ambassa-
dor's view, what is facilitating the Russians' progress is the Ger-
man government's support for them, and although the British ap-
pear to support the Ottomans, they will certainly not be willing to
kill the British soldiers for the Ottomans. In his view, it is neces-
sary for the Iranian government to appease the Russians, and if the
Iranian government is willing to express itself on one side of the
war, pro-Russian support is in the best interest of the country and
comes with common sense (Key, 1976,P. 63-74).
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BERLIN CONGRESS AND SAN STEFANO TREATY
VIOLATION

Finally, in 1878, with the conclusion of the Congress of Ber-
lin, the final decision was made on the Ottoman-Russian battles
and the independence of some Balkan countries and the intro-
duction of a new political order in Europe that era. At the same
time, Austrian Chancellor, Kenneth Andersey , declared that he
did not accept the terms of the San Stefano Treaty, and that the
Austrian troops immediately seized Bosnia and Herzegovina.
But in the newly-founded German state, the emperor declared
that he would do his best to reach a compromise between the
Russians and the Ottomans and maintain peace in all European
states (Etemad Al-Saltanah, 1988,P.1987).

The Congress of Berlin was chaired by Prince Bismarck. Rep-
resentatives of countries: Germany, Austria, France, England,
Italy, Russia and the Ottomans attended the congress. After
lengthy discussions, the provisions of the Berlin Treaty were
adopted. With the annulment of the San Stefano treaty, the Ot-
tomans achieved better conditions in the new treaty. Britain's
dissatisfaction with Russian military advances within the Euro-
pean continent — which had failed to lead to a military conflict
between Russia and Britain — was one of the main reasons for
the cancellation of the San Stefano Treaty. The Ottoman gov-
ernment took full advantage of this situation and conferred on
Cyprus a secret treaty to thank Britain. Thus Russia, which had
succeeded in conquering large areas of the Ottoman Empire
during its battles, would have to replace its vast gains in the San
Stefano Treaty with few concessions to the provisions of the
Congress of Berlin. Once again, as in the Crimean wars, it was
the coordination of Western European countries that kept Russia
from achieving its goals. Russia, which had conquered Batumi,
Erzurum Elrom, Serbia, Montenegro, Romania and Sofia during
hese battles, had gained additional points during the 29 chapters
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of the San Stefano Treaty, including war compensation of 2820
crores Manat (equal to 1,410 million manat) is mentioned by the
Ottomans. In the same treaty, Bulgaria, Kars and Ardahan were
annexed to the Russian Empire (ibid,P. 1988-1989).

The Congress of Berlin eliminated most of Russia's conces-
sions and the Bayezid state, and one-third of Bulgaria, which
had been exempted from the Ottoman territory by the Treaty of
San Stefan, returned to the state and was released from the
Black Sea for all public officials (ibid,P.1990).

RESULTS

Although unilateral military action by the Russians and ac-
ceptance of the casualties and costs of the war resulted in mili-
tary successes, its achievements were lost by the annulment of
the San Stefano Treaty and the adoption of the Berlin Congress.
Russia, which had begun these wars under the pretext of protect-
ing the Christian nations under Ottoman rule, could not achieve
its goals. Britain and Germany, with the help of Austria, laid out
a new order for Europe. Austria was able to conquer Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The main losers were the Ottomans and then Rus-
sia. The British succeeded in conquering Cyprus by preventing
Russian expansion into Europe by displaying support for the
Ottomans and, indeed, feeling threatened by the Russians' ad-
vance to the continent. The Germans, who were celebrating the
founding of their country at the same time, have since emerged
as a new force in supplying European political equations. Non-
Muslim nations under the Ottoman Empire, gained relative au-
tonomy and independence, and the Mediterranean and the Bos-
porus and the Dardanelles were recognized as free trade chan-
nels. This war made the necessity of reform in Russia and the
Ottoman countries more clear, and modern Iranian historiog-
raphy sought to understand the manifestations of modern world
order and European diplomacy.
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ABTOp CTaTbW 3HAKOMMUT uuTaTeneit ¢ Barmnagamu . Inb-CantaHa Ha
BHeLUHIo0 Nonutuky Poccum B XIX B. 1 ee oTHoweHua ¢ 3anagom. Ocoboe
BHUMaHWe B CTaTbe yAeneHO ponn KpbIMCKOW BOWMHbI B mpoLiecce TpaHC-
dopMaLmK CUCTEMbBI MEXKAYHAPOAHbIX OTHOLEHUI. M. Canmacusaze noka-
3blBaeT, 4To 3. Inb-CantaHa yaenan BHUMaHUE U BHYTPEHHUM npoLeccam B
pasBuTMKn Poccum anoxm AnekcaHgpa Il, 3HaYEeHWIO OTMEHbI KPenocTHOro
npa.a, cneuynduKe NONUTUYECKOTO pexnma B Poccum.

3HauuTeNlbHoe mecTo B cTaTbe M. Canmacusage 3aHMMaeT noapob-
HbIVi aHaNu3 peleHnin BepanmHcKkoro KoHrpecca 1878 r., BAMAHUIO 3TOrO
MeXayHapoaHoro ¢opyma Ha paccTaHoBKy cun B EBpone B KoHue XIX B.

B uenom cratba Moxammaga Canmacusage COOTBETCTBYET Npeabas-
NAEMbIM TPEBOBAHUAM U MOXKET BbITb PEKOMEHA0BAHA K Nyb6aMKaLumm B
XypHane «/cTopua n coBpemeHHOe MUPOBO33peHne».
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