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PREFACE

The purpose of this thesis was to study the role that the ides of
Panslavism played in the Russian interests on the Balkan Peninsula, Zven
though it was impoasible to find suffiocient original material, the author
sought to mg out the evidence that the Ruasian imperialist policy was not
interested in the Balken Slavs because of a common raecial kinehip, but WMWT
the Balkan Slavs ococupled & geographical position the contrel of which was ned
cessary to the Ruesiane in their push toward the Haditerrman Sen, It was
only when these main points of Russian poliscy were endangered that they adop-
tedor employsd the Fanslavist technique in order to protect their own m&tnﬁL,
because they were claiming that "Slave must serve Russia, not Ruseis Slave,®

‘hereas thexte in Fyench, German or Russian have been used, the
parta quoted in the thesis are translated by ithe author unless otherwise
stated,

ir




TABLE OF CCNTERTS

Chapter Fage
I‘ EETRODUGTIOEI 8 K % B2 & 8 s & & B & & e ® = 8 & w® s+ 8 n e e l

The Ballzan Penineuls and its peoples--The Russian interest
in the Ballens.-Definition of Panslaviem.

‘II' T!m D%m‘g 0? g!jﬁsgIA * - * » » L . - - - - L3 - . - . » - . * - . 5

dussian push toward Constantinople--~Adoption of the Syzane
tine double-headed Zagle--Peter the Groat's "lTegtament”--
Catherine the Great: Frotectress of the talken “hristians-
~3uceessors of Catherinéd the Great and the Uttoman Empire-
«From Alexander I to liicholas 11,

ITI, THE MYTH OF PANSLAVISM . . . . . . . . .« . o v . o v v . v 21

‘'he idea of 3lav Solidarity--Juraj Krizanio, precursor of
Panslavism-~Jan Kollar's Slavonie reciprocity--Slavenic
Congress in ‘rague, 1848--Linguistic Panslavien of the e
stern Slavs,

IV, SLAVOPHILS: RUSSIAY PANSLAVISTS & v ¢ v v s v e v e v e o v b3
idea of the United Slavs--3lavophil Foly Russiam and hatred
of the leste~"Great 3lav Idea"--}oscow Congress, 1867--Dif-
fidence of the "Little Brothere™--lso-Fanslavien,

V. DBATZAN UPRISINGE ., . . . . 4 v o ¢ o v v vt s e e e v e 52

Serbian Revolt, 1604--Zvolution of Serbia--Greeke--Bosnia
and llerzegovina--Bulgarian Hational Church and the atroci~
ties~~Independence,

VI; WS}*%:A;‘XSTQTEZEEQIB ® 8 5 & 3 8 & & & & & & % B & & 4 % 2 w » 67
Bussian attitude toward the Balkan Slave--fussian intereaste-

~Urthodoxy and Slavdom--Ignatyev at Constantinople and his
Slavophil attitude-~lis opposition o Cfficial Russig--Tempo-




vi

Chapter

rary results of the Slavophils--Russia's return to official
policy--tecline of Slavophil influence--The opposition te
ferman advance toward the Coutheast,

LI

VII, COMCLUBION . . . . . . . .

Gomination of the Straits the real aim--that is PFanslaviem-
~Oauses of Panslavism in small Slayv nmatione--Russia's abuse
of the feelings of Slav nations in the Balkans for protection

of her interests in the “traite,

€ v % s # . @

BIBIJIG{?\i’;}%“x”"‘!lﬂhﬂinthtwt-

Page

105

115




OHAPTEK X

The question of Russian aims in the Balkan Feninsula is not an &n -
vention of Wantiptﬁ»wn&aw thought: nor 4e this qmstim 8 very sdmple one, _
bocause there are involved irmmerable factors which serve o complicate the
already wmylm: uu o w&pﬂr&ulum itsel?, The t‘m‘lm of his!mnr ehow that
any power whs.nh m tru& to create an Empire in smh—aauum uwmpo has had
4o dominate fmt the Ballan Peninsula,

E Rmm, Turks, Hububurgﬁ, Tears, and Gtmns - all: cozwormd thwaeu
v&s first wmz Southueaatam Curope in order to olear their way for further
mpariaiut gﬁm, Iﬁm, the Ballcans have m;mudly boen the scens of con-
flicts of political, miigm and Amﬁlﬁaw nature, The pc?iitieai nickname
given to this peninsula is "Zurops's Powder Keg," and it is o m&n‘ shosen name J
indead; buh, if the Balkkans are the Eurcpean Fowder Keg, tha small Balkean na-
tions furnished only the img, whereas the Fowder 1tself vas being furnished by
the Great Pmﬂ; _

attempt t0 analyses every partioular method and exp&rimm which
has been trisd by any oné Fower %o establish its influence over ﬂ» Balkan Pen-
ingule would be too enormous in scops and would give but a g;amx‘ﬁ picture of
the conflicts over thie contimously diapu%d ares,
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East and Yest: +the splii of the Christian Church in eleventh Centu.
ry into the Eastnrh and Yestern Church followad the geographic line between the
Sastern and ‘ostern Besan Smpires, leaving Sloveniang and Croatians with Rome
vhile Gresks, Serblans, Rozsnians and Bulgarians remained with the Patriarch
of Constantinople. The 3loveniane and Urcatians were for centuries under the
direct somtrol of the Habsburg Emperors, whereas the other Balkean mations stas
yod under the rule of the Sultans, Thie eeparation has contribubed much, cor«
tainly, 4o the pleture even ss it exists today,

fussia has been, undoubtedly, one of the strongest powers in thie

play of interests, but curiously enough, there hae never heen underteaken e th
rough study of the elements and fectors utilised by Russia to establish her 2.1
fluenee over the Balken Feninsula up to the begimming of the @reat War; nor
have the various factors sti:mulating her ambitions ever Leen separately dis.
cussed, This work 4z an e fort to amalyze oniy the particular role which has
been payed by Fanslavism in the Russian imperialdsd poliey 4n the Balkans,

The Russian push towards the Balkans did not begin, as did Panslavisp
in the nineteenth century, but it was a result of the urly‘iﬂkaml consolidal
tion of the Huscovite Principality and of its growing externsl importanse,
Therefore, a short survey of the Russian expansion am#hward is rwosssary bew
for the question of Panslavisn and of ids influence can be discussed,

There is certainly no nsed of describing the geographical position
of the Balkan Feninsula, even though there are some elightly different opini-
ons as to ile geographical limits towards Central end South-westorn Europe, Ap
the interests of Russiam, before the Great var, did not generally come beyond
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the borders of “osnia and Hersegovina, this discussion will refer only to the
Ballan Peninsula in its stricter sense-—tiris exeluding Croatia and 3lovenia,
and the Romanian Prineipalities, vhich do not belong to the Balkan Peninstila-
and to the national groups in those areas, Other 3lavoniec greups, namely Oroe
atiana, Ozochs, Poles, ‘ilovals and Slovenisns, will be nontionsd only to the
extont necessary for obbaining a general picture of the Fanelavist idea,

At the outhreak of the Greal ¥War, ueny circulating German pamphlets
ondeavorsed {0 prove that the main cause for the outbreak of the war lay in
Panalavism and in its application by Russians in their expansionlst poliey in
the Balkans, As 12 the case today, 1litile was known at that time conesrning
vhat exactly Panslavism wasy and it was even leéss lmown how much the Pansla~
vist ldea really contribulted to the seething undercurrents of the era, eép@*
cially as 1t influenced Tussian imperidlist aive in Southeastern Zurope,

)?&ml&vi&m i3 a very Aifficult movement to define, In general, it -
is the neme given to the efforts of the Clavic netions in Surope for & cultue
ral and political unity of all 3lavs, Undoubtedly, it ueant different thing
to dif‘f’mrén’c. aen,  Originally, it was merely a movesent to érganin, protect,
and assist the culture of 3lavic nations: literature, rusic and arts, Oradue.
ally 4t took on a politicsl mesning: a union, so far as possible, of all the
3lavie peoples into one politdeRl formation, As it vas considered by the Pug.
sian Governwent, it alnmost certainly masnt the extension of Russian power and
influence over all Slavic nations. In the hands of ‘ussian Govermment, the
Panslavism became a tool of Aussian imperialisum, to be utilised only if 4t

sarved the fussian needs,
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Historians generally agree that Panslaviss ia s result of the era
of natiemlism;)% *ths whole guestion of the Ponalavigt idea will be discussed
in one of the fioilawing chaptera, Due to the faol, however, that long before
Panslavien was born, Russians were looking southward to the Black Sea and ‘Ezn‘
the Straile, considering ther as their natural outlets 4o the cpen seasz, the
Ballzan Peninsula was the natural hinterland of, and the strategic position
for thase ocutletsy the idea of Panslavism ssemed 40 be the ideal mean to thin

snd,




OHARTER IX

THE DREAM OF RUSSIA

iver since the invasion of the Turks iuto Jurope, and ezpecially afw
ter the fall of Constantinople, the Luropean :owers, under ﬁhe political lea-
deréhip of thnﬁmmn Fontiffs, Were anxzious to expel the invaders fron Zurope,
The growing Frincipality of Moscow was coneidered as a veryfnea&ea help in a
sommon strugsle egainst the Turks; the Fowers therefore tried to convirce the

fussians that the duty of expelling the Turks fron Europe lay with them, The

Fowers knai, however, that the uscoviles would ﬁcver ¢onsider such e difficul

task unless a considerable nurmber of sdvantages could be expacted thereby,
knew also that the idea of making the Black Sea, the sropentis, and the Ae
Sea into Mussian lakes was the "Drean of RMussia® ever since her first descent
upon Constantineple in the ninth&>aentury3 and that sore plén catering to that
Fuasian ambition would be too atiractive for Russians to reject,

The Lcumenical Council in Florence, 1439, decided that the reunion
of the two,éhurchga’muat be obtained and that the Crthodox éﬁould be brought

1 Prppontis is the Sea of Harmera between Curopean and Asiatic
Turkey, connected with the Black Ses by the Bosphorus, and with the Aegesn
by the ierdanelles,

2 Louis leger, 5d., Chronigque dite de lestor, reris, 1884; 16,
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back 40 Rome,’ Tt was not just by chance that the ides of marrying the last
ohristian Bmperor of Bysantium, 3Jonhis ?aleoiagus,h to the Grand Pringe of

voseow, Ivan III, was oonceived, In the hope that, with the growing pover

of the Museovites, the liberation of the Christians could bg acconplished, ]
with the eonviction that with the marriage of 3ophia to Ivaﬁ ITT the unioz:E
the two Jhurches could he realised, Yope Taul TI offered Séphia's kand to Ivin
111, and the métriage took place in Rome, in 1892,7 |

<5 % 241 ihe narriage %o the~3yzaﬁtine Frivceass the right of guscessioh
_to the Syzantine throne passed to Ivan III and his Tanily, Aware of this

right to suscession, Ivan TII did not forget to assume the double-headed eegle

v

the emblen of the 3Byzantine Umpire, as the gymbol of his houes and as the ma

nifestation of the Muagian richt 4o the Byzantine throne,

ffha deosire of Rome to have the ruler of Moscow join in a crusade a

rainet thg Eurks was not realised, for the Crand Prince of iloscow did not sh

the slightest intention of engapzing in hostilities with the Turks who were

' The Greecks, Russians and latins discussed t“are the Union of %
two Ghurahas, and adopted a program the bases of which ware to remain perme-
nent, The ZEmperor of Braantium, Jchn Paleoclogue, also atitended, ©,Paul Pis

ling, 5.J:, la Qussie et le Smink Siepe, Paris, 1896, i, xix, 27,

4  gophia was & niece of Constantine ?alaalagua, the last Byaant
Smperor, ler fat*ar, Thorms Maleologus, Constantine's drother, was driven
of Creepe by the Turkes and was given shelter in Rome where he died, The Pop
acted az svardians 4o his ¢hildren,

The idea of this warriage is ascribed to ZJardinal Pessarion, a
Greek by origin, who was one of the most mealous promotors of the Union of {3e
Treek and the latin Church; he had been envisioning the desired re-~union of
the two Churches through the princese who in Rome had come under the lLabtin ige

fluence, I, Tierling, Ruasie et le i« 3., I. 130,
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then at the pesak of their power. In amocepting the offered marriage, he did
not intend to obey the orders of the West, but rather ¢alsulated more on an
increcse of his own prestige, He 4id not lose time in assuming the title of
Tear,® and within a short time he succeded in liberating hinself and his Prine
cipality of the rule of Golden Horde of which he had been vassal.

In Ruseia the marrisge with Sophia Paleologus resulted, however, in
a symbolisal significance, After the fall of Conetantinople, which has coin.
cided with a period of bittermess betwesn Moscow and Bysantium becsuse the Mosl
cow Princes had not spproved the formel dependenge of the Russian Uhurch upon
the Patrisrch of Constantinople, the struggle for mationalisation of the Rus~
sian Chureh was much more facilitated, A therory, completely opposed to the
idess which caused the union between Sophia and Ivan III, was formulated by &
monk, Philoteus, of the Pskof monmstery, and by the Metropolite, Zosine, sccory
ding to which theory Russia as the protectress of Orthodoxy was to be the hel
ress of the Eastern Roman Smpire, and Moscow was to step in a8 the matural
successor %o Constantinsple.! Before its fall, Constantinople claimed the le
dership of the Creek Church; after the fall, Mcoscow was to take its place and]

6 The title of Tear did not bescoms a formal and propsr title of the|
&ranggﬁmt of Moscow until the coronation of Iven III's grandson, Ivan IV,
in 1587,

7 Metropolite Zosims wrote in 1492: "Two Romee have fallen, ihe
Third Rome will be Mescow and there will be no rgurtm « + «" Guoted by Paul
%iilimkm, B ire o M A gzﬂp F&riﬂ, 1952’ Ip 1 2-

% i.d«gg of the "Third Rome® was originated in the Bulgarian 1i.
terature of the fourtesnth century, Trnove, the capital of Bulgarian Teay, waf
to susced Uonstantinople as the center of the Chrietian Orthodox world and teo
beoome the "Third Rome" as Oonstantineople had benn ealled the "Second Rone,®
After the Turkish invesion of Burope, Russians sdopted the idea. Ibid,
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pscome the "Third Rome,® The Tear of "All the Russias® wae to proserve the

true Paith, and the "Dream of Ruseia® was becoming a - *f—‘%’ission.'a

Por long cenburies since Russais I';u prossouted these claime which shi
had besn practically given by the West, She has never disnissed the ides mj
the Christian peoples of the same religion in the Balkens, as were the Romani~
ans and the Greaﬁz:n, and of the same religion and race, as wore the Dulgariens
and Serbians, would welcome the armias of the Tear ms arnies of a Liberator,
and would voluntarily accept the domination of a "Holy Russia® in exchange for
the dominmntion of the Turks,

Two centurles paseed, however, before the First concrete atep was
made towarde the Zouth, The sonviction that the pomsession of a psriion of
the coast of the llack Sea would give Ruseia a conwvenient port and an acocessi~
ble seaboard, led Peter the Great to enter the war against Turkeys in 166, he
captured the oity of Azov near the mouth of river Dony with the Peace Trealy
of Constentinople, in 1700, the possession of Agzov was ratilied, making thus
the presence of Russia in the Black 3ea o soncrete, even if undesirable fact,”
Feter the Great was not, hovwover, satisfied, and in 1711, he resclved 4o cross
the river Fruth and to take possession of Moldavia and dallachia, DBut Portune
this time, wes not with him, and he had Yo renounce also the possession of the
port of Agov, He died in 1725, and s fable has 1t that he loft a testament in
which he denounced "the yoke®™ imposmed by the barbarians upon the 3Balkan Chyi-

& Jan lucharsewski, The Orizips of Modern Russia, Mew York, 1948, lf,;

9 %briﬂl Nam&w E(’, 1 W
Empire Cttomapn, Perds, 1897, I, 19 ‘,t % - & hton el
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stiang, and in vhich he gave the program for future Russian expansion: approwoch
as noarly as possible %o Ganstantinﬁpla.m Bven {though the dooument in all
probability wes an invention of later centurles, it yet testifies to the dura-

ble impress Mr the Oreat left in declaring the acquisition of Bosphorus
Dardanelles as t}w SHistoria Micsion" of the loly Russia; for his imperislis
program wag for two centuries after his death contimmously "disguieed as the
duty of protecting ithe Balkan Slavs and the Crthodox Christians,"ll

The Ruselens did not rest long after the death of Peter the Great,
In 1736, they renewed their attemple with the invasion of Crimea and with oo-
supation of wany foriresses along the coast of the Black Zee, The Treaty of
Belgrade, in 1739, however, wae not 0o favorable for Russia because the Turks
were still strong enough to ma:e her rencunce her conquests in Moldavia; but
Rusnisn were allowed to keep the city of Azow which they had resonquered, They
had not as yet gained, hovever, the right of maintaining warships in the Blaek
Jdea, levertheless, the Treaty of Belgrade can be said to be the corner stone

l1aid down for the definite Russian presence in the Near East.m

10 Fassard, BEd,, Testament de Flerre le Grand, Paris, 1860, art.VII
"3'etendre sans relache , , , vers leo sud, le long de la mer Noire." Art, IXs
"3'gpprocher le plus possible du Gnnst-mtinople et des Indes, Celui qui y red
gnera sera le vral Souverain du monde, In consequenss susoiter des puerres
continuslles, tantot au Ture, tantot a la Ferse; etablier des chantiers sur
la mer Hoires s'emparer peu a peu de cetlte mer, , , ." :

11 Stojan Pribicevie, Spoblisht on the Balkans, New York, Forebgn
Foliey Association, 1040, 28,

12 ¥illiam 9, Davis, A Short IHist wm_,m&__, New York,
1922, 27h, Noradounghian, m__}. !, s art, 3 and 9, '
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Catherfne the Oreat remmed the mission of Russian expansion, She
gnew how to follow Peter the Great's policy and in her first war with Turkey,
1768-1774, she obtained for Russis the fortressess in the mouths of the rivers
Iniesteyr and Damube; her fleet had destroyed the Ottoman navy off the the
Island of Chios, in 1770. With the Treaty of Kutehuk-Kainardji, 1774, the Ot.
toman Porte ceded to Russia many fortresses in the Black Sea and gave the Taarp
the right to make "respresentations on bdehalf of the Balken Christians,® Ar-
ticle VII of this Treaty givea Russia the right to pth the Christian re-
ligion 4n Turkey, and Turkey pro-ised that har Christians would no longer be
persecuted, Suth a vagus clauss becams the basis for all further claims and
actions that Russia undertock in the Balkamt espeoially in the Damibian Prin-
oipalitles. A pernanent Rudsian Ewbassy wes established in vcanﬂmtmqph and
the Uenmulates were to be opened whereever Russia would consider i‘b NECOENArY;
Russian subjecta were given the right to trade freely within all the Ctboman
Empire and to navigate the Black 3es and the Danube river,l?

In 1875, Oatherine the (reet btook possession of 'ﬂrimu and Buselsn
tendencise were clearly manifested when she accompanied, on a visit through mﬁ
reglon, the Emperor of Austria with whom she has just made a new arrangement
for the partition of the Cttoman Bmpirey on the arches which were erected to
groet har along the wey it was written: %This is the way to aymm.*“

15 Andrei lmbmw*mm:kig , 8 w‘ % ﬁurm,
1947, 404, Noradounghian, Recueil, I, s Art, XI: koy) permits a free
paseage from the Balck Sea to the vhite [sie!] Sea, and from the “hite Ses to
the Blaock Sea to Ruseian merchant ships and vessels,”

14 Alfred Austin, Ruseis befors Eurgpe, London, 1876, 16,
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After the second wer which Catherine the Great fought with the Turkel,
1787-1792, the privileges gained et Kutohuk-Kainardjl were confirmed by the
Treaty of Yassi, 1792; Ruesia recsived the whole of Urimea end extended hep
grontiers along the Bidek Sea to the river Mniester.l® Russia's magnificent
position in the Black Jea had an unfavorable effeot upon Frensh and Bpitish
diplomate, for they saw increasing the danger that the Tsars would become ﬁu
dozinators of the llear Zast and that they could thus easily control all the #:h-
rect routes to India and beyond; this was especially alarming to the British
and to their doctrine of the %Balance of Fower," Catherine the Oreat's death
and the subsequent British polisy saved aamtmtimple.m
By the time Catherine the Great had died, the strenghh of the "guar.
dian* of the Bosphorus and of the Dardanmellee had steadily declined, Turkey
had lost Fungary, Transylvania, Crimea, the Northern Cosst of the Black Ses,
and the 3ea of Asov, Blodavia, Wsllachia and “erbis were desperately trying

to rid themselves of the Turkish rule, snd Zgypt was in revelt againet the Sul

L4

tan, Turkey was in a stage of consumption, whereas Ruseia vas goming into her
full strogth,

Under the reigns of Faul (1796-1801), end Alexander 1 (1801-1825),
Rugsia found herself, ironically enough, on the aide of Turkey as the result
of the anti-French coalition and of the Treatisas of Alliance of 1798 and 1805,
Foldavia and 7allachia came sgain undsr the Russian oontrol, and both were al-
loted Russian protecied Hospodare: eoldavia prince Murusi, and ¥Wallachia Primf

15 Norsdounghian, Reoueil, II, 16,
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ce Ypsilanti, with the understanding that they ware to be elscted for a period]
of seven yoars, but could be rencved if Nusaian Anbassador in Constantincple
phould request it., Both Hospodars “had to %fake into sconsideration™ the requeshs
of 4the Bussian consular dtfiwra.r’ The Treaty of Alliance of 1805 had event al
greater signifisances il declared the Balck Sea closed to all armed ships ex-
gept the Ruscia nd Turkish ones; 1t e#gngcd the two powers to oppose with all
their forees the enlyry of any other ahi;m.w

At this time Russia was ¢ontemplating a league of the Balkan Slave
to serve as a bulvark against Mapoleon and Austria, The Tutks were 10 be Py
mised Illyria and ‘almetis, and o general rebellion wae to be raised among the
Balkan Slava who were to be promised emanciapation from the ﬁ"t?ttamn rule and
the creation of s OSlav Dupire under the protebtion of Ruseia, It wes p.t;thm
time that the Ruseians first assisted the Serbians in their rebellion tméar
Z{arwargég Russian agenta were very active among the Serbs; Even thoughk the
Serbian interests brought fuasia into a war with Turkey, Russian policy was yl‘}
very undecided, toreover, inssmuch ae the plan for a Balkan league was prema-
ture, and, baecause Russia at that time had btub an "acadenmic intoreﬂ" in Serbixs,
Russis signed the Treaty of Tileit, in 1807, withdrew fron hg war; and left

3erbia alm& to the merey of the Wa»m

17 Lobanov-Rostovsid, Russia gnd Eurcpe, 4C5.

18 gecret cdduses annexed to the Treaty of Alliance, 1805, Art, VII
*The two contracting I W after baving agreed to oclose the Black Sea . .
engage thevselves to prevent with all their foroes that any foreign ships ogpre
rying ammunitions enters this Sea," loradounghien, Besusil, II, 76,

19 Lobanov-Rostovski, Russia and Zurope, 413, 414,
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Bapoleon's suscesses were not favorable to Twasian ambitions, Tfor lad
poleon himself was cherishing the ldea of a magnificent Zastern Umpire; in
such a ¢ircunstance the Tusalan presence in the Straits and on the Ballan Fen~
fnaula was not too couvenient, AL Tilslt, in 1807, Najoleon ehowed hiveelf
rather opposed to a Russian ocoupation of Constantinople; in the asored eon--
vention, however, concluded with Alemander I st Srfurd, in 10080, he recogni~
ged the Russian protectorate over Wallachia and Moldavia, but he insisted om
‘the integrity of other Turiish provincas.m‘ Alexander I's fear was -anifested
in a »essage to Yapoleon in the correspundente preceding the Treaty of Tileii,
whan he wrote: %I offer you the half of Zurope, I will help you 4o obdain it,
pocure you in the possession of it, and all I asgk in return is the possession
of a single 3irail, vhich is also the key of mg houss, n2l "'ha rupture with Nad
poloon eomp slled the Taar to sign the Treaty of Sucharest, in 18123 he had
once nore Lo rencunce zllachis and ‘oldavia, relaining only a part of the oo-
cupied territory, namely Dessarabia, betweon the rivers ‘niester and Fruth,
After the fall of Hapoleonic Dopire, Russia was afe to renew her:
warch upon Constantinople and the Balkana, The Ireeka started their strugsle
for independenge, in 1021, under the fusslan influence. The ‘ait.ua%sion WRS GO

plicated, and the Creek cause alnost lost when the Allied iowors intervened s!d

- 20 David Urquhart, Zrogress of Ruseia, London, 1853, Second edition
L]

21 TPedor P, Mertens, Recueil de Traites st Conventions aoneiua par
1a Russie aveo les Puisgsannes ﬁmma, XTIV, 71-72; 4L, B2c-329. Sergiel
Tatiahohev, AL glgmndgr ~gr ot lia-oleon, Paris, 1091, 560, 618,
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defested the Turkish and Bgyptian fleets in the Bay of Navarino, 1827, faoili~
¢ating the advanoe of the Fussian Army as far as #drisnople, ith the Treaty
of Adrianople, in 1820, Russia's influence in the lear iasl was confirmed;

yoldavia and sallachia were gmmmted suthonemy, Serbis independence, and

the basis for her Kingdom, RAussian ships were permitied a free passage
the Dardanellss and the Bosphorus, but the same privilege was exbtended to all
nations at the peace with the Sublime Forte,?? mainly for the fear mzmm
sould excluds the other Powers from presence in the Near Zast,

The internal difficulties vhich followsd in Tuskew iw eonneotion
with the rebellions in Egypt forced the Sultan to ask Russians for mssistance.
Nicholes I (1825-1£55) was more than glad to offer 1%, and he did not heei-
tate to send Russian troops to the aid of the Sultan; the Russian troops lane
ded on the Aslatio aide of the Bosphorus, 4 few months later the Treaty of
Urkiar-sSkelessi, 1853, was signed., It was Treaty of lefensive Allimnos bew
tween the Tsar Nicholas I and the Sultan Mahmud, with the sommon "defonse of
their Htates syainet any interference." An extra artiole (Art.I) provided
that Turkey would assist Russia vhenever it misht be receseery, by closing
the Streits and not allowing "any foreign warships to enter the Straite under
eny pretext,’?)

This Treaty of Defense, which had been concluded for a period of
eizht years, caused consistent protests fron Bngland and France, for it evis

22 Noradounghian, Reeueil, II, 126, 174,
23 1bud,, 229-251,
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dently had bound Turkey to Russia as & mere vassal and "ocompelled |her) to
jive under the Russian protection and to lend an ear to R"aaai.&."%

The foreigh policy pursued by Tear Nicholas I made possivie the ac
quisition of fulure markets for the Russia products, and assured him the out
lets to the open Seas; his intentione were directed, however, more towards
placing the Cross once aghin on the top of 3t, Sorhia, than towsrdas the libe-
ration of the Slavonic brethren from the Chttoman yoke, Russia would have Ob
tained her curpcse, had it not been for the jealousy of the lsstern Powers,

who did not like the exseptional position *nh had acquired over the Turks

'“_VN. :

since the Treaty of Uxiciar—-iikalemi, in whiah she plisnfirned as the

protestress of the Orthodox subjects of the Uttoman iorts and bad obtained

sonsiderable privileges for Yerbla, and, the protectorate ovér dallachia and
Moldavia, ¢hen the Tear, after having tried peacefully to obtain from Turloey
the coitrol of the loly places and after having insisted on obiw;ining special
privilepes over the Christians in the Balkans, declared the war on Turkey, the|
ieastern Powers decided to interfere, . The saw that Rugsian successes would

disturd the sitatus guo in the Ballians and wanted to put an end to the dominant|

Fuasian influence within the vttozan Smpire; hence, they started the war of

Crinea,>® The war, unfortunately, ended with the defeat of Fuseia, and the

2h russian Foreign Minister Uount Iesselrode as guoted by Oscar
Browning, A History of i y sorld, London, 1912, I, 174,

25 Un the causes of the Jrinean uar Bernardotte i, Schmitt, "The
Uiplomatie Prelininaries of the Crimean War," American Historical Review, New
York, fi¥, Cot, 1919-duly 1920, 49, sayss ", , .the Tsar intended from the
begimming to secure o protectorate recognised by the Porte over the Gresk Chrid
stian subjects of the rorte and never eceded from that programwe, Bubt under-
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_gliies did everything in their power to ruin the position of Russia, not only]
{n the Straits bul also in the Black Jea, Uith ' e Treaty of Faris, 1856, %J—
pia lost all her privileges and was reduced %o quite an iupstent position on
ghe Black Jea, The period of leclated Gussian {Mlerveniions in Turkey was enw
ded, and the TFowers granted en gommn the independence and the integrity of thp
Ottoman Eopire, assuaing also the msponaab;l ity of guaranteeing the privile-
gos given to Serbis, ¥allachis and Moldavia,26

~Alexander IT (1855-1£81), who sueceded Nicholas I in the most eritie
cal time of the Urimecen defsad, asoumed & policy of peace, Frince Alemander
Gorchakov Was a;vointed as Chancellor in Count Nesselrode's place;  under him
the Foreign Uffice was opened to sore influsnce of liberalism and nationallem,
The officiai pelicy pursued at that tise was in conecert with &uatr&a—-ﬁungar&.
During the years 1856-187C, the internal situation in Russis weekioextsds the
liboration of the serfs in itself was wainly directed toward obtaining better
soldiers for the Russian Army, and was therefore, shouwing the intention of Russ
sia to bhecome a great mi‘i.ﬁary pover, Such intermal strenghtening gave Fusala
finally the opportunity to liberate herself from the husiliating clauses of the
Paris Treaty. Tully aware of the returning strength of E&us:sia, the Chancellor

standing the certain opposition to this from the other povers, he sought to ded
tach one or nore of them frox the concert, He failed to accomplish this, bub
his pride, a belief in the justice of his cause, and high confidence in hie mis
litary strenght ledihim to refuse all conceseions, The principal cause of the
Orimean War, was then, the continued effort of Ruseia, after the question of
the Holy Plaoes had been regulated, to carry through a jolicy which would have
profoundly disturbed the gtatus quo in the lear Bast, < hether the diplomasy
the Powers opposed to this policy wae conducted in the marner best mlculatec!
to restrain the Tear, is another guaestion,®

26, Horadounghien, Re t114ou ' 11 4
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prince Gorchakov, in Cotober 1870, addressed to the Powers, signatoriss of the|
treaty of Paris, a circulaire in which he announced that the Emperor Alexander|
11 thersby declared that Russia no longer gonsidered harself bound by the obli}
gations of the Treaty of Paris, because its clauses restricted her sovereign
rights on the Black Sem. As a conssquencs, the Treaty of London, March 13,
1871, ebrogated the articles of the Treaty of Paris and of the Rusaso-Turkieh
gonvention, relating o the meutralisstion of the Black Sea,Z!

Then, rebellions in Bosnia and Bersmegovine, in 187%, the following
uprising for freedom in Bulgaria, 1876, and the war of Serbis and Montensgro
with Turkey, all became causes for Russian intervention, The Russo-Turiish
var of 1877-1878 did not start as a war for conguest of Tww. It vas really
provolghd by the influsnce of Slavophils on Russian public opinien, It would
not have been toc difficult 4o avoid 1t, had Turkey mwpt«#d’ the modest wfem
for Bosnia, Hermegovina and Bulgaria, which the Powers had roquested from Tur-
key after atmitwa had $mn cormitted upon the Christiane there 28 Turkey,
however, did not want to grant the requested reforms, and Rusaeia, as the pro.

2] Noradounghian, Recueil, I1I, 334,

28 A Oonference of the Awbassadors of Zurcpean Fowers was held in
Constantinople in Decezber 1876 where the settlement of the Bulrarian Question
vwae discussed., Having seen the failure of the Conference, Russia and Austria
¢oncluded s Secret Militery Convention with whiech Aussia would have free hand
in Bulgaria and Austria the right of cocupying Bosnia and Hermegovina. This
Secret Convention was concluded at Budapest, Jamuary 15, 1877, “

For the Conferense of Ambassadors at Constantinople, ses Noradoun-
ghian, Recuedl, YII, A00-495,

The secret Convention of Budapests Mihajlo Stojanovic, The Gresh
Powers and the Balkans, 18751878, Cambridge (Engl.), 1939, 145.150, Benedist
2 Summar, Russia and the Balkene, 1870-1880, Oxford, 1937, Appendix II, 556-
oL, :
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gootress of the Belkan Christians and Slave, considered hereelf obliged to de-
glare war in defense of these people, The success of the Russian armies see-
med to indicate an sarly fall of Constantinople into Russian handsy but the
unfavorable atiitude of Austria, England and Germary prevented the final gapi-
tulation of the Ctioman Ferte, inducing Russia and Turkey to sign, on March 3,
1878, at 3an Stefanc, a few miles from Constantinople, the famous Peace Treaty
of zan 3tefand., In this Treaty Turkey agreed to recognize Bulgarim as a vase
sal Prinaipality, with a territory between lower Damube and the Aegean Sea,
including the whole Macedonisa; %xb&a and Romania were recognised as entirely
independenty Montenegro had her territory doubled,and Dobrudja was seded to
Ausnin,2F

Ls the nevwly oreated Bulgaria would have been prectically a Russian
protectorate, the CGreat Powers, especially Great Britain, realised that Russia
would be in a position to dominate the whole Balkan Peninsula. Onoe again the
Fovors mm, demanding the revielion of the Treaty of San Stefano, Russia
had to agree, because she did not fesl herself in the position of fighting an~
other var.>® The Treaty of Berlin, July 13, 1678, prevented the astusl dis-
menbrement of Zuropean Turkey, and thus linited Bulgaria to a small area be.

29 Alfred Rambsud, Expansion of Rusois, Second Zdition, New York
1904, 41, George ?amdaky,’w and Dinlomatic Biatory of Russia, Ba;t.au,
1936, 342, Noradounghian, Reecueil, 111, 509,

30 Russia's opposition t0 the revision of the Treaty of Jan Stefano
¥as g priori condemned to fail because of determined allied resistanve, "uhat
Rugeia concedes or does not conoede, can in no way prejudice the decisions of
the Congress,” Von Bsust wrote to Lord Derby, Confidential Oommnication of
Narch 2%, 1876, quoted from British Archives by Stojanovic, Great Fowers, 236,
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gweon the Danube river and the Ballan mountains; the area Jouth of the Balkan
pountains was erected into the muthonomous provinee of Jastern Munelia, Ma-
sedonia was roturned to Turkey and Uobrudja was given to lomania; Austris~lhum
g8ty gonserved the right to the osccupation of Bosnia eand Nermegovimm ae agrm

in the Convention of Budapest, Russia had nothing but a small portion of Be-
mbia.a 1 |
Even if the Treaty of Berlin made Bulgaria practically & Sussian
protectorate, it did not change the Russian position in relation to the lar-
danolles ard Dosphorus, becauae it simply confirmed the London Comventiom of
1671, Tussia herself wes st that time etill in the process of reconstructing
hor Black “ea flest and was not able 4o @ppose the Laposed limdtations she did
not 1iks, The internal situation in Russia was quite cumpliveted, eand the ardd
sig culminated with the essasination of the Tsar Alexender II, in 1281,
, ,!;1 wander 111 (18€1-1804), in taking over the reign of Russia, had
to face thé isconforture of the ourrent Ruseian policy in Dulgaris; morecver]
nev expanaionistic nins in Asis were distrscting Russisn poliecy from the lrme

diate interests in the Balkans. Alemander III did eppoint, for a short peried
as his Hinister of Interior, the well-known General Ignatyev, former m;:m]

‘31 Tloradounghlan, fecueil, I’I 175, Vernadsky, lUlstory of Russia,
343, England wae the Powsr which wanted the revision of 3an Stefano at ary
price, In a letter to 2ir E1liott, British Ambassador at Constantinople, Lowd
Salisbury spoe s of the interests of both Britain and Austria "in respsct of
which their eoron sction would produce far more sfficmcious resulds., . . .To
both it appears of primary importance that the Slav tate shall receive as
fmall an extension of territory and influence as possible; that every condi-
tion tending to place that ihflisnoes st tha dispoeal of Russia shall be resis
ted, and that all practioable support shall be given to the racea which are 1
"913' to act os burri&m %.o the advance of the 3lavonie Fower,* Confidential
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fgp genstartinople, indioating thus his intentions, which, however, he was un- |

1is, 1925, 208,

20

gbia to carry out. Although licholas II, who succeded Alexander III, in 1EoM)
goliowad the ourrents defending the Russian imperialist poliey in the liddle
gast and especially in the Far Zast, he too, could not follow at the same timsl

a forward policy in the Balkans and in the Straita, The allingmments prece-

ding the Firet World ar gave the Poreign Minister Isvolsky some hopes for the

reneval of the Russian pursuit of Constantinople, IHis agmemn%, Wm#l, m
Austria-Hungary on the Austrian anrexation of Boanis and Iiamgwim52 failed
to grant any privilagas‘far Russia in the Streits. The foruation of the Bale
kan League, and the following Balken lars, soon caused a further disruption of]
the Turkish Zmpire; despite this, however, by the beginning of the 191% the

problem of the 5traits and of the Russian descent upon Constantinople sesmed

soluble only in a Zuropean ¥ar, mainly becouse of Gammar"s part in the situ-
ation., The entry of Turkey in the war, in Cctober 1914, on the side of Gm
Fowers, sut Sfussim off from her Western Allies and thus complicated the reali-

sation of her centuries-long " Dream, 95

32 ¥ason ., Tyler, The “uropesn Fowers snd the lear East, Minneapo-

33 Denedict H, Swwmer, A hort History of Rumois, Revieed Edition,
Hlew Yﬁrk, 19‘!*Q, 2?1"’2?&!




OBAPTER IX1
THZ MYTH OF PANSLAVI®M

With the march of Napoleonie aruiss through Osntral and Forthessterd
Zurepe, the ideas of the French Revolubtion were epresd emong the peoples on
the way, The i1dea of Liberalism and Nationalism became very powerful force
even among the samll nations of Esstern Zurope,s The sufforeings which thece
siall nations had to undergo fro centuries novw culminated to cause an mwake-
ning remsmbrance of their past glories, and of thelr historiecal positions be-

the loss of thoir netional independence,

Inspite of the fast that there ia né such thing as a cormon 3Slav
guago,’“ there is & common denominstor found in all the Slav languages, %mi ]
a member of one of these groups does not underetand the spoken word of the o-
ther, unless he studied it, he can decipher the meaning of the written words
from their roots; the roots, in general, are the same because they have a comy
mon origin in the Old- or s¢-called Church-3lavonic lmguagq,v. Czynux s etymolop

£y s orthography, and even alphabet are different; e cormon root of the words

1 A Russian does not understand a Bulgariany e Sulgarisn does not
undersatnd a Fole; a Jervian | 3erbian) does not understend a Cgzedh, These vas
rivas so-called Slav communities have no common grammar, not.even aneifirély
gommon alphabet. They have emch of them a distinet literature, suoh as it is,
a different history, and different traditions,” Elissbeth ., latimey, Ruseis
end Turkey in AIX Century, Chicago, 1804, 358.
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doss, howsver, identify all of the Slav languages and indicates a conmon ori-
gin of all the Slav nations,2 Under the influsnce of the new ideas, the con-
yinction of this common origin, stimulated the emall Slav mtinﬁs 40 think
that the only chance to end their uufﬁsminga and @pmasiom lay through ms.i
own efforts and in their mutual solidarity,” The idea of this "Slav Slodarity’
in opposing a c¢ormon danger is found, more or less ‘expnaitly, as far back im
the sixteenth century's eplc literature of various Slavic nations, and it san
gulagiej,& and a fev years later in the epis QOmuan by the Uroat poet from Du~
brovnik, Ivan Gundulie {1&6&’»15585; this last epic was & hymn of the G&%helﬁ.lr

ve found formulated by thé Polish post Stryjkoweki in his O jolnose!

3lave on the Adriatic Sea telling of thou hopes for Folish aid,

A clear idea of the unity of the Zlavie ruces is for the firet time
manifested in Jura] Krisanic ( 1618.1663), a Croat and a Catholic priest,
Kriganie was a theologiam; in Vienna, Bologne end Rore, he studied
the langusps and thp doctrine of the Oreek Uhurch, and dreamed of the Union
betwoen the Croek and the Reman Chureh, His ory, "[t)hey [the Greek and the

2 A delpled discussion would bring ue in the field of comparstivé
Fhilology and would go, therefore, beyond the scope of this worlk,

3 “In a orude, unressoned way | the idea of Solidarity] is felt by
ovory Slavonic peasant, There is certain distinctive atmosphere whiesh binds

the 3lavs and differentistes them from all that ie not Slavonie, It is hard

to difine vhat is this common elemsnt, bubt it existes, -~ The epirit of Slav-
dom showa iteelf in many different ways and will still break out in wany dif.
ferent forms, Zverywhere alike the spirit of Slavdom finds its fullest expres-
sion in peasant life and its strongest binding link in language.® lewis B, Ha-

jrier, Cersany and Eastern Durops, London, 1915, 37.

4 g, shmirlo, "From-Krizanic to the Slavephils," Jlavonic and East
Surcpean Review, Londen, VI, 1927-1928, 322, '
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goman Church]shall be no more two nations, neither shall they eb divided into
two kingdons, but they shall be ons fold and ons shepherd,”” is not enly a ary|
for the ﬁpiritual unity of the Ohriotians, but is algo a yearning of a 3lav
for the reunion of all his brother 3lave, The unifornity in religion which
Xriganic had in mind consisted in the recopnition of the Fope's supremasy by
the Russisn Tear, with the privilege of using the (ld %lavox;ie shurch liturgys
he was not encouraged, however, by ihe ‘?Iat,iean and Le vas not even given the
pernission to use the Ma‘vcmia liturgy hinself, thcugﬂﬂ it was used continaou~
sly in mumercus Catholic Churches in Groatm.é | |

74th the hope of bringing the Pope aend the Tear into an sv.gmam onf
the reunion of the two Churches, Krizanle asked to be designated for nissionae
ry work in Russia, lie presented the Congregation of Fropagands Fide (Propa~
gation of Faith) a memorandum oontaining & plan for this ;st(saiomry work., “Qg;»
yolle turbldo ¢ airavagante™ was the Congregation's judgement on his prnpapal ’
and EKrisaniec left on his own account Por Russis in 165}5.7 Cne of his main ob-
jects was to persuade the Russisn Tear to undertake the leadership of the Jlg-

vonie world and %o liberate the YWestern Slavs and the 3South z:lava.a Inasmuch

and the Slavonic Csuse, London, 1883, asé.

6 Hector ¥, Chadwick, The 2%2 gpﬁli‘h&ga of Burope and the Growth of
Rational Ideclogles, Casubridges (Engl.), %5, 114, '

. 7 tichael K, Faviovsky, Chinese-Ruscien Relations, New York, 1949,
173, note 15C, g

5 Olga Hovikoff, Jkob

8 "It is Por thee, ch Creat Tear, to watch over the Slav pecoples,
and, like a good father, take ocare of thy dispersed children, Rouse them to bﬂ
avare of their shameful sondition; give thom sesistance in throwing off their
foreign yoke. ZExtend to the dlave of the Ballans that exterior foree which




as he vae advooating a purely Slav, and, above gll, Ruesian civilisation, and
at the sane time advocating a Union of all Slavs, Orthodox aes well as Catholle,

at & time when Russia was in great fear of Jesternisation, he soon becane sus-

L]

pect in Moscow and wes sent to Tobolsk in exile. After en exile of almost fif]
geen years he was allowed 40 return to iloscow; he ls reported later as being
a military chaplain in the arsy of Jan Sobieski and probably died during the
abttle with the Turks under the walls of Vienna, ©

while Jundulic considered only the Turks as main oppressors of the
jlavs, Krizanic added also Jersens, ".e¢ are plundered by the Jermans, the
Jews. . . " writesc he; "no pooples under the sun were eﬁr 80 insulted, so ine
jured, as the Slavs by the Sermans, "0 1is hatred for the Jermans is explaie
ned in his wvork .olitics, which was wrilten while he was in exile, Ii is ther

that he writess

they noed to rogain their foet and once pore tc be mmsbered among the nations,
Quoted by Novikof?, Skobeleff, 240, :

A%t en other ogcasion he turns in thought to the ussian Tear: "Thou
art the only Soversign piven us from God %o help both the Danube llave and the
Poles and the Czechs, that they way feel their persecution and nbasement, may
teke thought for their enlighterment and may throw the German yoke from their
necks, The Bulgars, the “erbs, the Uroats, have long since lost not only the
state, but all their strepgth, their languege, their thought, and 1f thou canw
help them now, then at least endeavour to correct their Slavonie language, o-
pen the syes of thelr minde by your books, because clean language and moral -
enlightennent are the pledge of state strenghb, Thou art indeed the scvereign
of us all, tho father of our people; and we, like children, put our Pirmfivope
after God above all in thee, . ., ," wuotod by shmurle, "Frim Krisanic to the

Slavophils,® 3lavonie Review, Vi, 324,
9 Novikoff, Jkoboleff, 237, Chadwick, Nabionalities of Europe, llj.
10 Quoted by Novikeff, Jkobeleff, 23C,
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The CGermans have driven us [the 3lavs) Prom whole districte - -
Voravia, Fomerania, 3ilesia, Prusaim, In Bohenia there are only
very few ilavs left, In Poland all the towns are full of strangers
and we are their slaves; it is for them that we ti1l the soil, for
them thet we make wag, and they remain $o feast in their houses dnd
treat us as dogs and pigs. By their incessant attacks and insults
they have redused meny,>lave vho live asong them to such o situntion
of despair that they are ashaued of their language and race, and give
themselvee ocut as neumbers of another nation, The Sermans afler intro-
dueing theuselves into all the lav ltates are furious at not having
bean able yot to reduce to their power the fuscian Zmpire, which God
has always preserved fro. their yole. Hence of all ilave they most
detest the Ruselans, and do all they can to harm thew and spread the
mogt infemocus reporis about thenm. They have managed to make Aussiens
absolutely despised in Burope and to dividd them thﬂ are] oontime.
ally sowing acong then causes of intectinal quarrel. '

In the pame work, the mamscript of which he has sent to the Tear,
frigenic pleaded for tle unity of the Slavs, and expressel theo principles by
vhiek a “lav Ctate could becous strong, great and hcmcmmd; Hie walehword was|
frely upon yourselves end bewars of fomiwrn“m

Yary Sussians soem to have been interested in Krizanic's writings;

13 He vwag too far ahesd of

his ideas, however, werec nob adopied at that tie,
his time, In the seventeenth century religion and naticualily were coneeived
of as imez_mréxbla, and, because Krizsmnic preached also the union of the dussiang
Shurch with the Roman Cathelic Church, his Ilavonic doctrive only emcited suee|

pleion, The firn religioue color o the meticnalist ides as he preached it,

vas unaoce table to the Crthodox Church in Moscow; and, Lecause of the too-

11 woted by Rebert U, Seton-ateson, "Panslavien," Contemporary Soe
view, London, 0X, 1916, 421,

12 uoted by Louie Leger, Nouvglles Etudes 3laves, Faris, 1880,1,214

Setorn-imteon, "ranslaviem,” Zontemporary Review, CX, 421,

13 The menuscript of Xrimanis's Iolitics was published only in 1859,‘
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gtrong vationalist tenor in his religious ideal, he was also disspproved of in
gom@. In spite of all thias his ideas were not completely forgotten,

| Indeed, “rizenic's "Slav Solidarity® did not die, It contirmed to
flourish, and the new growing spirit of Roanticism gontributed to its evolu-
tion., The dream of unity of the language among the Slavic nations had never
ceased to maintain its fascination, and as the leaders of the Slavie groups
weroe not generally politicians, but literary ren, the idea was largely cheri-
ghed and propageted in literature and philology., It took a more consrete fom#
among the Useche and Jlovais especially, vhere the leaders and young intelleo
tuals, under the influence of the l'erder's schools of German Historical ‘omane
ticien, applied the ideas of the same achool 6 theilr ilav nations, in conbrasp
to the ideas of German reciprocity or Pangermanism,

The ninetesnth sentury found Ogecha, Slovaks, Sloveniansy and Croe
atians as nations of pessants end practically devoid of upper middle classes,
The only men who oould have underialren a defense of these peoples were their
ovn historians, philologists, and priests; “"Sanctus amor Fatrias," the motto
of the German Historical sschool, had ite influence on them also, and the idea
of the ¥3lavonic Reciprociiy” became the basie element of their studies,

ihen, in the firet half of the nineteenth emtury;a the process of
denationaligation of the Slavonie peoples under the Austro-iungarian rule was
advancing to a dangerous extent, the literary men of the Slavie groups dedica-
ted themselves to intensive works in the field of history and philology, sven
though they encountered much difficulty from official gensorship. A Cgech,
Dobrowsky, published in 180€ in Prague, the work Jlavin, in which he pointed




&
out the greainess of the 3lava; in the same year, a Slovenian, Kopitar, pu-
plished, in Ljubljens, the Crem-ar of the Jlavic langusge of Krain, with the

intention of awakening the doruant Slavie feelinge asong the Slovenians, A
romantic canto, Slavy Deera (The laughter of Glavae -~ Glory), was published in

1f21 in Slovalia, by Jan Kollar, a 3lovek lutheran Fri@atgw This work is e¢o

sidered %o have had the greatest elfest of all in swakening the “lavie fﬂeh.hl
for it ie a poem glorifying the historical past of the ilavs, and ealling for
e real unity among the Slavie peoples. "Seatered ilavs,® cries the poet, "1&#
us be united vhole, and no longer mere fregments! let us be all or naught.®

In the first part of the poem, the poet is urging the Slavs to distrust "the

foreign languages, t0 speak their language, Ei‘ar] 4%:48 a honor for the Slavs
to be called Slave; forget the foreign customs, find again your own, . . "
He contimse: *Aleso to us God has given the irntelligence and the foree. Let
us know how to use 1£,"15  pive yeam after the appearance of the finml cantos,
Kollar oreated a new genpation with hie Rogprevy ¢ Slovanske Vasjemmosti, (Disq
sertation on the Slavonis Aeciprocity).1® It is in this work that he etresses

14 Jan XKollar was born in Hosovee in Slovakdd; he studied theology
at Pressburg [ Bratislava} and Jene and in 1819 becans pastor of the Slovak Luw
theran Church in Budapest, from wheve he had to withdraw %o Viennm in 1848,
*Jan Kollar and Literary Panslavism,” 33.”%2: and Zast, EZuropean Reyiew, Lone
dOﬂ, VI, 19&7*‘}.928’ 5364

15 ipid,, 338, Louis leger, Ztudes 3laves, Faris, 1875, 316,

16 The Cermen version m? this work p.pp&amé in Leipsig, in 1837,
undar the title Usher die literarische iechselpeiti ' .

; n%rﬁumndar%nma wama
t,}' between the various 3Jaces and Dia M‘La of the ‘lmvonic liations). Albert
Pragak, "slovak Jources of Kollar's Panslaviem, ilavonic and Emst Buropean
m, London, VI, 1927-192€, ‘ ' S
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an absolute necessity for reciprocity among the Slave, besause *[tlhe world
is against the Slavs; most forelign writers who have treated of the Slavs are
1ike those unclean animals vhich only sesk dirt for nourishment and, hﬁ&ﬂi,
even when they find a quite oclean road, stick their noses into every cornss in
order to discover a dunﬁhnl."’r’

At the same time of the publication of Kollar's Slavy [cera. m.@a
appoared, in 1826, another work, written in Latin and entitled Elementa Univer}
salis Linpmae Slavicas o vivis dialectis eruta et suls logioss Principile suf-
fulta. In this vork the suthor, John Harkel, also a Slamk’, deferided the

sity of the unification of the Slavs and thelr effective, cultural reciprosity
proposing directly a "unio in litergtura inter omnes 3lavos, sive verus pansle
W."lg_ Herkel becams thus the first one to use the term Panslavism, It caf
be said that from this time on the word Panslaviem began to be used for 3lave
nie reciprocity, and as soon as it took on, after 1848, and additional politie
tal coler, the word Panslavism became & real bugbear to non-3lavonie nations,

The wribtings of Kollar and Berkel, to which rany others soon were add
ded, really inspired the Csechs, the Oroats, the loraviane, the Authenians, the
Slovenians, and the “orbs within the Austian Empire, to resist with redoubled
forces the ettemcts of the denmationaligation; they gave them also the idea of
8 conmon "other of all Slav Peoples® which should one day come an protect thes

17 "Jan Kollar and Litersry Panslavism,® Slavonic Review, VI, 342,
Jan Kollay, Bozpravy o Slovanske ¥galemnosti, Bdition 1031, Frague, 110,

18 *"Literary Union among all Slava or a true Panslavism’® -uoted by
Pragak, "slovak Sources of Kollar's Panslaviem," 3Jlayonic Review, VI, 561,




29

all, Tost of those vwho were so inspired, however, d4id not realise what the
consequences would really be if these poetic dreame should be realised, The
posaible'results of this realisation were therefore snalysed by those German
and Aus}?ian statesmen who were directly conserned, The coﬁaluwicn they drew
was that of a possibis establishuent of a freat Russian dmpire including all
slave; they assumed, however, that all the West end South Slave were sympathel.
tio with Pusaia, and aven‘presuppasad that a!l of them wanted to becow Ruse
gians themselves, ‘uch a conclusion necessarily terriTied ilewm, for they saw
their own positions endangered; therefore, they hegan war in earnest againat
a practically non-existing enemy,

The redoubled e’foerts to supprees and extinguish the nationalist

foolings of the ‘lavs only strenghtene? their fervor and their resistance, Thel

3lavic lesders sav an absolute need of soue organigation 4o combine the effu
of their sommon struroles for wational righte, This lead them to swron a O
gress 4n Prague, in 1948, The Concress was attended only by the delesates of
dlavie nations living in Austria-fungary; Russians were not present, The Uonf
gress was promoted and organized by the Uzechs, and its ai- was to prevent, by
the political cooperation of all 3lave of the Austroelungarien Vonarchy, the
centralism add the gerrenisation,
The stgh historian Pelsoky, who presided over the Congress, told
the delegates:
Ye Slave, we do oppose any domination based on force; we do op-
pose all privileges and all politicel distinetions on one class; we
are ssking equality before the law, end withoul o'mditions, . . . It
is not, however, only for individuale that we ere cleiming \these

rights}. The natural law of nations is not leas sacred %o us than
that the individuale, Ho doubt, history is showing thmt developmert
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was more complete with certain nations than it was with others; but
1t {history) shows also that the Pfirst ones have not an unlimited fa-
aulty of the developpment, Hature doea not distinguish either noble
nations or the simple ones; it did not call any of them to déminate
over the others; it 2id not select any nation to serve as an instyu-
nent to the intentions of ite neighbor; all nations have equal right
to develop to the highest degree of humanity; this is a divine la E
which no nation can violate without expoeing itesll to punishment , 7

The Congress did have some resulis, and a cooperation of Slav dclaga&
4as in the Parllament of Vienna was achieved, To avoid a caﬂpl@ﬁe fallure of
“tne Congresa, hdweVar, the delegates, who could not understand each other eveny
though they wersall 3lava, had to adopt a foreign language ¢xuiliar to a 1at@;]

majority of them, so that the delegates of the "children of the Great ‘‘other
alavia" ocarried their debates on in German, in the languaRe that all detested]
the nost, 20

Tor the Jestern 3lavs the Panslavist idea held but 1ittle signifi-
cance, The camgaraﬁive)gtu&y of the Llavie lansuages did stimulate national
foelings and a rencwed intareat in the customs of the .lavic peoples; it did
give them the romantic drea: of the brotherhood; dbut it hed practically ne
other results, The 'lav nations proved that they considered their own natioe
nal interests more important than any other thing, and that they wers under
no ciromzstances willing Yo sacrifice their interssts for soc:e hypothetical

and perhaps 1llusory harmony in the Zlavonie world,

19 tlegzer, Nouvslleam itudes, I, 26.

20 Chalwick, Hationnlities of Zurepe, 116,  ilbert lousset, Lo
lionde Slave, ‘ards, 1 Ohé L3N
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Honm of the lavic retions a-coptod the idoa of the ‘lavie rocipro.
pity as such, There wes a bind of linpulistie sanslavioe aoong the Jostern
s1ave, b thare wore nob sullfictent prounds Zor a politieal Fanolavimag low
veniang and Urooblana, Umochs and clowals, all belonged Lo the latin Church,
and there ecuid he Pound no religious side fm tholr Fauvolavim, The oles
wgore all Aoman Cathollos, and they were thw only oves who had not losh thoir
urpor claunes and who obill had the poseibllity of developfng thelr own rich
eulturas  theu 4id nod oeed, oy 434 they trusht, the varnilicent words of the

vacisronity arong the lova, beosuse they bhava had their own bitter expurier

As Por the Tallen lave, they hed heon eppealing to the ‘ussians and had s
roo prooitys rot as Clave bub as nembers of the iythodox Churchy  for them A
pian Priendship and oosistencs carried with iU ai ever constent danger of the
ugeisn dooirs’ Lon and ol e possible Federation anmong ilave, bocsuse they
krow thet in rwesis, e iden of *lavonde Jsciproeily” tool on a completely

dillarornd aapwt.,

21 Tasleor, o B ﬁﬁ’%@g A K&‘E‘Q}g;ﬁ' ‘gh)g
Tagsian h&qmrm ‘%ﬁ save in a lotbar to the editor of the %in.
plish Bopuhlin® in lorle, 4n 054, that - clpnd "uac loas slavonic Lhan w‘t&mr
mmam; ghe was (atholie m«:& Uatholioisn 4o inconaistent with tho Senivn of
lave, Coland posorved hor dndesondencs, bepauns ahe f.a.»x' gw unon her rae
cinl unity end cane closer to the eotern mations," uveh 24, Hodorn g

2ig, 19.




OHAPTER IV
SIAVOFHILS , RUSSIAN PANSIAVISTS

It is true that many Russians were interested in the ideae that 'ri-
ganic spread in the seventeenth cdntury, sspecially in those in which he advo-
cated reforma in Russia itself, His idea of Slavonic reciprooity, however, ne¢

ver established itself in Russia. In its place, there grew up anocther conser
also bamed upon the feeling of common kinehip among the Slave, but limited no
exclusivesy to the lavonic peoples of the 6rthedox religion, It wae & kind
reaction against the ‘esternimed reformes introduesd by Feter the Great, and at
the same time a wish to restore the old Yuscovite Russis, with Moscov as the
aapmﬂ,l appealing to Ruesian "mational coetumes, traditions, Orthodox theo.
logy and glorification of Russian past,'2

This was the sc aalldd school of the Hlavophils, who thought that the
civilisation of the Yestern nations had failed, that the Weat was eomplotely
corrupled, and that, therefore, Russis and the Hlavs must not let themselves bﬁ
influenced by the Weat,

/1 The Capital of Russia under the Taars was St, Petersburg,
2 TPeliks Gross, £d,, European ldeclopies, ew York, 1948, 826,
/'3 latimer, fussis end Turkey, 295.

2




Slavophilism had mich in eommon with modern pationalist movements,
1t vwas & movement in Ruesia which ensouraged the wearing of the Bussian natio-
ral dress, and vwhich wented %o bring Russia back %o hor own "Russisn’ attitu.
dos, without the Western influense, I raised the Russian language to a pin.
nacle, as a greater lansuage than German or French, and in any case the only
proper Ianguag,a for all Russians to use,

The dlavophﬁa did not critieies the Orihodox Emmh ’ tm;aua& the
Church was national, The Chureh for then was neither Cresék nor Bymantine; it
was what the m»imvpeo:gln had made ity it was ap integral part off Russian
nétioml «xpmuim.. ‘

The ‘z%lwaphi; movenent in Muesia took shape in s émnt when Ruseia
and the wmip Slav world was fully inetilled with new hopes, fupsia prided
herself in h&ving freed Durope from the Napolsonic yore. The mtiml spirid
and the Mt&m of the Western Slavs was in full bloom; the Balkan Slavs
appeared ggaiii on the h;stariml soons with their strugrle ‘.ifar ;n&cpomms |
and, the maa of ro:mxﬁtin rationalien ware becoming widespread,

| | #léng with the conepetion of the unity among the Slav world, whieh a-
rose from 'téae studies and vorke of European ethrographers, philologists, mﬁ_ 1
writers, Russis also felt the sompelling teachings, proclained end strenghhe-
ned by f.hs Mnch Rwalut.wn, requeating the freedom of ap}grouaed mtions,

. ’l‘hs idea af Panslgvism 'bswl a definite and conorete form in Ruasis,
when, in 1@35, t&mm was 0rggumiwd, among the soldiers i
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groat lav Poderations” later, thers followed, in 1830, the first society of
glavorhile, the .laad&ru of which were Homyakov, Kireyeveki, and the brothers
Akaakov;’ Under the 3lavophils the "Great Slav Idea" assuwed a pesulier Orthol
dox ehamctar,é This group declared that the influence of the est was Fate~
ful to all the Clav races, ocave Lo the Fussiane, They considered that only |
auseia was based upon concord, freadom, and peace, They begam tho apoat.}sa‘
of the idea that the Catholie ilavs must be rescusd from the corruptisn of the
vest and ﬁémght back to Orthodoxy, because Russis and other Slav pecples were
te play an important rele in the hiatory. ‘ffl;m'an exanple of this atiitude, one
san £ind & particular and prophetical appeai for the “lav solidarity in the po}
ens of Hm{y‘akw written in this period. Ha sings to Russia of her duty in held
ping the mumercus "brothers in the Damube wh¥ley, in the Carpats, on the Alps
and on the Balkene, who are waiting the moment when thine [ Russia's] large
wings will protect their wea: heads,"! foresceing that "the brothers will be
reunited, sll great, all fres, and will march victordous sgaingt the enemy,?°
Homyakov's brotherly feelings for the South Slavas were, vp to the end of his
life ,bamed upon the relipgious kinship; he had not identical feelings towards

4 Shaurlo, "From Krizanie to the Slavophils," 3lavonie Review, VI,
333, Benedict H, Suwner, Rusaia snd Panslaviem in the Eighteenseventies, Trang-
actions of Royal Historiecal Sopisty, London, 1935, 29,

5 Novikoff, Skebeleff, 236,

6 J.D. Stojanovio, "The First 3lavophils: Homyakov and Kireyeveki,"
Slavonie and Sest Suropean Heview, London, VI, 1927-1928, 565.
7 Poem "The 3lav Eagles" - Leger, Ltudes Slaves, 211-212,

8 Ibid,, 212213,
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sho other Slave who did not profess the Orthodox religion, becsuse the "Chureh
4g only ons, and its ia Orthodox, "7 !

Kireyevaki was nore systomatic than Homyekov., He tried %o work out
goze sort of compromise, For him "[t)he Ueet nsede not to be thrown aside, hJG

4+ must be supplemented and rmst be given a formulation of Russian principles, ,1(::

Slavophils vere fighting primarily for Russia's return to her own
spiritual indepondence devold of any Yestern influsnces; they were &ammg
an essentially Russian conception and an Russian attempt towards the philomo-
phy and 3”;19‘302‘31‘,. "ie have never walked hand in hand with other nationa, we dau
not belong to any of the great families of mankind, either to the West or to
the Gast; we do not have the tradition of etther,"l This vas the basic ele-
ment of their doctrire, The complete indenendence of Russian spirit was the
first object of their plan, There is, however, no need 4o point out that, wﬂ*
gsuch conoeptions, the “lavophils were even attitbubting to Ruseia « divim nis~
sion, the missio: of liberating the other Slave and grouping them under the

provection of "NHoly Russia.” As long as the Slavophils were busy with the pnI
tioular Russian national problems, they were more or less independent and inod

fengive elements, ‘hen they turned thoir attentien, however, to other peoples

9 Homyakov in his Zssay on the Church, quoted by 3tojanovie, "The
Pirst Slavophile,® 3lavonic Review, VI, 565,

10 Kireyeveki in The Fossibility of New Princioles in .hilosophy,

quoted by Ctojanovic, "The First Slavaphila*:w Zlavopic Review, VI, 571,

11 Chaadeyev's :hilospphical lLetter, quoted by Kuchargewski, lHodern
Dussia, 90, Viliourov, iistoire, II, 769,
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they becams irwolved in political problems and programs advocating the politi-
sal expansion of Russia;’® with the adhersnts asong the elite of the Fussian
gducated class they easily became real exponents of Ruseian expansion.

The mutual repulsion of Busaia and Burope for one ancther is there-
pore to be considered the main element of the Slavephil phileosophy. Associs~
ting Russia must intinately with 3lavdom, and adding the factor of Orthodex
Faith, the 3lavophils found a special religious basis for their conception of
the "Great Slav Ydea" and for Russia's place in it., GEven if, for the Slavo.
phils, Russia had the "Grest Missbon of serving the Slave ,”15 they yet saw
the realisation of this "Great Slav Idea” not in a Union of all Slav nations-
inte one Pedersted Hmpire, of which Russia should be the head--as it was in
the nminds of thé Western Panslaviste-—bul only in a "Greater Ruseis;" and eo
these Slavophils were practically PeneRussiens, One of the Glavophil leaders,
Ivan Aksakov, writes of the Panelaviata:

We consider i3 % anslavism) imposeible, firetly beceuse it would re-
quire the adoption of e single faith by all ¢he sSlav racesj and Catholi-
cism of Bohemia and Poland would bring a hostile foreign element into oue
eomunity, which could not be emalgamated with the Orthodox faith of the
other 3lave; secondly, besause the individual elemsnis of the slavonie
nations must previously be dissolved and fueed into a differently ¢
terised, more poverful, more united and mighty nationality -~ namely
sian; thirdly, beceuse a large part of the Slavonic races is alrwdar o
Pected by the influensce of the barren Yeastern Liberalism, which conflicts
with the ap!.ii‘b of Russian Orthodoxy. FRussia is far more to me than all

the 3lavs, ‘e have beep reproached with indifference 4o all Sla {5 outsie-
do Lthei Puseian Kingdom [aisf); nay, outaide the Greater Russia,

12 Gross, Ideologies, €26,

13 Anton Florovsky, "Dostoyeveky and the Slavonic Juespion,® Slave-
nig and Eagt European Review, London, IX, 1930-1931, 413,

J 14 Quoted by Latimer, Russia and Turkey, 296,

Lo




The Emperor Hicholas, to whose attention Aksakov's opinien was cal~
1ed, thought that

[He] 48 right; for overything elmse is madness, Cod alone can de-

termine vhat 48 to happen in the fur future, Hven if every circumatancs
should sombine to leed up to this [the Panddavie Union], ite accompli~
shment would be the ruin of Russia,’” = :

In spite of the differences between the western Panslavists and the
aussisn Slavophils, the latter are, as far as their feelings towards the rest
of the 3lavonie world are congerned, commonly identified w.ﬁ;h the Panelavists,
There is :i%:) doubt, haﬁewm that anyone speaking of the Ruusim Panslavists,
actually refers to the ‘lavophils in their attitude towards the other Slavs
and towsrds Russia's duties in reference to them,

The attempis M.‘,HWMW 2lavophils to bring the Ggf;halic Foles urder
‘*he Double Grma‘ were without success, for the Poles were not willing to for
get the injustices done to their country; the Croats, Cyeohs, Slovaks, and
Jlovenians, too, did not like the ides of the "Oreater Russia," and were cer-
tainly not too eager to exchange the Habeburg domination for that of the Rus-
sian Tear. The Salvophils, therefore, devoted all their attention to the Bal-
kan Orthodox Slave, Serblans and Bulgarisns, proferring pecuniary aid te young
men who were willing to enter a courass of atudiss at any of the Russian Univerd
aities, and influencing them by publishing a multitude of yémphlo%s and perio~
diocals for their study., They had but ﬁmpam’tiwly little success, howsver, fof.
the majority of their protegees from these countries forgobl too readily that

d 1§ Ibigt




¢ney had enjoyed the asdvantapges of s Russian education and that thay were,
therefora, indsbted to the 3lavophils,lé

In Rugeia, hewsver, the Slavephils were beconing stronger and atrons
ger, and money was abundantly placed at their dispoaition; but bocause the
novemeht did not enjoy the sympathies of sither the Tear or of the Oourt,l’
public opinion necessarily dwindled to a very mild and platonic longing for

the union of all the 5lavonic peoples.

Even if Taar Iicholap I did nol comence the Orimean ‘ar to libera
the Balkan &lmﬁ, as would have been the wiash of the Slavophils, bubt rather ¢4
obtain for Russia the control of the Holy Pleces, yet the Slavophil historian
Héraen mlﬁt«& ite outbresk as the beginning of the Slavonic era, foresseing
Constantineple as the Capital of the United ‘lavs, T‘Em real Capital of the
United ﬁxlwé is ?amtwtiwplc, the Rome of the Zastern C, urch, tha ganter of
all SlavoGroeks," he wrote expecting the triumph of Rusesia as the leadow of
Slavdom and desoribibg the war ae an "introdusione pmestoss o marsiale of the
Jlavonic world to universal hiatary and similtancously uns warcis funebre to
the old world.f}f, The fpet 4s that the Crimean war waspartly influenced by
the Orthodox thurefhta for the masses belleved that they were fighting for Chrish,

16 Francis H, Skrins, The Zxpension of Russia, 1515-1900, Cambrid-
ge (Zngl.), “scond Edition, 2.4,

17 %The Slavophil Party in Rusais - up to the last fow years - has
been caluwaniated, vilifiel®, described as treacheroue to its oath, to its coune
try and ite Smperor, and found anything but support in official 3t, Petersburg
circles,” liovikof, Sigheleff, 23%,

18 <uoted by Kucharmewski, lodern Russia, 140,
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fighting "to free the Christian Slave of the Balkans and the Holy Flaces of
:%19 fhme

onstantinople and derusalen from the unolean hands of $he Mak
s religious axd national charmcter was given toc the war,
Undey the Tear Alexander II, the “lavophil activity had much more 04
a free hand than it had under the reign of Nicholas I; +the official Tsardom,
hawaver;'ramninnd etill suspioclous and disinterested. ‘hen aiaggaﬂﬂr IT com
ceded his people a kind of liberty of the Press, the “lavophila came Zorvard
at once to essert thelr clalme Yo public attention and oomeiderntion, Their
attitude towards Jest did not chaunge, but besame even stronger :
The [the “esternees] never forpet. . . that between Tussia and the
Weat there can be no alliance, neither for the sske of interssts, nor
for the saire of principles, thal in the .est there exists not a single
tendency which would not conspire against ussia, especially against her
future, and ¥wh :Lc"“ would not try Lo harm uws, And this is wly the only
naturel policy of Rusesie towards the liestern Powers rust be not an Alli-
ance with one or the other of these powers, but dis-upion, division of
them, becsuse only when they ars divided among thewselvee do they cease
to be hestile to us - because of impotence, amnd,of course,never bacause
of conviction: This severe trubh will perheps shock the tender mauia,
but in the and this is the law of our existeonse as a itribe and as an o
plre, and the only way of ignoring this ie to cease to be lussian,
Th@kﬁiavaphila for-ed a so-called lational Party, the pragram of
which was twofold:s 4t advocated and anti- estern attitude in home policy, and]
the "Great Slav Idea® in the foreign poliecy. These 2usesian Fanslavists with
their ides of the absorbtion of all the 3lavenic nations into the fueeian, wow
ro proposing this idea on the gzrounds of a bond of union which could be acoep~

table by sll Slave, Ae the Crihodox Church was the 3tate Chureh in Huesia,

19 atephen Grahan, lear of Fresdo:: the lLife and Reipn of Alexandey
11, dew Haven, 1935, 185,

20 Tyutchev to his sister, guoted by Gross, Ideolozies, 849,
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und it was socepted also by the Balkan Slavs, it was believed that the Urtho-
dox religion would be the best medium for such union, This idea wae larrely
publicised, it@#aa supported by the Russian clergy, and it assumed large aguﬁf
thies, including many personalities of the State and Covermment,

The imeliate aobject of the slavorhile was to find & usslan solutidh
to thé problems of nationel 1life, and then to obiain the emanecipation of gll
other Slave, bringing thew under Tussian protection, Ioth aim@ HOre VOIy 6rm
thusiastically accepted by the sublic opinion in Ruseia, Iynerous students
end scholare were continuocusly iovited from other Zlavie sozmt.rias to visit
ausela, end to study Russian custons end the Russla langvage. The patriots
all over the Zmpire were instructed to organize suitable raceptinms for these
“31avonie;ﬂaesﬁa," and a Congraaa was sugseated in which the ‘interests and the|
problens of "brother nations" would be ¢onsidered and where the hopea and suf-
forings of their "Great Comwon Fatherland® would be discussed,

To such an enthuslastic atmesphere in which the llavophils now ope~
rated, aleo higher official eircles could no losger resmain indifferent; the

saigg Gorrespoudence, a !linisterial jowrmal, stated in Apr&l 18673

It can not reascnably be exjpected of us thet we should dony our past
#e shall, therefore, allow our puesis to consider that they are visiting
a sistor nallion from whom they have everything to expect and nothing to |
fear, We will listen to their grievances, and the recitel of their woess]
will only serve to draw them closer to uas, Il they chooss to ¢coupare
their political state with our own, we shall certainly not be foolish es
to persunde them that they only enjoy conditions which are the most favow
rable to Slavonic development, These conditions, we believe, on the cone
trary, to be very hard ones, e have already sald so, a hundred tives,
and we are ready to sepeat 1,2

o

31 3553&53 crragganggngg April, 1867, as quotmd by uulian Klaomka
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A Congress was summoned for May 1867 in Moscow, and sthongraphical

sxposition was to be organized at the same Line,

ThaAﬁmperar and the Empress offered econasiderable sums to defrey the
expenaes of the undertaking, the Grand Duke Viadinir sccepted the post
honorary predéident; the highest dignitariee of the Chureh and the itate
undertool its direction, The warmest appeals were addreseed to the 3ls
of Auetria and Turkey, to their warious historieal, geographical or othe
sclentific societiss, urging them to contribute, by numerous deputations
to the masnificence of the exhibition; and a whole oloud of emissaries
overspread the countries of Danube and the Balian in quest of acdhe~
rents, samples and 'types',“®

féQV%n&y-fiv§i¢a@uti¢sa5 represented all the “lavic nationalities
from Austria-lungary and from Turkey., There were no Folee at the Uongress,
sause thoy did not forget the Ruseian attitude towards Poland during the last
years, Bangueta end the receptions were offered in honor of the delerates in
i4, ‘etersburg, and the Congress was hailed ss "the day 1uq£ arrived, when thef
slavonian races unite for the comoon wslfmra.”gh The Bmperor Alexander hime
solf weloomsd the deputies as "brothers Slavonians," and the delepates acolal-
med the "Great Slavonic Power whose oreative task . . . is in the Zurcpean
unat.”fgﬁ Tt was decided that & Congress should be held each two yesrs in or-
der to discuss the problems of Jlavonic reciprocity, It was also decided thab]

8 publishing oompany should be formed in order to strengthen the intellectual

22 Klaoczke, Iwo Changellers, 272,

25 The number of deputies and nations represented in reported dif.
ferently by the different suthors., The sbove mmber is given by lovikof, ko

ﬁlegg 8112.

24 Bohenian delegate to the Congress, Rieger, as quoted by Hovikef,
’k—@m }-ﬂ ; ,%2;« rY

v 85 Serbian delegate, quoted Ibid,, 242-243,
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gontacts of the lavonis nations; and, uoreover, that a per;manent Comoittes
should be organimed in Moseow o act @s a link between the various Slavonis
org&nizﬁ‘biﬂm.aé It was felt that

{h tlhe Slavonic question must be solved by the Slavonians themeslves, and
efly by Ruseia, Ruesia $s no longer Russis, It is Slavonia, ney, Paj-
slavonis, The resources at her disposal are not material but moral, Slas
vonic Russia id no menane to civilismtion, but only prepares Zurope for
witnensing the reunion of the Slavonic fanily, The first blow in the
great atruggle must be the cutting through the Eastern knot,27

Officlally the Government did not do anything for the Congress, The
Chancellor, Prince Corchakov, on one occasion remarked: "The Russisng weleo~
med you so heartily to their country that there rermined nothing for the CGo.-
verment to ﬂs."ag In spite of the officiaml indifference of the Uovernment,
the linister of the Public Instructien, Count Tolstoy, found an excuse %o par-
tisipate t.ca a f‘ormi i‘eaeptim where he uaidt |

Yo have simoly some together as Northern, Southery, Cestern and Ve
etern Slavonians, You have been lead here by the impulse of your hearts
by the corsciousnsas of the brotherly ties binding us together, The tie
o the history of a thousand years, the ties of blood, language and the
Panslavistic idea have asserted their rights. let us strenghlon those
ties by the unity of speach and the oreation of a cormon soience, The
scientifioc study of the Russian lenguage is impossible without the study
of 3levonic dlalects, just as the study of the “ussian history ie income
plete without the insizsht into the simultanecus developrent of related
pations, The ties between you and us, therefores, are not along phyeloal
but almso moral and epiritusl, Ias there anybody sceptical ehough to doud
the durability of these ties, to doubt that Providence has a grand Pfutuy
in store Tor the Great Slavonio Hace?29

26 Albert Mousset, Le Monde Slave, Faris, 1946, 46,
27 Serbian delegate, quoted by Hovikeff, ﬂzo:om‘,hgf, 243,
28 Ibid,, 242,

29 Quoted Ibid., 244-245,
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The epirit of the Congress vas interpreted by Tyutchev:

Weloome, thice weleoms, oh brothers of the four quarters of the ‘la-
vonie world] The family feast is offered to all, ot as strangers, but
as gsuests you are here, Tou are at hore, In luesia every Slav is at how
me, liore at home often than in his own eountry, where, alas! he ie often
ruled bya forelgner, and where it is a crimc to be a Zlav, Severed long
by envious fate, we have never ceaged to bs ore nation, the sons of ong
mother. For this the world cennot pardon us, Hut as you will never de-
sert Russia, Wesia will never desert you. The world dreads the thought
of all Slave standing togother, and aadre@ainp dt as one, It had injured
and insulted us sc long, the umemory of wrongs will never be offaced fron
our hearts, At the awalking of Slavonio self-consciousnsss it trembles
and dreads the judgnent of God, The treatment accorded us for senturies
has not ceased, (ur brethrsn assembled here stillbear traces of thely anp
clent wrongs, . . . Selief in Divine Justice will never be @xtinguished
in our hearts, vhatever may be the sacrifices demanded of us. OCod lives,
and the cry "All hail the Tsar liberator!®™ will some day be heard far bew
youd the Rusocian Pontier,

In su&h an atmosphere, Snaaianu, saloulating on th&'&mpﬁﬁub Ao re-
ception had made on the delegates and on their aonneptioa,a¢ the groatnﬁsa and{
the glory of Russia, proposed that a resolution be passed to the effect that
all JSlave adopt wssian as their literary language., This had an irrediate
8hilling effect upon the enthusiesm of the delegates who did not acree with
such & proposal. The Cgechs thought it would be necessary to discuss such a
propositin in a common mecting of all the educated classes of the diffaranx‘nai
tionm, The Jerbians absclutely excluded such a possibility decause they con~
sldered thét the political, scientific and moral progrses among the Alavenic
nationa eould be achieved only through esch nation's own language. Only the
Bulgarians were in favor of the proposition, declaring that they would be glad
t0 ncoept Russian for their literary languagn;51 Hanoce, because these Russian

30 Ibid., 243-244,

31 _Vladislav Zavie, °
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aime weres too particular the Congrsss had no other results than the establi-
ghment of the Slavie Bsnevolent Societies throughout the Russian E“lmgirt,‘ with
the main centers in Mosoow, b, Petersburg, Cdessa, and thm.% These Soci-
etion, oven though of a mere pml&zzthrapieal chaémtar, begame neuroligical
ganters from which subseguently originated estinmulil i‘mﬁ fuasian anbition in
the Balkans, Sush aociéties have sinoe played, moreover, an important and
e”ficient part in Hmeim Poreign palim faiﬁ they forwed a skeleton organi-
gation wﬁia}: could be rapidly expanded éhauhl the e¢ircumstances be favorsble,
Fence, "besiauu the rigid Huscovite pabriotisnm t’imy now Liad, what they never
hed before, powerful supporters in both the yinter Palace, and the Anichov
Falace, and powerful allies in a new stream of anti-foreigners pouay."‘?’a

After hte Congress of Yoscow, the est and South “lavs at 1lmst rea-
lized the éxact neaning of Russian Fanslavism, They becane z:zcré critical and
less susaeptible to the idea of the "Oreat ‘other Slavia," for they had seen

that the Tussian Tanslavists did not want a federated union of all Slav mﬁgonr

Julian Klezko, "le Congres de Yoscou et la Propagande Panolaviste,® Revue dee
Dewx londes, Faris, L7YI, September 1867, 162,

%2 A similar body, a Benevolent Conmitiee, was already set wp in
18571858, in loseow, with the approval of the Tear Alexander 1T, with the
anim of assisting the Ilave South of anube 4o "Gevelop their religious, educa-
tional end other national institutions and of bringing young Slave to Russia
to be dducated.” Iis work was almost entirely coneentrated upon the Bulgars,
From the beglnning it was closely connected only with the Church dignitaries,
receiving assistance from them in Voscow and in the provinces., Later it foumd
a good backing also in the Asiatic Department of the Moreign (fTice, by whieh
it was supposed to be controlled, Suwner, ussia @% Yanglavign, 20, David

Harris, 4 Siplomatic History of the 3alkan Crisia, 1875-1E7C, London, 1936,

35 Sumner, Hussig and Panslavig~, 30-31, Yinter Palace was ihe re-
€idance of the Teary Anichov Palage wes the Feadquarter of the Foreign m&m{
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a8 they did, but only & Crester ‘ussia, In reference to this the Csech hi-
,torﬁ.an falaciy wrote, ex*mssim' the feelinge ol the Ozecha:

reople in Zurcpe as well as in Husaia, have various opinions as to

the relationa of the Ruesiane with other Slavonisna. Joms Russlansg ré-

serd these relations as proofs of a certain platonicilove anong the Sla-

vonien mations; others believe the Slavoniauns will fuse with the Russiadss

others that all the 3lavonien nations -mset be united, These last assert

~ that all “lavonians rmet become Mwoians, Thedr fanslavisn i consequend
tly Pan-wussianm,

’ 1 answor every one and’all thus: - The Ozechs have Foupht for their
ratioral individmality wore then a thousand years, and et the cost of imd
mesurable sacrifices have naintained it, llow they will not sacrifioe it|
for the salre of some doubtful promise. This is aleo the case with all oq
ther “lavoniane, end especiamlly with those el the South, (ur own langusd
ge vwe shall never give up; we shallnever sacrifice our own literature,
The chizera of one covvion tongue for all Slavonians will for ever remain
a ohizera and nothing more,. The Cgechs will be their own masters; t}g
Cgachs will neer be Russian subjeohl; to this we shall never apree,

The Congress of Yoscow did not remain unobserved, and itz eventual
success wes ratler undesirable to Toreign observers. The lation of Septenber
19, 1867, atated in an editorials

"nssia vho for the last ten year has heen biding her tirme, hae bee .
come perfectly eware, . . 'hat there is no hope of doing anything against
the Turks by =eans of a religious crusade, 7“he has hecew® awnre, NOret
ver, that the Orcexs will not serve her purpose, and that i eshe is to
et hold of Tonstantinonle, she 'mist put a mightier Torce in movement thah
oither Helisnisn or Crthodoxy., “he has thersfore, given up raiigioua AN
thusismem and has botalten herszelf to Panslavisn . . . .

‘ussian enlssaries swars on both aides of the lamube, preaching thﬂ
unity of the Slavonic race, and in addition 4o this thet ell ‘lava are

Bels Hijatovies, "Panslavisn,® Fortnightly Review, London, XIV,
1873, 111, ‘

The Delpgrade Yidoy ian, of November 12, IC ,:2, COmeT mmg the Palac~
ky'es noint of view, expressed tle orbian feelingm: "Our reders inow well thal
ws have never ceessd to point out the absurdity of fanalavien, The voice of | -
Palacky is ithe vwoice of the whole Ugcchian nation; and vhat the JUgechs con -
dexn as dangerous, no other Alavonian nation will accept., Alter this condem
mation the ranslavic idea will linger on like e dying fimme in the brains of
sone idealists or some egotists of a peeulisr kind, Ihid.
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Russians, Newepapers of the propagation of these doctrines, and publi-
shed in fussian, have been established in Bohemia and Uungarys and Slav
deputations from all parts of the Continent have been invited to 3t. Few
tersburg, and susptuously entertained at banquets at which the political
unification of the race was preached me e sacred daty. In faot, the Fand
elaviat theory has now become a revelaition,
sfter the Ruesian Fenslavists had ssen thet the Congress of 1867 had)
pot the outcome that they expected, they adopted a new line of tactice, basirng
their propaganda on the want of harmoﬁy. They started emphasizing the danger

of disappearing of the emall Slavic nations, for, they meintained, only the

great States were able to maintain their politieal position, "It e Providen-

¢e vwho will lead all the 3lavonian nations, even against thelr will, if it rmus |
be, to unite with the Iseian, and form one and the same Great Empirm;“ ir :::r
they shall becoue Germana,56 The Yestern 3lave did not succumb to these a@peul
ling fuscian arguments, and pursued their own progrem unalded, trying to ob-
tain from the Austrian Govermment the conoessions they wanted, creating thus a
kind of new thoory of the "Austrowilaviem, which , . . caused so ruch disillu-
sloment 4o our Russian 31ava9hiln.“57

The Slavophil argpument which warned of the danger of Jermanimation,
had much more offect on the Jouth 3lavs, whese original superstitious inolina-
tions had been strengthensd by their long contect with the Turkish fatalists,
The Serbs and Bulpgariane were tharafnre much more susoeptible to the Rusaian

influence and concluded: "If we are fated to lose our national individuslity

3 "The Fanslavist iiovement in Fastern iurcpe,” The lation, lew
York, Septeuber 10, 1067, 233,

56 lijatovice, "Fenslavies,' Fortnightly Beview, K1V, 111

57 Roman, baron Rosen, Fg;&g Iears of Diplomacy, liew York, 1922, QAJ
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weo would ‘rather become Russians, who are also Slavonians, than Germans, who
pave been the eroules of the Ilavonians all the tima‘”56 3uch circunstancos
undoubtedly offered the best opportunity for the esteblishment of Ruseian in-
fluence among the louthern 3lave, and thus fussis has been led to congentrate
her attention on the Balkans, glwving to her aims of predoxinance a purely naw
tionalistic character.

In Russia public opinion pgrew contiruously in favor of the Panslge

yist idea; 4t was stizulated by eontinual reports on Turl:ish misrule over
Balkan 3$riatiana; it grew eapecially after tho publication of two works:
pion off the Eaatern Zuestion, by Ceneral Rostislav Fadeyev, and ‘ussin and Sue
rope, by Iicholas Uanilevekii, Botb worka ajpeared between 1869 gnd 1E71 and
both articulated the Taith and hopes of ranslavisn,

In Yadeyev's work the ¢ld Zastern -jucstion had becone a Jlavic lues-
tion., The ehief eneny of ‘lavdom and the barrier to Fussian advancs in Turizey
vas Augtria, hecause shé knew that she could conbrel her 3lavs only as long as
Turkey\held heras ocusequently, the Tastern uestion could be solved only 4n
Vienna, and the only way, then,to Jonatantinople, was through Vianna.39

Por Danilevsicii, it was Hﬁaaia*a obligation to sssume the leadership
in the strusgles CTor freeing tha osprossed hreth!ﬂn; it was to be warfare s
gainet Austria and Turkey, both bitter ememies of the slavdou, His Bugsis and
§9£ggg contained the most radical formmlation of the Yanslavisl prograz, based

on the opinlon thal every Alwelan is a born Fanslavist:

38 tvijatovies, "lanslavign," Fortnichtly Jeview, XIV, LI73, 112,
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%ooner or later, whether we want it or not, the fight with Zurope
[or at least with the greater part of it] is inevitable, and it will be
& Pight because of the astern ‘uesiion, thet iz, for the freedom and in.
dependence of the Slave, for the posaeswlﬁn of Teargrad [Ponstantimople;
for everything which in the opinion of Zurope revresents an obieet of 1
legitinste Russian ambitions and which in the opinion ol every Fussian
worthy of Lnatknawe roepresents the inevitable demand of ?ussia‘s histo-
rical liission, 0
In the Pield of foreign political relations, lanilevalzii clained
aussia shovld unite all the ulavs, 1f nobt under her sceptre, 2t least under
her hepemony; Constantinople, morecver, should beco-e the Japital of the fus.]
gian fmplire and at the sawe time ilhe Sapital of the future lavonie ?aderationﬂ&
A hostile attitude towards Jurope, the contresting of Pussia and
| 3lavdon ﬁiﬁh the nations and civiligations of the .esi, the emphaéia lasd upony
relizion as the rmain foree in the history of the Slave and of the Russisn peo-
ple~-allibhese viewpoints are coron %o all Slavophil writers. Dostoyevsky
was ecnvinéed that Suseia "will not have had and never has had such haters,
enviers, slandereprs and even enenies, as all these llavonic tribes, as soon ss
Russia shell have libereted them and hurope ggreed Lo recogaize their indepen-
dence,”? But he also pointed oub that the solution of the Zastern tuestion
and of the Slavdom "is essentially the solubtion of the Qsatinias of the Ortho-
dox Faith;" for hin “muesie had & historical pight %o uonsiaatinnple, becauvse

she was the leader of the Dastern | arld.&?

40 Ticholas J. Danilevakii, Jossia i ivrope, Fourth Zdition, Jt.
Petersburg, €09, 474, Gross, Ideolopies, wi%, :

41 Tho ms G, -esaryk, The Zpirit of Russia, trans, Gden and Cedar
Feul, Londom, 1812, I, 291-29%, ’

k2 Florovsky, "lostoyevsky end the Slavonic ‘uestien,” Jlavenie

L
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During the years which fellowed, the work for Slavic Yelfare ard ue
nity was cerried on by the Benevolent Sosjeties, ilotives for the gifts and
sonbribdutions werc various, becauso some “participant wers generous enthuai-
asts; soze were onenies of the Lcclident; some were apostles of Crthodoxy;
some were covert champions of usslan Imperidlism, 41l thoze wmotives, howeveq,
sanotioned a propaganda of words and deeds among Southern 51&vs.“a3

In spite of its natiomai and religiocus creed, lavophilisn conbinue
to be rogarded with mistrust by the officlal Covernmsnt, and was suspected as
having demagozic tendencies, Tharnks to the events in the Balkans, howaever,
and %o the continuous new of the Turkish wniasruvle over the Christians, Slavo-
philism began gaining strength, litile bpy litile, even at the sourt of Ale-
xander 11, whers it found supporters also in the estrict entourage of the Eme
press and of the Tsarevich Alexander,

It was only in the eighteen-seventies that the “lavorhil movement
succeded in gaining & strong hold on Hussian publie opinion, The suceesful
ingurrection in Josnia end Hergegovina, in 1875, and the bloody rep%esaion of

the Bulgarian usrising, in 1876, caused en ever~inoreasing interest for the

Rugsian publiogmkylv in the cause of the lavs in the Lear Eastg“& Publie

opinion, led by the Slavophil writers, katkov, Aksskov, and others, vwas daaplq
interssted in the fate of the oppreesed Christian populetions, and the press
sharply oriticised the indolence and indifference of the Coverrment and even

of the Tser and caused finally the Russian entry into the war with Turks, IBT?u

5% tarrie, ! matic History, 38.

B Grohan, Tear of Freedom, 198,




The attitude of the 3lavophils during this period, their direct ine

gervention in the confliet, and their influence on Russien declarstion of war,
will be discuesed in the Chapiey on Penslavist influence on Rugsisn foreign pod
1icy«

As Alexander III was congidered a Slavephll himself, having been un-
der thelr inf'lueme » his aacension to the Russian throne, in 1871, epensd the
hopes of a new sucoessful ers for the “"Great Slav Idea‘ami for the apread of
the 31&%}&&1&1 ideas in genetal, @ven if Pmlavim, in the' mly sightesn-se-
venties s mn atill of sone interest, and cauped sone rwwre, especially in
mm», vhore thay were lnakmg towards Rusais es & helpmate in the “‘mneh
strugsle againa{. Germany, it wae yet in e declining state, end 1€ did nob, wm
ta:ln]y, gmw .’m the sense in whigh it was iz}iﬁfmmdo%

¥ith the opening of the new century, however, and. aapecially after
the ﬁaﬁrom‘&ion of 190%, & nev tendency becams noticeable in Russia, Commeg.
tions with other Slavs were renewed after an elapse of many years, but this £
ms the Poles were ;&h" being teken into consideration., The idea was not a do-
velopnent of the Jlavophil thecries as represented by Homyakeov, Uireyevsky, the
Akgakov brothers and Danilevskii., It was mot given the old, and somehow ab-
atract aﬁd mystical idea of a special 3lav mission, A more practicel outlook
for i cultural, political and econonical commonwealth, based on the kinship of
of*the Slavic nations, weo gainipg territory. The need of a cultural union wae

sonsidered much more important than any other conception, and it was stressed

4 Sumner, History of Russia, 235-236,
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at the Conferenss of 1907, ab 3€* Peteraburg, and the Gongranawn in Frague,
1906, and Sophia, 1909..1"5‘ | '

These Congresses rosulted in the promunciation of sueh solemm de-
‘clarations as: "The Slave must afford sash other help and must regard them-
golves as aqmi mémbers of the Great Slavenic fomily," and ’;Evety “lavonie
pation must, ..; be enmbled to develop its individuality frﬁély, independgn.
tly and onits;oun-ﬂay. . ; ." ete, DBut, what was more 1mpqrtant, WALy rasos
lutions wﬁrbyaaéeptad* The foremost ¢oncerned q,aommoulgéliny between the
various Slﬁv accadenias and learned sccieties; other propositions related to
the preparation df a gereral Congress of dlaviste, an edition of slav Authroe
pology, and the vreparation of & Jlavonie ‘neyclopsedia and of & go-mon flay
Dietionary. Emphasis was given to the interchangs of scisntific books, schow
lare and atudeh‘ta; a Olav Book Fair and a cosmon organization of Theatree
wag proposed; no politieal program, however, was laid down;47 The noet en-
thusiast defender of ﬁhiﬂ leo-Fanslavien was a Czech, Ur, Yarel Kramar, and
the mein purpese of his fight was to bring a reconciliation between Peles and
Russians, heaause for him "no oppressor of other Slava is a Slav." This Neow
Panslavign d4id not insist on the C(rthodoxy, and as such had no econcrete infly.

ence neither in Russia itaself, nor on the Balkan élavm.&e

4 v.7. Zoboev, "The Hlave aiter the var,” Slgvonic and lmat “uro-
pean Review, London, VI, 1927-1928, 201301,

47 Ibid., 291-22,
42 Bumer, listory of ‘uasis, 236-238,




OBAPTER V
BALKAN UPRISINGS

The first pecple in the Balkans who tried %o rugaia their old free-
p ware the %rba.l Taking the &gpwbxmiw of the Janissa~

ries :mnlwum mimt the Sultan in the Province of Belgrade, wh&ah sulminad
ted in 1804, the éwbm, whose spirit of mumlity and of pm!{s glory had
baen mﬂmimé by the Ottonan rule for four hm&ﬂd years, started their
right for independence under the leadership of Karsgeorge,

As they wore aware that it would be very difﬁmlt, if not impossi.
ble, for them 4o fight alone againet the Turkish armies, ﬂwy addreseed m
solves first to the Austrians, seying that they sould not and would not e -
main any longer under the Turkish yoke, and that they wished %o come under thel
rule of Austrian Impsrisl Fouse: Zvorything ie ready to ask the Smperor to
sond @ Frinse as the ruler of the country, If Austria could mot stand for
thia, the ‘ﬁw"bt #ill have M. addrens mmzm, even with not with plessure,
to another Christian Power in order to fres thenselves of the foreign oppres-

1 leopold won Rane, The History of & apd the Servian .
&3».%’ tmwiatad Hra, Alexander Xerr, Imaﬁen, 18 :5. Robert U, ﬂat.m-mtum, ,
Rise of Nationalid in the Belkans, London, 1917, 21-43, Ferdinand “ehe-

b at.ox " 45 kan Peninsula, Hew York, Revised Eﬁiﬁiﬂh, 1628,

319—-5@ Bir 3. Arthur Hariott, 3%"’2? ,&gggm, Historjoal Study of
Arop ;’ Mplomscy, Cxford (mng'l,. s 1 s
52
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sion,*2 The Viennese Government, however, desided nob %o help the insurrecti.
onists, and suggbsted that they continus %0 subnit themselves to the Turkish
authorities, There was slready at that time in Serbia & group of psople who
possessed wirong pro-Russian and Anti-iustrian feelinge, vhich were based upen
religious m& raoial kinship. The exporente of this group mw gmd thet Au-
gtria %‘ei‘!mld ﬁo‘i&iiy their insurrection and t&mnhimd Rmaiﬁ ‘boosuse they bad
slvays t.hmgm Wt tm&:- salvation ﬁﬁm only from Rmaim %o uupt ade |
dress ourseives to Russia! ~ The White Taar will help us- ndved*? |

| & mgwr. 1804, thewsfore, the Serbians applied to Muh for halpu
The Tear wae mf. averse Lo listening to the Serdian w;um%m, but because of
his own peliey mm mw, he advised the Serbs to mhmiﬁ their wishes di.
rectly %o ‘the mm, und pronised that m Russian Anﬁmmdﬁr at ommtm .
ple uwld be muthmt.cd to insist upon the scceptance of tha Serbian requests,
Therupon, %hu Jerbians wat s mission %o can-mmopm, aarly in wbﬁ, d
their dawamlt vere really backed by a noampmwmn Fussian pressure on the
torte, prﬁpmms o the Porte an ms»mmu Ml&am& The Sultan PrO~
miged the mmnm refores, but he ves mmly mzaoriaing, mtmlly axpeeting
+hat his t«mp& mld repress the uprising before the aanmwim ‘would be
granted, Fnr, m»u already had deon planning for a long t«m Lo take defin
nite mm in the Balkans, despite her promises to Austria, and despite the

2. 8piridion Gopoevia, M und ;aegbm von 1E04 1804 - 1915, Musn
shen, 1916 154 oo

> Indd., 27,
4 W; g& ‘ﬁ&ﬁ.zx_ ﬁ m) 93’"%&
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fact that the fussian armies were already busy enough ﬂgming with Prussia
sgainst the French, The Turkish hesitetion did not pleass the Tear, and on
peveriber 27, 1606, the Russian troops, under the cowmnd of Gemeral Prosoro-
visky, mﬁtm *kbt Danubian Principalities without a muhfut‘im of Var. BEven
ghough the %vbim weore practically vietorious, 'hwi‘ing in thu mm dym-»
tod the mmmx smiu in Serbis, they were for the Pirst tine united with t!m
Ruseians in a comson fight against the Turks, A% this tice me ovents
wore rapidly changings the Alllanse of Tileit, betwsen Empmrl‘hp«a}.m and
Tsar Alexander I, interrupted the Russe-Turkish var with a truse, f;m oon -
fliet amam&;n 1809, and Pinelly ended with @m‘i‘mﬁy of Bucharest, in
1812, ‘mi 'me lef the Seybians really to the mercy of Tmmm reprisals
vhich led de another %rhian uprising under Milos ﬂbmnwi,ﬁ, in 1&15: m Mﬂ. |
ts fhslly aw to sonceds suthenomy to Serbia, bdut di& not do so until 1621,
when the &s.ffiaulnﬂ bagan with the Oreeks, The Convention of Ackerman, in )
1626, made Jerbis almost gompletely euwtonomoms, and gave Russia a form of pro-
tectorate over the new Prineipality,” ¥ith the Treaty of Adrianople, in 1629,
the terms of the Ackerman Comnvention were oonfirmed, Jerbia's authonomy was
definitely achieved in 1830, when Milos Obrenovic was Wgnms an the h&m .
d.itar;g; i’driéaa of Serbia also by the ?amu& | | |

iy A wan*qﬁite diffioult to ashisve stabilimation of the fnternal eon~
dition in ;ﬁerb&a. The Sultan had, by the right of sovereignty, e continuous

5 1Ibid., 2%5. Noradounghian, Jecueil, II, 116-127,

8 %m‘“ﬂ%l@n' m _& SRRaOTR WY 58“'3{:}90 va’-ll’ d
insule, 321-323,
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gontrol over the young Principality, Austris and Russial both wanted to hamul
an influential pert in the Serbian politioal orientstion, A systematic apd |
regular evolution of internal political life waa therefore rather diffisult,

especially becauss of the internal struggle betwsen the tuo national dynastiss

the Houss of Obyenovich and ths House of Xarageorgevich. In 1842, the rule o
4he Obrsminh‘ﬁm vae ropkead by the rule of the Km.g;ézgwmh family, Ag
msia was opposed to the new Prince ,&umn&ar, he felt hirself forsed to as-
oapt the &ubtt-un influence, In the f&amwmrk&ﬂx war oft 1555, Serbia was in :
a di0fisult pwiﬁm, for she wao a vassal state af Turkey, anﬁ emid Mm :
boon um& to fight on the side of the Turks againat %sai&:ms yot, being unw
der the MGim protection, and because of her recial and feligious kinship, .‘
m folt that she should be on the side of Russia, On the advise of &aiiﬁ,_
however, she remained neutral, becsuss tha ‘.l‘urks were ready to grant her pri-
vilegen my,.? Bwen theugh Russidn influence upon the Frinse end his Court
declined further after the Crimean lar, he was not able to sontrol the feelingp

T

of the mmesses whioh continued to romain agltated and influenced by the pro-Rup
sisn agents.l The Obrenovich House wae rectored egain in 1659, and Prince Mi-
ghael brought from exile the western soneeption on sovereignty; because af

the firm attitude of Prince Hichael Chrenovich, the last Turkish garrison with}
drew from Berbia in 1867, After the essasination of Prince Michael, in ‘Laéﬁ,

7 Prince lamarovich~lirebelianovich, The Servian People, &
Glory snd Destiny, with the eollaboration of Princess Lmumieh-ﬂrabal
vich (Zleaner Calhoun), lew York, 1910, 1I, 667-688,

& Seton-iatson, Rise of latiovality, 39-40, Sehevill, Inlkan Pep-
insula, 323-326,
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yhen his suceessor Milan Obrenveich was still under age, Serbia tried to inti*a*h»
duce & constitutional reform; she succeded despite Russian opposition to the
gmendment which she considered dangereus to her influence.” The adeption of
the nev constitution was econsidered a suscessful dieplay of Austrian influensel
onee of age, Prince Milan, led by his foreign minister Ristich, tried to main~
tain a balanse bhetween Rusaia snd Austria, Am? s visit 4o Tear Alexander 11|
vhich was oonsidered e hoatile act towards Austria, he also paid a visit to Em}
peror Francis Joseph and thus "soerested” the mistals, Thus, indedd, Serbisn
foreign policy then remained under the joint influence of the lLeague of Three
Emperors who were anxious %o maintain the Status gquo in the Balkans,}O

The insurrection of 1875, which stared in a remote villags of Horge-
govina, was the beginning of a general uprising which eventually spread to Bow
nia and Bulgaria, The insurregtion was aided by Serbis and Montensgro snd oaud
ved the Russo-Turkieh war of 1877, Public opinion in Serbia was for open supw
port of the fight for freedom in Bosnia and Hergegovina, Pringe Milan him»w

was opposed to any intervention, and this attitude was supported at the time
both Austris and Russia, The maltreatment of the Serbian traders in Boonis a
the grest mumber of fugitives from Bosnia and Hersegovina who wers becoming a

9 "Instead of wasting her energies on internal administrative re-
forme, Serbis, it was @rged by Puesdn, should devote herself entirely to the
task of strengthening her intermationsl position, of sourse nob for the sake
of Serbia, but for the sake of the role which Serbia was destined to play in
the Russian plans for opening of the traits," Vaso Trivanovieh, *Serbia, Bus<
2ia mnd Austris during the rule of Milan Obrenovich, 1868-1878," Journal of
iodern History, Chicago, III, March-December 1931, &1 '

10 Ibid., 425-h26,

»
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purden for the Serbian State, gave Serbia an official excuse of declaring, to-
gethor with Montenegro, war on Turkey, on Juns 30, 1876, without any approval
from Rusa:i.aau Turkey was stronger than was expeoted, and Prince Milan had %d
ask the help of the foreign Powers, Bedeuss of the pressure which these Fo-
wers exercised upon Turkey, pescs was signed on ?abmry a&, 1877, on the ?:u»
sis of a status quo arte.}2 In the meantime the situation in Tussis was betng
go controlled by.almsphi:i Anfivence that she, under the pressure of public o
pinion, on April 2%, 1877, declared war wupon ‘i’urkey,v In srder to comply with
the subsequent Russian requests, Serbia began, m;mmbn 13, 1877, a seceond |
war with Turkey, without, however, h&vm& ssoured from Russia any promises oconf
gerning the territories which she was to receive in case of vietory, The Tre-
aty of San Stefuno gave practieally nothing to Serbia in the way of Mrri%riw
sl expansion, becauee Russis did not want to offend the Austrian pretensions,
The Serbe protested, but the Russien Goverrment was frank ehough to admit thayf
the Russian and Bulgarisn interests wers firet and those of “erbis only 56G0N-
dary; after all, Bulgerie would ensure their road %o Constantineple.> At
the Berlin Conference the Serbisn requests were supported by Austria, for the
exchange of granting Austrian influsnce in Serbia, Serbis was proolainsd a

- 11 Serblan Poreign Minister Ristich thought that the best policy wap
to confront Ruseis with a falt accompli: "If we attempt to bargain. . ., she
¥ill foree us to do her will; 4F we confront her with a fait w, vwe may]
drav her after us, . , our defest more surely than our victory would bring Rust
sia out of her yeserve and would foree her to take a hand in the development,®
Slobodan Jovanovie, Yiada Milena Obrenovica, 1668-1889, Beograd, 1926, 1,310,

12 Trivanovich, "Serbia, Russia and Austris," Journsl of Modern Hi~
story, 111, 435-436, Jovenovie, Vlads Milars Obrenovies, 1, 366-369,
13 lagarovish-lirebelisnovich, Servian Fgople, 705706,
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govereign country, but received only some two hundred square miles of new
serritory, ¥ |

The question of Dosnis and Hermegovina and of their pacification wasl
decided in such a way that they were put under Austriamn sdministraticn. The
papulwbian’wa sertainly dismayed to see their hopes for libertise now dﬁniné,T
for they foresaw that they will be put again under a foreizn ruler, and that
their fight for freedom had not results, Austrie-Hungary had, howsver, to conp
front a strong opposition of the whole population of Bosnia and Herpegovina,
and the osocupation wae completed enly after f’cui' mrs of sontinuous ewﬂi@irs

After the Berlin Congress, the Austrian influsnse on the Serbian pow
1itics grew even greater, Frince Milan was profoundly disappointed in Russia
and her ineingerity towsrds Serbia; he threw himself ¢ompletely under t!u;.prar
tection of Austria, obtaining even a promise of armed support of hie throne hy
Austria, under the terms of u Secret Conventisn, eoncluded June 28, 1681}6 On}
March 3, 1882, Serbia was proclaived a Kingdem, |

The internal situation of Serbis was all but satisfactory, A sense
of insecurity prevailed, and the atwosphere was quite favorable for various
plots against the ruling Cbrenovich House, The so-8alled "Palace Revelution,®
on Juns 11, 1903, ended the rule of the Cbrenovich's louse, and with it the
prevalence of the Austro<Hungarian influence on the Serbia Govermment, Peteyp

14 Noradounghian, Regueil, 1V, .1?5-
15 lLesarovich-Hrshelianovich, Servian People, II, 706~707.

16 Stojan Protish, "The Sesret Treaty betwesn Serbia and Austria-
Hungary," Fortnightly Review, London, LXXXV, 1909, E38-£49,
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Karageorgevich was proclaimed as the King of Serbia, and Serbia becawe again
¢ strictly Russian zﬁmgoe.r’

The Greeks Started their struggle for independence in 1821, not witd

ut the influence of the subrent revolutionary ideas--sspecially ae felt by t
intellectual alwst not without Russian intereet.l® The Greek revolt was
partly csused by the anti-Ohristian polisy of the Sultan Mahmud, and sponsored
partly by Russis, There was a large Gresk colony in Cdesss, composed of ban-
kers, mréhanh, and priests, This miaw was g breeding place for the ideas
of Greek nationalisnm, and the center for the struggle of the Oreek Church a-
gainst the Cressent, It was there that a Soolety,bearing the name "Hetairia,"
was formed, whose purpose was to liderate the Gresks from the Turkish yolke, 'I'hj
founders of the group counted also on Russian assibhance, because, sinse 1820,
the Foreign Minister of the ‘I’ur Alexandor I, was Capodistrias, who was of
Gresk birth himself,

The actual Pight for independence started in 1821, when Alexander Y-
peilanti, a Hetairiet Chief and a Gensral in the Russian army,ceossed the rivey
Pruth into Moldavia, with the intention of arousing the Romanian population a~
gainst the Turks, and so %o sireggthen the position of the Greek mbﬁln.m Y-
peilanti'e sxpedition was without mamwa; because hias troops were dispersed
by the Turkes however, the Greek rebels did not etop, Their rebellion madde-

shi 17 Huriott, Zastern fuestion, 1753-180, 3chevill, Balkan Penineuls,
527=544

18 Ibid., 351,
19 Ibid., 332
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ped Sultan Malmmd, who took revenge against the Greeks in a macsasye of Greek
Ohristians in the Turkish capital, also hanging the Patriarch of Uonstantinc.
ple, Gregory v,20 o
The Russian Ambassedor in Constantinople was instrusted in July &g,
40 demand from the Obboman Porte the restorstion of formsr privileges of the
Christian Clmrch in Greese; to ask, moreover, the Porte for soms kind of sa-
tiefastion for the murder of the Petriarchy and finally ¢o request consent
for Ruseia t0 exercise her rights of protestion according %o existing Treatise,?
The Porte did not answer these demands in the requested time, and the Russian
Arbassedor asked for his paesporta, Even thsugh Alexander I had dismiesed, !
1822, his Orecephil Minister, Capodietrias, he made, in Jarmary 1824, proposa)
for an astive %ﬁ»ﬁ» in favor of the Greek insurgentsy bubt at a aﬁﬁf
rente of the Ministers at 34, Petereburg, the Ruseian aswwznw rejeated the proy

jo0t,22

" The suosessor of Alexander I, Nicholas I, influsnced partly by En.
gland, snd partly by his own ashitions, was more favorable to the Greek ceuse,
and presented the Ports with an ultimatum, which led to the Treety of wawuﬂﬁnw
in 1826, In 1827, in vmﬁg‘ he nade an agreement with England and Prande st
pulating that the Greoks must be given independence, The subsequernt allied i
tervention, which followsd,with the fumous battle of Navarine, in 1827, was
practivally the birth date of Greek Fresdom,

20 Seton-Wateon, Rise of Natiomality, 51-52,
21 Hariott, Bastern Question, 184-183,
22 Sirine, Expansion of Ruse
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The result of the battle at Navarino meant, weally, a triumph for
Ruseis. The Tear thought that the long-expected opportunity to restore the
dovble<hended enzle w.m Bosphoris and Dardanelles had come, and in mza, |
entered the war with Turkey, sending an army of one hundred thoussnd men to
erose the Balkane and to teke Constantinople, The Army met with serious OppO=-
sition only sfter had crossed the river Damube, but the bdattle wae nover deoim
ded, even though the forthwes of Varms fell inte Russian hande, Uhen the Suew
sian army undes the comuand of General Disbiteh oame to Adrisnople, the Perte
vas tarrified, and-.not kmowing how dissstrous %he conditions of the army werep
-signed the Treaty of Adrisnople with en imesnse gain to Ruseia, As far as
Greese was consernsd, the Porte sgreed %o sccept vhatever solution would be s
dopted by the three protecting Powers, On Pebruary 3, 1830, the Kingdom of
Hollenss was proclaimed, and the new throne wes offered to Fringe Otto of Bg.
varia,2?

The resognitieon of Gresk independencs by the Porte was therefore a
practioal result of the succersful szbitions of Nicholasl, The Oresks, howe
ver, even though of Orthodex faith, did not constitute a special intersst for
Aussia, for whom the nain interest lay in weakening the Ottomen Empire in maT
4o have a safér route 4o Constantinople, This s why the Greeks have remained
more or less contimously under & Joint influense of their "Godparents® with-
out any conorete interferenss of Russisn mmuﬁ

23 Noradounghisn, fsaueil, II, 126, 174, Schevill, Balksn Penin-
sula, 340, . -

24 Browning, Nodern World, I, 166, Skrine, Expansion of Fussia,105{
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The Bulgarians were the last nation in the Balkans to regain thelr
independense,2’ They owe to Russia almost everything relating to their natio
pal regensration and their liberation from Turkey, Between 1856 and 1878, e
group of Bulgsrian nationalists was trainsd in Ruseim on Ruselan expense, No§|
all of them returned to Bulgaria with an Ortheddxy or with the belief in the
might of Tearism as was expested hyt heir Ruesisn "benefactors,® The Russisn
agents moon found out that the Bulgarians did wish, indeed, to get rid of the|
Turkish yoke, but that they also did not desire to com¢ undér any Russian su-
tocratie tutorship,?6 " |

The revolutionary idess of 104 also found their way to Bulgaris. The
Bulgarisn awakenirg did not take imwdiately a political form, but it mersly
amompm to obiain eertain sultural freedoms and a religious mdownéom; In|
scliciting religious consessions from the Sulten, the Bulgariens were backed
by the Russian Ambassador st Comstentinople, They had not, however, had any
conerate leaders for a politionl aﬁtﬂm.z? The small uprisings which followed
the Crimean ¥War were easily repressed by the Turkes, The fight for s national
Church was finally suceessful, and in 1870 a firman of the Sultan created an
independent Bulgarisn Exarchate with only a formal dependense from tvhé Greek
Fatpiereh, Pulgarian nationaliste were far from being satified, At a secret
in Bucharest, the exiled leaders declared that Bulgaris had not need of an Ex-

28

arch, but thet she did need a rebel leader, In fact, when the rebellion of

26 Sehevill, Balken Peninsula, 385, 407-409.
27 Vernadsky, Higtory of Russia, 379,
28 Seten-Wateon, Rige of Naiiopality, 83-84,
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poenia and Hergegovina took place, in 1875, Bulgarians felt the necessity of
an uprising to be attempted on a completely nationalist basis. An initial ins
gurrection, which took place at Ziara Zegors, was immediately repressed by the|
furks., A new revolutionary Committes was constituted, and in May 18?6, mn
thé question of Bosnie and Herwegovina had not as yet been decided, a sericus
uprieing, took place in Bylgaria., Turkish counter-measures reau!ﬁad ina harm
ble muaeaun whieh cauué the indignstién of the Western nations, eayaemny
of Rusaim m muaim mtw into war with 'i‘urkay was for the Bulpars pmf B
nough thwk the Russians were -m:mir 1iberators; it was becauss of thu mﬂm
vioctory, that thoir mnturian—loang appnnim was broken, Undep '!she '!‘mﬁy eﬁ
san Stefano, Eulgaria was to be administered by a &tuaim Coumi seny un%ii ®
Gonstitubion was formulated, Russia would have thus bsen assured of having a
dirﬁaﬁw pwﬁaimi in Bulgaria, The rude interference of the estern Powers in|
the situation, hwmr, and the subsequent Treaty of ’Barlin, nade the Creat Bul~
garia of San Stefano a small Principality. DBulgaria received her own 6%&%’
tion in 18679, and her throne was given to Prines Alexender of Battemberg,®

Agsording to the arrungmm of the Berlin Conference, Bulgaris wes
to remain under the Turkeih sovereignty. As things were, the sdministretion
vwas in hands of some Russian ﬁemmin, and the Bulgarisn army had Russian oi’fiap
cere aﬁa Rw;:é.m instructors, The new Prinve Alexander hinmself was a iwphw
of the Tear Alexander II. |

The Pulgarians did not lose much time, however, in becomind dissatis
fied over the Russian rule of their Principality; they aspired to a full in-
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dependence, without any Turkish or xmam control.w Because Prinoe Alexan-
der took the side of the people, he fell into the disfavor of his Imperial un-
sle, Tsar Alexander. The differenaes with Russia becams very acute in 1883,

when Frince Alexander had to re-estsablish the Conmstitution "made in Rusaila®

that he had abrogated in 1881, Ther Alexeander III was even less favorable to
the Pringe Alexander, BReciprosal hoestility grew because the Fussians were opd
posed to the inolusion of the Southern part of Bulgaris,namely of Wm fyme-
1ian Provinee, into Greater Bulgeria, which was to be garried out sccording tq
the original intentions of the Treaty of San .%afnm. Russia was not really
sontrarious to this annexation as such, but she desired it ms a Russian proteq-

torate and not as a completely independent stats as the Bulgarians envisioned

The Bulgarisn maticnalists, led by Stambulov, requested Prince Alexander to ad-
cept the throne of a United Bulgaria. He did not like the idea of loosing his
throne, as Stmabulov had threatened, and in September 1285, despite Russian op
position, snnounced that he would aceept the rule over the Great Bulgaria,

situation was unfavorably seen not only by fussie, but also by Austria; and
cause of this disfevor, Bulgarian unification had scon to confront another di
ficulty, This was a war with “erbia, probably instigated by the Austrians, uy-
der whoss influence she wae at that time, but also stimlated by Serbian embie
tione, The Unifications of the two Bulgarise was not advantageous to Serbian
plans, wheith aantmplﬁm expansion Enstward, The war was successful for the
Bulgarians, and only an Austrian intervention saved Jerbia, In spite of all

30 Mariott, Eastern Juestion, %09-315,
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ghese difficuliies, the union of two Bulgarias was Pinally achieved, and recos
s,,mﬁ by the Ottoman Porte in 1886, The Peasce Treaty of Bucharest, March 3,
1866, betwsen Serbia and Bulgaris restored the status quo ante, Prince Alexant
der's success displeased the Tear very much; besides the Tear was also disap-
pointed at the Pringe's liberal ideas in wegmid tc Russisn domination in Bul-
garia. One night, in August 1826, a group of Russian officers sompelled Prin
se Alexander to sign sn abdigation and to leave Bulgaria. He was recalled by
« Frovisional Covernment, headed by Stambulov, and in September, re-entered
Bulgariay but, when, four days later, Tear Ala@n%ﬁ I1I refused to meognia_oL
his restorstion, he had to leave for ever. The Russie adviser to the “egeney,
General Xaulbars, did not suceed in raising the mbar of the Russophils, and
the Sobranje, after confarring the Powers to Stambulor, refused to accept Au
Russian nominee for the throme, In July 1887, the Bulgarian delegates elesked|
Ferdinand of Saxs-Ocburg-Gotha as the Prines of Bulgaris,”’ Russia refused to
recognize this election, but the Prince, who was backedbby Bismarek snd Empe-
ror Francis Joseph, defied the Russian opposition, and accepted the throme,
The relations with Russia began ti improve only after the death of Tsar Alex-
ander III, in 1894, beginning thus a new period of Russian influsnce in Bulge-
rian affairs, vhich can in no way be compared with that peried which preceded
and coincided with the main crisis of the eighteensgeventies, One oan say M
the years 1894 to 1910 were the happiest ‘.’m the history of RussosBulgspisn re.
lations. A constantly existing undersurrent of distrust, hmv#r, caused by

31 Ibid., 320,
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ghe inconsistency of Rugsien polidy, was eontimuously undsrmining Russian pre-
stige. It waas also the policy of Prince Ferdinand that Bulgaris must lesn uw
pon both Russim and Austria simultanscusly; he felt that to give preference 4
one of the two would be the end ofBulgaris. Russia did not maintain baf promid
ses and her poliey towards Zulgarim was never definite, In Hhe year 1911, the.
ro started a rapid decline of Russian influence, mostly because an understan-
ding had been m‘a'lm&, already in 1908, between mmm and Austria, which re4
sultedv in B lgaria being proclaimed independent, on October 5, 1908, Ths %wo
Balkan Wars, 1912 and 1913, offered only more proof of ﬁim weaknees of Russian
influence, Even though Bulgaria was in fast a child of Russim, the Great way
instilled in Bulgaria a very strong anti~Russisn fesling, and brought her o
the arms of the Central Pmrsﬁz'

52 Sergiei A, Korf, %gsm 'a Foreign Relatiens dm?ing the last
Half Century, Hew York, 1922, 124« 12 e




| ra) “risanis, The fact is that he hed been in contact with the Slavonic werld}

ORAPTER VI
THE UBANS TO THE WD

Petor the Great and Cstherine II never dremsed about Panslavimm as &
coving foroe for their aise of expansion, fuseisn politiofans of that time
%ﬁa&. irtarested in thely Slavie bretlwen becsuse of soow comon yeaial aﬂj
ging iy interest in the fortunes of various Slavia nations was based, as
far a8 1% extoted at all, on the religlous relstionship,

3inoe the sapture of Azov by Peter the Great, in 1696, the center of
' | the Slavie hepes had been based upon fussia, It is impossibls, however, to sst
cortain whether er not Feter the Gread was sequainted with the writings of Jue

ard ns sarly an 1407, hw is reported ma having ssid: "T411 my lest bresth I

shall not cesse to vish %o work for the liberetion of the Cfrictians.®’ uhen,
in 1711, Peter tho Opeat was preparing Lo sareh agsinst the Turks, he alleged.
lysent & certain ilovadovie 40 the Yonterggeins asking then %o join him in the
somon strugsle againet the eovmon enemy, Zven Tuseis's inter failures did
nok shake the enthusiass with which the Montenegrins received Peter the §J
invitation, resalling the Tsar ever sinos as the Liberator,?

1 haurle, "fros Ersanie $0 the Slavophile,” 3]

ATanAE Sevaexr ﬁmwgﬂ
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‘A Serbian historian, Stojanovis, published in tha oarly years of
gventioth century a eeries of documents with which he proved that the Slave
gouth wers in contact with Ruseia and Peter the Creat, and that they conside-
rod each Russisn success as their own mcaua;’

3imilarly, Catherine the Creat was not thinking in the terms of Fane
slavisn or Slavism in general vhen she adopted the policies of expersion of
peter the Creat, The idea of a eommon kinship was not forgotten, for vwhan M

was Pighting the Turks, she turned to the Dalian Slave and to the Groeks, inv
ting them o take up arms and to fight with her sgainst the Turks, Sinve -
each Russian war a;w\imt the Turke hae also caused disorders and @riams a-
mong the Balksn Slave, many of whom would see: refuge after such wars in Fup.
sla in order to sseaps Turiish reprisals, bringing with them the hate of the
oppemserscand the hope that Ruesia would help theiy hone th&uﬁ  Hith
her "Grook Project,” Catherins the Great made an agreement, in 1782, with the
Austrian Empsror for the partition of Turkey, bul her intention was not the 1ib
beration of the Balkan Christians, but the orestiun of a Greek Empire and the|
possession of the Stralts for fussia,”
The poliey of Catherine the Great was teken up again by Tesr Alexan-
der I, who suoeeded the throne in 1801, According to the memoirs of Frince

% These works were published in “erbis and came to the attentien of]
the writer during his studies in the old ocountry, They are not available in
any of the libraries hers, The suthor, Stojanovie, is mentionned also in

‘ousset, Lo Monds Slave, b4,

4 gShmurlo, "From Krimanie to the Shvoyﬁiia,“ 8lavonie Review, VI,
530, Sevic, Southeastorn Ifurope, 238,

5 Stojanovio, Oreat Powars, 1,
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pdem Ozartoryski, at that time Poreign Minister of Ruesia, the Sussian poliecy

the Turkish territories in Burope should be divided into separate states,
governed loeally, and bound 4o each sther by a federation, upon which
Ruseia would be able to ssoure to herself a deoisive and lawful infly-

- ence by means of the title of Emperoy or Protector of the Slave of the
Zaet which would be acoorded to His Imperidl Mejesty, In any omse this
influence would be emtablished by the part the Mussians will have taken
in the liberation of these territories, by identity of religion and ori-
gin, and by a wise poliey and skilful selsction of posts to be occupled
b:f our troopes, If the condsent of Austris should be nscesssry, she might |

be given Croatis, part of Bosnia and “allachis, Belgrade, Ragusa, ete,
Tussia would have Yoldavia, Cattarc, Corfu, and above all Constantinople
and the lardanelles, together with the neighboring ports which would make
us masters of the Stpaits, Franve and England sculd be of’f»rad song io-
lands in the Archipelago or establishments in Asia or Africa,

Some cm&ptians which would have had influence upon Alexandér the
First's policy, may be Pound in the writings of certain Karasin, who
dreamed the establishwent of a 'Slavie Empire', . . . This Empire was,
with the time to be sxtended to the Adristic Sem, in Albania and Mace~ -
donis, and on the other side to embrace Serbo-Croatian lands of “ustria,
« +» » This Empire which would very econ develop and organise, would be
bound to the Russian Zmpire by ties of religion, blood, and thankful-
ness, and would beoome Rusesis's. . . patural base for all her sctivities
and phlatione with Burope and Afrioca,
It would be improper to say that Rumsisn assistance to the mutinous
Serbs in 1806, m not alwlinﬁuanwd by some kind feelings, possibly uncon-
scious, of & eonmon kinship; one should say, however, that the main reason
was ¢erbdainly not this feeling of a common origin, but rather the undeniable

Russian tendenoy for the control of the Balkan Slavs,

6 Adem Glelgud, ed,, Memoirs of Prince Adan Czartoryski g

A and his Sere
nder I, Seoond a&&t&m, handm, 1888, 11, 54, e

*a

7 CQuoted by Gross, Ideolesien, 827,
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As esrly as 1807, a Russlan diplomatic sgent, Rodofikin, was sent tof
pelgrade, In sommunications to General Progorovisky, who was in charge of the|
fussian armies in the Balkens, hs repeatedly insisted that

it would be desirable, ., . that no other diplemetis ageands be admitbed
to Serbia because they Ngws the right to contaot the Prines and the No-
tablesy +this would give them the opportunity to prevent a concrote il
fluense of Russia over this gountry, . . ., The foreign agents can find
now hers a real opportunity for a work against our wiches; one can be
sure that Austria will make all efforts to diminish our influence here,
beosuses there is ng doubt that we will, while we are here, establish
our own influence,

In another lstter he repeeted that
1% is very importent to sstablish the Ruseian influsnse over Serbis,
especially for the caee of a war between Russia and Austria, beosuss
the latter can in sush a ocase remain halpless and therefore yads im-
potent at the beginning of the war, Turkey would be, so %o w, QO
pletely st the disposition of the Ruseian Court,?
Rodofikin wvanted Ruasian influence in Berbia at any price, To make
sure that such influense and other Russism interests would be carrisd out, he
maintained that |
in Serbia must be established, before everything, a senate, the Presi-
dent ¢f which will be the Pringe and which wil sit, in all important
ogoasiona, the ‘tussian oonsul or egent, This will prevent an indepen~
dent policy of the Prince and Bnem&e hin fyom any eteps whish could
damage the Russien interests,
The interests which Russis had in nmind were the B3lack Ses and the
Straits; if Jerbis were controlled completely by Russim, an eventusl Austrian]

"Deang” towards the Straits would be paralyzed, The fact that the Serbiane

& Oopoevie, Russland und Serbien, 135,
9 Ibid,, 136,
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wore Orthoddx only favored the establishment of the Russian influence, Russia
being eonsidered as the protector of the Orthodox Christiane in the Cttoman

fmpire, The aid Russia brought to the Serbe, did, howweeyr. give impetus to

jdea of 3lavic kinship in Russia, Even if nationsl glory, and romanticism,
the nev born interest in their own hietory, inapired Huasign interss’ in theis
comumdn raoe, there was nothing of thm'inﬂmme in the Russian policy of ox.
pansion in the Balken Peninsula, For Alexander I, the main ain was to maintash
e weal Turkey under Russian influence, and to have free hand in the Darmbien
Principalities, The ﬁﬂ'lﬁ" Alliance, in ﬁoyt.ambaimwlﬁ, in itself “"usually re-

garded as an urholly alliance of resction ag#imt liberalism, constitutionalisk

and mummy,su bound Alexander I, and therefore he was not in position
support any revolutions of the Christimn esubjects of the Cttoman Porte, A; his
opinion on the necesaity of intervention did not coinocide with the other P
he broke with them and decided to take and independent sction in faver of the
Greeks,

The renswsl of the Holy Allisnce, caused by the revolutions of 1830,
foroed Nicholas I o speak with two voioes, On the one hand he did not want th
ensourage any movements which sould be considered hestile to the Habeburg Zme
pire; on the other hand he ¢ould not see the attitude of the slave cutaide of
Rugsia, who were awakening under the influence of the nevw ldess, snd who yet
would not take notige of the constant appeals of the Orthodox Christians agﬂnﬂi
the Ottoman oppreskion, The official foreign polisy of fussia, however, be-
tween 1822 and 1856, was directed by ihe Cervanwborn Foreign Minister, Count
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fesselrode, whe was the enemy of any Slav movement and did not like the idea
of thelr emansipation, DBeonuse he wanted Bussia 4o maintain alive the solidid
ty of the Holy Alliance, no appeals were to be made to the oppresssd Slavs or
orthodox, because mny such appeal would have raised serious repsreussichs in
vienna, These intentions, nevertheless, did m’f- remain uninown, and in spite
of the most conservative directing lines of the offisial poliey, they wers ding
oussed by the outside observers, | |

It ie principally the South Slavic Batiomalitie®m that the Russian
sabinet worke to subjugate, For half a cemtury it has surrcunded the
sshismatic Slave of Turkey and Austria with quite special protection.
Promisee, magmificent gifts, nothing is spared in order to seduce them,
Sacred orpamente sent by Russie £111 their churches; their mest beau-
tiful liturgical books are presents of the Holy Synod of 5t, Petersburg.
The prineipal personalities, , . receive sll kinds of gratifications
from the Tsar, rings with diamonda, even decorations arrive from the -
Novn an reccmpense for services rendered to the gause of Slavie litere.
tures. The !mscovie agents know how to hide under this purely liters-
ry propaganda one of the most active politicel propaganda, In the name
of the independence of the whole race they call the subjugated Southern
flave for a voalitiou with Tear sgainst their oppressors, Thus they pre-
tend to find e Panslavien of a special order, whiech would consist of
grouping the different Slavie pations under the sceptre of Homanova ua
protected powers, This thought appeare from the beginning to the end in
the long Panslavist epos of the Slovalk poet Kollar under the title Slevy
Doera, . . . It would be imprudent to gontest what the ideas have of the
soductive and dangerous; one must indeed recognise the existonge of a
Russisn Panelavism, only one may deny its Slavic Charactgr and that it
sver osould possess the sympathy of any independent Zlav,™*

After 1850, Nicholas T inclined to favor the intensified preseure
of the Slavophil moksment which grev during the two decades preceding the
Crimenn Yar, and vwas sympathetic ¢o the arming of Ohristisns in Turkey, appea-

12 Cyprien Robert, "Les D&mﬂfﬁ?‘mhvimwm situation sctuelle des
Peuples 3laves vie-s-vis de la RAussie," Rovue des DouX Mondes, raris, IVI,
October-Decenber 1246, 472.473, '
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j4a@ to them "to rise in defense of Orthodoxy but not in defense of Slaviem."lp
The offocial policy, which was normally followed by Nicholas I and

ui o Foreign ¥inister, was not followed by the Russian agente and diplemats in
Bl \ne Palians, Vienna, which vas sfraid that Serbia and the Principalities wm.ll#
‘ £a 1 1 completely tmdcr Russian influence, was espeolally elwmmed, Such a pere

frbed position led the Emperor Francis Jospeh, in Jemuary 1858, to ask Picho-
ias I cpenly inae pai-aomll letter, to cesse inciting the Balkan Ghriat&m,i‘b&-
¥ 41290 no changes were to be made in the political situation of the Zuropean
ta ey, 1
After thb‘ er var, the relationa with the other Slave came t¢ be

of greater interest, Alexander 1I sppointed as hie Hinister of Poreign A
Primnoe Gorshakov, (1656-1871), replasing Count Nesselrcde, It can be mmﬁ ‘
with: Gorohakov's appointment, the Foreign Office was made more sccessible to
'erb»si&o influence of libﬁmlim and mtiomliam in favor of the oppressed peo-
pleo @, The"official" Ruseis started reflecting the propsgands iaf those Wm
o m:sian national ppinmn which had always hailed the other Slave as "litile |
brwrthers,” and which sustained Russia as having the mission of saving them frod
Sheer Widﬁl Moslem oppreesion and as protecting them from the contaninating
in-r~luence of the Vest,

The main interest of the Slavophils was the Orthodoxy; prior Lo the
Or=i_mean War they did not take, with some exceptions, any too great an interest

P

13 Summer, History of Rusais, 230,
¥ Ibid,, 4ob-4o5,
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in the other Slav peoples, At the beginning ¢f the reign of Alexander II,
their influence was substantially unimportant, After 1856, a substential charg
ge ocourred and the leaders, carried along by the impetus, started to concen-
trate their attention on t.ha Balkan Slave, espacially after the formation of
the 3Slavonic Bensvolent Committes, officially approved by the Tsar and the Fo.
reign 07f1ce,1” From the Slavophil theories of pure Ophodexy and of the His-
pion of Russia in saving the *1little brothers," thers grew, after 1856, much
more strident end active a dootrine, which became the animeting force of ‘us-
sian expansioniem, namely Panslavism, which based, as it has been already oecml
its main emphaecis on the general commmity of the Slav interests, In the eight
toon~gixties, the Panelav ides characterized Rumi.an public opinion, the anﬂm-
giasm of whioh oulminated in the well-known Slavonie Congress of Nosoov, 1867.
The Panslavis ides was shared by many influential persomslities, and did not
lack some kind of official support, But neither the Goverrment nor the Tear
were committed to it, Alexander the Jecond’s policy toward Poles and Ukrai- |
nians was even in direct contrakt to Panslavist preashings, To the Foreign
linister, Gorshakev, the sphere of immediate Russian interests wac the West
rather than the ant.m His definition of Russian foreign policy after the
Crimean War, namsly that "la Russie ne boude pas; elle se mmﬂlﬁ;“ﬂ manie
fests, however, his intimste conviction of what Russia had yet to do, and nm*

15 Charles mgar, Editor, The Ma:«mign of glamgar iswoleky, fpr-
w’%;& Minister of Foreign Affairs and Aml gmgs}er Yo France, London, &
1 3e

16 Greham, Tgar of Free m 15%
17 Klaczko, Two Emperors,
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the Polish revolution, 4in 1863, he won great popularity among the Slavophils
to whom, "ath that time he held up one finger. ., . but they took the whole
hand,*18

The Slavephil cutlook also found influential adherents in the Impe-
rial family, in the Chureh, and in the Aeiatic Department of the Foreign Offid
co. Its most. powerful proponent wae Ceneral Ignatyev, s well-known enthusiasy
in the Slavonic esuse who was, in 1864, appointed as Ruesian Minister, and la
ter Anbassador, o the Ottoman Porte,

¥With the appeintment of General Ignatyevy to Constantinople, the w&.ﬁ-
vity of the Panslav mwmnﬁ as an exponent of Russian poliey in the Balkans
became very active; the fact in, that it was sepecially Ignatyev's eapacity,
interferense, and influence that gave impulase to this activity, which wla;im-
ted in the Balkan uprieings and in the complications vhish led to the grisiﬁ
in 1876 and 1878,

Ignatyev's attitude towards Panelavism was predominently politiscal,
He respected the rancila distinetions of the Slavs, their spirit of independensh,
and their ®particularism without submitting to each other,'}9 He thought that
the unity of Slave could be attained only by "a slow process, with the help
a common literary language, in the form of a defensive form of alliance u::j

their armed forees against a somnon foe under & common diplomatie and eco

18 Grahem, Tgar of Freedem, 154,

19 Alexander Onou, "The Memoirs of Count N, Ignatyev," Slavoni
and Sast Huropesn Review, London, IX, 1930-1931, 386-387, Hernard H, ‘3mmr,
"Igantyev at Oonstantinople,” Jlavonie and East European ﬁgﬂm, Lendon, XI,
19321933, 341-353,
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duwﬁim.*ao He defended a clear formula of Panslavism as he conaidered it:

The Austrisn and Turkish Slavs must be our allies, the weapons of
our poliey against Germans, In order to &ttain this object Russia may
make sacrifices for their liberation and consolidation; dut to saorifios
exclusively Russian interest, taking the mesns for the end, only to hmve
in vew the liberation of the Slavs and to leave them afterwards to foll
a policy hostile 4o us, and content curselves with the humane side of
successes, would beiunressonable and oriminal,?

Igratyev same to Uonstantinople with a definite opinion on the poli~
oy that Rusela should fellow in the Balkans, His first and most important
point wae the revision of the Treaty of Faris, of 1856, andcbookbblikhy dhe

-

clauses neutrealisging the Balek Sea and limiting Russian naval rightsy furthe
he wanted the return of Bessarabia to Russia, The command of Canstantinople |
and of the Straits eonstituted the second point of his program, bqﬁuum f‘mam
security on the Blaock Sea dagmido@i upon this eontrol of Constantinople and of
the Straits, |

thwv"s main line of po}.iay was ie organize some f;em of oommon
action among the Balken 3lave, under he direction of Rusaia, The aim of Pam‘
slavism was to pave th@ oy thxvaugh the two prinsipal diffioculties whioch were
the particularism of the Slavs themselves, and the hostility of the Dualistiae
Austris-Hungary se 8 rival of Ruscia 1@ the fight for the first place in the
Balkan Peningula and for the leadership of Slavdom, Aocording to Ignatyev,
Russia‘alm'shaﬁla oontrol the Balkmns, and the Balkan Slavs shoul look only

towarde Pussia,22

20 Onou, "Memoirs of Ignatyev," Slavonic Review, IX, 389-390.
21 Ibid,, 390, | | |
22 sumner, Russis and the Balkans, 46, Sumner, "Ignatyev at Oon-




ljeaders of the Balken Slave, In his memoirs he wrote:

the Ruseian Government 4o wtilize the appeﬂunm& for its own purposes by

at 5t, Petersburg, Ignatyev's propositions were not favorably mcoepted and he
continued 4o complain that

| I
Soon after his arrival at Constantinople, Igmatyev contacted the

I got into gontact with all the Slavonie peoples, preparing thém
for independence. The subterranean worl: directed against the Treaty
of Paris, aleo againat “estern and in general foreign ifluende on the
Bosphorus, especially against the Turkey herself and Austria-Hungary,
had to be eontinued $ill the incressing strength of Ruseis and favora-
ble svente in Burope persit us to work out an indspendent soluth®s of
the Eastern Guestion in the Russian sense, that is by forming unita of
g comzon blood and eommon religion, united to ng%a by indissoluble
bonds, in seturn Tor the tranafer of the Straits,<’

supporting the demands of the Greeks drawing away COreece from the hands
of the Vest, traneforming them into Russian allies and supporiers of
Slavonic emensipation, snd uniting them %o ocur gommon interesis, At
Pirst my voice was a solitary one, later St, Petersburg became excited
with the idea of doing something for the Cretans end $he Greeks, . . &
But the Foreign Office continued 4o waste time and lost all favorsble
opportunities always aiming et remmining friendly with other FPowers in
the xm-cpo%ﬂ Congert which were oonstantly in every way opposing Russian
intereats, .

Even though Slavophil influense wae conetently groving in oscow and

all this hae been overlocked in 3t.Petersburg. The Cretan insurrection
hae been repressed, the Ureelks turred againet us, . , . The prosature

death of Prince ichael|Obrenovieh of Serbia, in 18687 destroyed the plan
[1gnatyev's] of an indeperdent rieing of all Balkun peoples and the cre-
ation of a great Serbo.Sulgarisnh prinoipality. . . . We océld ne longer
the aotion of Serbis as the prinocipal ones as she could be sgeemed in the

25 Onou, "“emoirs of Ignatyev," Slavonic Reviews IX, 301-$92
ﬂg Igidqa 593'5§§i
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fist of Austris-fungary, we had to look for other combinmations to at-
tain the sane rasultuzﬁ

Ignatyev's Slavophil enthusiasm had alseo a great deal of eold diplod
patic caloulation, FHe wanted the fyeedom of the SHalkan Slavs, but he wanted
it, 4f possible, without Ruseia's entry into en open war ageinst Turkey, “s J
diplenat he had foressen all the diplomatic complications and difficulties of
a Russo-Turkish war, Therefore, he pressed the Balkan nations to fight e~
gainst Turkey, becauve it would have been easier to prevent an eventual interd
vention of the Powers in a war bétmml‘&zm& and the &Iﬁn States, than 1%
would have besn in the case of the war between Ruseie and Turkey. Ipnatyev's
plan vas more and more weéaken Burkey with the Balkan wars and uprisings and |
make her thus dependent from Rmsu.gé Russis would have only to gollect the
diplomatic results |

A1l our art must conekstein keeping in our hands the threads of e-

vory possible movement in the Ballarm, without exciting the Christian
population prematurely. . . without leading them to an open sonfliet
with the Porte, I these nmovements are sufficiently simzltansous, then
we mam dmact tmr&s g‘ gaa.iﬁ,.‘ in k@p&ng with theirzrnpcaﬁiw just
and vital interests and with the interests of Ruscis,

The first t._hing Iguﬁm sonsidered necessary was to support the
Bulgarian nationalists in thelir fight for the independence of the Bulgarian
Chureh, Up to 1870, the @hurch in Bylgaris was controlled by the Greek Patrie
arch in Oonetantinople, The Greeks had contimmously tried to Hellenime it; it
was natural that the Greek attempts only stimuleted Bulgarian natiomslist fee-

25 Ibid,, 39,
26 Jovenovic, Ylads M4lana Obrenovice, 295,
27 Onou, "temoirs of Ignatyev," Slavonis Review, IX, 306,
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1ings and caused more serious attempis to acquire a separate church, Ignaty
who wasknown as & genius of intrigus, had imrediately understood the situati
and 28 a Slavophil, naturally wanted to help the Bulgarian ceuse, After havi
won the frsendship of the Gresk Patriarch in Constantinople and of other Ohri.
sbian communities, he now wished to find a reasonable excuse for mﬁwwutmg
himeelf m'm religious questions; hence, he ensouraged the Bulgarians to
dony their religious allegiance o the Cree: Patriarch, ith his influsnes af
the Ottormen '?arb, he obtained the recognition of -‘Bulgnmn\ ¢laim for m N
tional Chureh and ite offieial approval, in 18?2. He lost, however, the
friendship of the Gpeeks,2’ |

General :tgmtyw was not the only one, however, who was working on
hehalf of the Russimn Penslavists in the Balkans, . There Wrt Y &mam ao:r
sular officers and diplomate, most of whom werse I mtysv's adherents amé of
whom many were in slose sonnection with the Slavonic Bemevelent Committess in
Russia, At the Enbasay in Constantinople, Ignatyev's best supporters vere m

first sounsellor of the Embassy, Helidow, the first “ragoman Onou, and some o
thé#s in junior pwts.ag Alnost every &uauﬁn consular offiéar in the
part of the Ottoman Empire was the sxponent of FPanslaviet theories, Backed
such prnfnsiml elexents, Ignatyer was the mt. foreible representative of
the Bugeisn policy of expansicn in the Balkan Peninsula,

Offieial Russia was not at all mwmd in the agitations of the

. 2 Vernadsky, Jistory of Ruseis, 339. Skrine, Expaneion of Mussisf
2 mﬁi'ﬁ ) ;

2 Summer, Pussis and Sallans, 32,




&
panslavists in favor of the Balken Slavs, Gorehakov was much more interested
in reamining on friendly terms withthe Western Powers; he looked upon the
Eastern Queskion, sspecially after the repeal of the Black Sea naval clauses,
in 1871, through the spsatacles of the Western Pmrs;w Poresonglly, he knew
14t3le and cared less for the details of the problem; whésh problem for offi-
¢ial Russian poliey meant only a necessary diffioulty in }:ﬁ-mndiy relations
with Austria-Haingary. This unofficial policy of Ignatyev and of the Panslavy,
of agitating the Palm Slave and urging Russia to support them, provoked ve-
rious protests, ssppeially from the Austrian eids, Ina letter to the Tear,
Corchakov preported ‘ma reaction to the complaints of the Austrian Feerign ¥i.
nister Andrasey: . ; |

 ihen it wae insimuated to us that agants of Russien mmmnt“hud
endeavoured to spremd disaffection and to prepare a rising in Turkey and
slssvhere, 1 repeatadley challengsd Andrasay to name a single one of
those agents who sould be shown %0 be in reletins with the Busslan authoe
ﬁt;::é :;xg ieagﬂ;gﬁa that stern and summary justice would imwediately
e » .
In spite of official nypou&tinﬁ, by 1875 many of the hopes of “umeisp
nationalism were based on Ignatyev, and his influence w&s of the greatest po-
1itieal consequence both in Russia end in the Balkan Peninsula,
In the propsganda for rebellion against Turkey in the Balkans, the
most effective ground was found, no doubt, in Bosnia and Hersegovina, Mrenda

in 1860, the British sonsul at Sarajevo reported to the Foreign Office that

30 Varnadeky, History of Russis, 338-339,

31 A, Beyendorf, "!mprimd Dooumerts: Conwersetions of Yorchekor
with Andrassy and Bismerck in 1872," 3Slavenic snd Sead ":mr Beview,Lon-
dm, agzn, 1929-19%0, 403.408; lLetter of Gorohakov to the | mptembsr,

, 1872,




S
fthe condust of the Turkish authorities in thess provinces had been mﬁ‘uimﬂ
in sonjunction with foreign agitation, to bring Bosnis to the very verpe of T
pellion, whilst Herzegovina iz in a state of mr»“%

The priests and merchants were particulerly devoted to the Slav
cause, In summer 187%, after two years of underpround hatching, the revolu~
tion broke out in Hergegevina, It ie impossible to ascertain just te vhat exe
tent the revold was planmed and prepared by vardous Slavonie Committes alone,
or how much of a pert Russian influense played through these Cormittees and
conasular or secret agente, The uprising was, se 5.1'» is evidont from the reporis
of PBritish soneular agents, mainly due to Turkish misrule of the papulation.”
14 can not be denied, howeyer, that the rabellion was incited 40 a certain ex-
tent by outside elemente, The Russian consuletes at Sars jeve, Yoster, umd
Regusa weys suspscted of playing preéninent parte. There is no soncrete evi-
dence that ary of the Russian consular agenis were ever really so strongly mo-
tiveted by a Panslavist attitude as to intervens or to influencs the uprising.
The Beitish consul at “arajmm, Holmes, did not think that his Ruseisn colle-
e oould be dangerous, deseribing Bosnis as not being under any Ruesian in.
fluence snd esserting that the Russisns there are very qtam;’k

¢n Conditions of Ohristians in 1860, presented
o P agl&a_mn o qumé by }éariet‘&, Egstern . srb on N 2&’5. ’ ’ '

33 The opinion that the rovolt was originated by economie distress
of the pepulation and not by Russian or Papslavist agente, is confirmed by ﬁw
research of Frot’. Temperley, Harold 4,V, Yemperley, The Bulgarian ﬁ&
AM b Ll.. 0 the Light of Historieal Oribicisp, Proosedings ¢
the Dritish A » XV1I, London, 1932, 198~112,

54 Holmes to Elllott, on Jamary 12, 1874, quoted by Summer, Buseis
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It might be true that the upriseing was not caused or propared direc.
tly by the Rusesin Panslaviste or their agents, The Pact remains, however,
that onoe the insurgents took up are, tlw rieing becams a weapon in the hands]
of Slavonie Socleties in Serbis, Montenegro, and Russis, The offieial attitue
de eﬁ’ thess gountries was opposed %o any interferencse but thé diplomatic onej
the efforts of the Slavonic Jocieties were, however, rmeh more effiecient than
sny official diplomatie intervenmtion,’5 |

The Rupmeian Slaveonis Committess ware, more they anyone else, m%vear
ted in the cause eﬂ‘ the Bosnians, They had theiz' own followers on the spot:
the letiﬁn‘ sonsal Wnl at Regusa, m diplomatie agent for Centinje, and
hie whole etaff, Toward the end of l&?ﬁ, the consul general, Yonin, was joi-
ned by some new memberas: Gnlml Enbrikév and Colonel lenteverds from the Rug-
sian war effive, Monteverde's wife waacmt there by the fit; Paterabrug Slave-
nie Benevolent Conmittee and acted as the corrsepondent of the Slavophil news~
paper, Russky m,% In the sarly months of 1876 numerous other Russian ae.m:ﬁ
appesred at) Ragusa, The British sonsulay reports affirs that by the beginning
of 1876 "there sesmed little doubt that the effect of Russian agents and mo.
ney w;n very considerable.*S] The money received from Russia, mamely from the|
Slavonis Cormittess, was mostly expended in aiding the combattants and not for
the actual refugees as it was intended,

35 Idid., W1
36 Ibid., 500-5€5.
57 M@v 5&{3’
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After Serbla and Montenegro declared the war on Turkey, in 1876,
Yonin quite openly admitted his part in the insurrection; while spealking with
a Sritish diplomatic mgent, Mason, he told him that he did "not create the sl
tustion, but he profited by it. It began as a small stream vhich mighd have
been lost for want of direction; a0 he put up a stone here, a stons thers,and
kept water togethey,t30

Although the Russisn Gmmm waz not directly responsible for
the insurrectionm, yet the insurrection would have oeunxéim! had it not been
for Russian meney, The Italian consula general at Ragusa, Durando, was told
by the private seoetary of Prince Nicholas of Montenegro that "if the Tesar
could inspect the letters which His Highnees [Prince Nisholas] had received,
Tis Imperial Majesty would sent not emly Mr, Yonine, but Prince Gorchakev alsol
to Siberia,"%

Serbia wae at thies tice considered the most important element for
the realisation of Slavephil plans, Offiecial Fussis Weemed for some years %o
consider Serbia as a legitimate sphere of Austrian influence; not so the Pan-
slaviste, The fact that in 1671, Ruseia shd the courege to denounce the Paris
Treaty clauses, was explained in Serbis as the sign that Russis has completely
re«gstablished herself from the Criqean defeats, and that her influonos over
the Balken Peninsula would again become prevailing, In such circumetances,
friendly relations with Russis were considered much more important than with

38 Mason's report to Foreign Office, Aughst 23, 1875, quoted by
Sumner,Ruseia and Balkans, 581.582,

% Mn 582,
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with Austria.’0 Ignetyev had seen the disposition of Serbian politicians, end|
4ried intelligently %o bring Serbia back into the sphere of Russian influence,
suggesting as the first step, a visit of Prince Milen %0 the Tear, The wisit
did take plaos in autumn 1871, when the Tear was at Livadia, Such me&m&mﬁi&
justly alarmed the Austr-Hungarian diplemets, who wers afraid that Serbis
would besome the center of Panslavist propaganda.'l
¥hen the revolt broke out in Hergegovina, the intermal situation in
Serbia wae not as yet completsly elear, The Serbian feelings were in favor of]
the rebels, even though Prines Milan himeelf uu" epposed, Fopular subserip-
tions were apem and fundes were raised for the siock and wounded insurgente,
Committess were organized to enroll volunteers for Hergegovina, and the w
Press proclalned thet Serbia and Hontensgro sould not remain indiffersnt to
thie new loss of the Slavonic blood, Even the Serbian Cabinet was in favor of
intervention, ‘hen the Foreign Minister, Ristich, also declared himeslf in fa}
vor of the war, "“the affairs of Serbia , , , had assumed a much more eritical
aspeot, . ,“‘m because Serbis had thus taken a hostile atiitude towards the
Forte,
In the meantime the Powers became apprehensive over the possible ex-
trones of the ﬁémgwinim robellion, and a sommon uction was considered ne-

cessary, aépeahlly to orevent any arnmed intervention and further EZuropean vomé

40 Jovenovie, Vlada Milans Obrenovisce,117.

41 Slobodan Jovanovis, "Serbia in the early Seventies,® 3lavenie
and East Burepean Review, London, IV, 1925-1926, 387,

33 Report of White to Derby, August 17, 1875, quoted by Sumner,
d Balkans, 108,
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plicatiens, A oconsular mission was composed to settle the sonfliet, In the

-

six-member sommigsion, the French and Italian reprosentatives vers sonsidered
in favor of the Serbian sepiratione; +the Austrian one was believed to be neus
tral} the Ruseisn and m Gorman mombers were open supporters of the 3lave;
only the British mnsul. favored the 'i‘urks,% lgnatyev, who wanted to comocen.
trate all aotivity on behalf of the Balkan Christiane into his hands at Con-
stantinopls, proposed that the consular mission should report the complainta of
the Christians to their own Covermments and not to their ambapsadors at Cone
staninople, and that s special somission should be appointed to discuss the
settlement of the question. He suggested that the same miseion pecommend the
measures to bs adopted in relation to the Porte, including eventusl military
reprisals in the event the Porte should refuse the proposal and maltreat t}m
ineurgents,™ In the meantime he was preseing himeelf upen Sulten, trying %o
convinee him to grant to the Christians certain reforms on his own, avoiding
thus any further interfersnce of the Powers, lHe did obtain from Sultan an
M\ with some reforms for the Christians., At the same time the Austrisn
Foreign Minister, Andma;y, was orgenising a somzwon intervention of the Pmm.r
Ignatyev, alsc unsatisfied himself with the refofythat the Porte had pramim,r
still wished to prevent Andrassy's intervention; and hence he tried 1o cone
vines the Tear %o accept the &ﬁﬁn‘a promised reforms, eaying that a refusal
would mesn the collapse of Rugsian influsnce and a triumph of hoetile intrigues

43 Infd., 1h2.164,
A4 Onou, "Hemoirs of Ignatyev," slavonie Review, IX, 401-402,
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at Constantineple. The Toar, however, did net want ary separate and secret

action or jtmdgrmtmding with Turkey, because he favored, under the influence

Frince Geraimkw,, the collaboration of the three Fowers, in order to keep aliw
the league of the Three Emperors, Bismarck's opinion wae the lsading opinion
for Tear Alexander; end Bismarck thought that a war eould only be prevented if

£

all the Powers would agrvee to work loyally together in mainteindng the territo
rial status quoe in the Bnlkum;% Ignatyev'is action was thus overruled, and on|
December 30, 1875, Andrassy subamitied 4o the Pom's a note as it should be W
posed to tho Dawbe, sequostifig in it full and entire religious liberty, abolis
tion ’a‘f teax-Tarming, «m employment of direct taxes for locsl needs, and the
improvement of the oonfitiens of the rural populatien.*é A spestal comiseton
composed of an gqual mmber of Uhristiuns and Moslems wes to domtrol the exe-
outien of the reforns, The mote was proposed to the Porte Sm Jamusry 1£76, end
1% accepted by Sultan with surprising rapidity. The {nsurgents, however, wers
very 'mpnmu and did not whsh to accept mu assurances without any gmm
tees, nor did they show any desire to abandon the struggle, All Austrisn at-
toxpts im move the insurgents into submission were unsucosssfuls a proposed
mediatinn through Prince Nisholas of Montenegro proved to be fultlemss, for
Prince Nicholas had decided 4o prevent any real rsconsilistion, He hoped for
a gomoom action together with Serkia, and is quoted as saying that "nothing
will come of the reconsiliation; +the insurgents will put forward such propow

45 stojanovie, Creat Powers, 47-48,
46 Ihid,, 5657, Hariott, Eastern Susstion, 286,
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sals that the Porte will not be able to accept MJM The proposals of the
insurgents requested that the Christians be given at least a third of théir
land as their own pmpgvty; the the Turkish garrisons withdraw fyon Hersegoviq
na; that the Turks rebuild the ahm‘oiwa and houses they had diﬂry«é; that
Christisne should disarm only vhen Moelﬁmﬂ aiw» disarmed; that a cormiesion
be set up to study a sonstitution for reforms in Bosnis and Hergegovinay that
a Eurape&n sonmission should reéazzva from the Porte sufficient money %o aid thd
Christianss and *bhat &uatr}a and Russis nhwid mﬁinm}!m ﬁwﬁr agents in the
towns, wharg the Turkish garrisons remain in aré;r ta supervise the carrying |
out of the reforms 8 |

There was no ti.m, hmr, to take :mta soneideration thess pmev
sals, boa&w in the meantime the aituat.tan grevw daily more compliocated, and
the revolutionsry fover finally aﬁt}aa to Sulgaris where it broke out in May,
1876, The inmstiap of Bulgaria had been prepared immediately after the up-L
rising in Hermegovina, and some of the Bulgarian leaders had even gobe, as
early as 1875, to Sﬁrb‘m and to Mui&kg mﬁ:iug for help, Howsver, the re-

bellion was socdentally discovered by the Turks bafore the Qulgariam' were abl |
| to receivs any assistance from anywhere, and it was repressed with very b!wj
mamm, It lin almoat mpoaaibla 4o ueamin how much Berbis and the Slavow
nie Comittees contributed to the Bulgarisn revolt, It would, eertainly, be
gquite strange 1P Serbia had not given any importance to such an uprising in

47 Sojanovie, Grest Powers, 52,
48 1nid,, 53,
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sulgariay for she envisionsd herself as playing the leadin role in the futuve
of the Balkan peoples,

The general opinion, especimlly in London, was that the failure of
the combined intervention ﬂ the Cttoman Porte, the resistanse of the iheur
gents, and the sontemporaneous insurrection of m;m vmrc all dus to the ma
chinations of Ignatyev and his Panslavist agents, The M@Q Tines wrote on
June 7, 1876, that

(1]¢ is mwela which has arned the Serbians and the Momtenegrine against
the Terkish authority and holds them ready to enter in the campaign. , .
Ruesian missionaries are despatched to kindls the mesl of the Slavs, ‘%ﬁ»
sian socoiety furnishes money for thei equipwent, Russian Jourmals pro-
olain the extent and the pover of the Crusade,50

The Times was no doubt right, but it did not distinguish the offieia]
Russis of Gorchakov and the Teer from Igratyev's activity and from the sl@w
phil propagandu, which at that time had not as yet overcome the preaviling st
titude of officisl St, Petershurg.

Dierasli himself #amad Ignatyer as being uapanyib};a for the evo.
lution of the events in the Belkans, Shouvalow, the Russian ambaseador at bem
don, informed Gorchakew that Disresli had told him the following:

Because 1 am spesking to you in all confidemce, lst me tell you that
I consider a gm% misteke the behavior of your awbassador at Constanti.
nople, General gmtm represents there a polisy we hoped you would e~
bandon after the of Crimea, It is he who sontimiously exeites the
Christian. m&m ogeinat the demination of the Porte, vho makes trixe
bles also betwoen them and who gave, with thes suthority belonging to his
position, the gglm the advice which precipitated his fall and the decay
of the Empire,d

50 Ibid., 57,

51 mlw to Garehakm, 116, 1876, quoted by Seton*Vatson,
tad Dow tew, 111, 672,
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At the same time Disrmeli pgave s more positive opinien of the situe
ation, when he obaserved that A , '

(t]ne insurgents are not Pighting for refors, and nmothing will satiefy
them, because they are fighting for independence, In this state of thingh
the struggle end the shedding of blood i inevitablet neither youhor we
can prevent it, You have heen wrong to restrain Montenegre and “eybia,
singe the conflict was i-minent and its solution depended upon its issue,

bolieve that & bleeding ie necessary and we will considey it together,
If 4t ie the Ohrietians who get the upper hand, then we shall only have
to register the scoomplished facts; 4f it 1s Turkey who crushes the
Christisns and 4if repression bovomss tyrannicsl, 1t will be the turnm of
all the Oreat Powers to interposs theuselves, in the ne wgaaf Iummf-y
and there the interference of Furope will ko legitinate,

Hsledov, vho was counssllor for the fussisn Embmesy at Constantino-
ple, indicated in hie memoirs that Ignatyev was really in closs conbact with
the insurrectionists. Fe related that the agents were coming to see Ignatyev
and 1o ask him far adviee, If thore was some hope, they eaid to him, for fus-
sian assistanes, they would sontinmue Pightings if not, they would try resone
siliation, Ignatysv's opinion was tha® he would not like Lo compromise the
Sneurgents; yet on the other hand he did not wish either abandon thew; thus
he eontinued to ensourage t}w.% ,

As for Russis, her official attituds vas manifested in her semi-of-
ficial press which alwaye spoke in favor of peacs, Completely different was
the situstion with the unoffisial, mostly Slavophil, press, It advised “erbia
to liberete herself of all foreign diplematic influence, and openly suggested

that Serbia and Nontensgro enter the war to help their "brethren" in Boenis

=2 @Jw 3'&&3&&0?16, Great Powers, 70,

o 53 M. ﬁalmw, "Jouvenirs d'avant et d’apres la guerre de 1877~
1878, Bevus des Deux Mondes, Paris, XXVII, 1913, 305-306,
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and Hersegovina. ligyos Vremva wrote that the Slavs would never another such
opportunity; GJolos thought that Serbia had the right to go %o war in order to
solve the Eastern Juestion in s matural wayy "Ruseia will not allow her kinsd

men in the Balkans to be erushed in their struggle, even if the whole of
had to burn in flames foy :lt.,"% The Russian Government, through Novikev, i%
anbassador in Vienns and & faithful supporter of the official policy, strongly
advised Serbia not to ‘ga into war, because Rusais would not help her; | fw it |
was insisted the Euatam Guestion must be eolved only in wm discussion wiﬁu
Awtri& and Pruseis,>> . y
Ignatyev, at the othey ui&q, who was strongly supported by the Sla-

v@philwuha were, incidentally, becoming en um fagtor in Russian polis
tios, and with whose aspivations the heir-appsrent, later Tear Alamdarﬂ 111,
ap@ly gympathised.-encournged the war and sssured everyons that Sussia would
follow suit, Thie dualism of Ruseis policy sonfused the Serbs in DBelgrade,
wim#e the Russian eonsula, Ketaov s who as a subordinate of Hovikor, wae nm.»
oially ’mamméing pencs, but who privately as a sympathizer of Ignatyev, wory
ked under tha latter's instructions, inciting the Serbe and ergunising a pro-
jeot for Seybo-lontensgrin alllance®

| The sl.wmia Benevolent lemmm were very sobive, and by April,
1876, had elready sent to Serbia General Cheranyev, who was She editesr of the

54 Quoted by Jovanovic, Ylads Milana Obrenoviea, I, 305,

55 Jovanovie, "Serbia in Seventiss," 3Slavonic Raview, IV, 394,
Jovanovic, Viads Milmda Obrenovige, I, 293, o "

56 Jovanovic, “Serbia in Seventies,® Slavonic Review, IV, o4,
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pilitant Slavophil newspaper, Dussky Mir. He wes to carry out the slavephil
plans into actuality, He insisted only that the Var should not be fought mew

rely for the Serbs, but for the liberation of ths Balkan Slavs, mauely for thel

"Great Slav Idew,*D7 Only a war for thelely Blavonic Cause" sould provoke a
real enthusiaen of the Ruseian Public opinion, The Slavophils did not expect
that Serbia should defeat the Turks, but only that she reaist the struggle for
two monthe; within sush time, they thought, Ruasia vould enter the mﬂﬁ&

Counting on the prosises of Ignatyev and Cherneyey, and excited with
the propagands of the "Holy Slavonic Osums,®. -mrgia and Hontenegro, on #uly 1,L
1678, declared war upon Turkey, expecting that eocon all other Balken peoples
would follow her example,’® There was snormous eympathy in Russia for Serbiax

caune, and assistance for the Serbs was given in grest amount by ppivate iﬁ'
funds were oollected, nmddissl supplies weys sent and a few thousand voluwdesr
joined the Jerbia army,C Ohernayev was given Serbisn citisenship and made
‘the Summander in Chief of the Serbien army, giving so the impression that Rug.-
sia was asting behind the scenss,5l ‘

57 Jovanovie, Viada ¥ilans Chrencvies, T, 306-505.
58 Ibid,, %08, ' Stéjanovie, Ore |
59 Vernadeky, Eistory of Husels

80 "Our sympathy for the Serbian sause was so olear that I would
have not done my duby if I would have given help o sowe decision wlich ecould
provent their victory or stop them in a favorable moment, In that period we
openly patronized the Serbian cause, Our voluntsers, ocur noney, our Red Uross
everything was sent theres; I was Sranemitting, ryselfy through Russis, the .
portant news that I was able %o find on the movemerte of the Turkish troops
which were operating sgainst Sorbia," Nelidov, "Souvenirs," Reyue des Deux
Mgndes, XXVII, 335, o '
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Hovever, the Serbian amy was 00 wesk and Rusaian help too sosres..
vefore the aymistice thers were only 2,718 ¥6iﬂmarﬂéamami already the first
defeat disccuraged Prince ilan, | Ai‘mié, thet the Ports might ask his nbciiw
tion, he hurrisd to ssk Ruseisn and Austrian protection, with the result that
the Powers asked an Armistice for both Serbie end §£mﬁemgro. Aussia interve~
ned with an ultimatum, Mw haﬂilikhu mm, and the M qupe wnte was
rautm.@’ |

At the sane tim, .%, r“aﬂraburg was uzadﬁrgalng a change a&‘ ¥3invw,The
Slavophils susceded in arousing the 3lav t‘ulingu of their countrymen by X~
ploiting the succeseful rebellion of Boenia and mmngm and pointing out
the Bulgarian atrocities and the Serbian wméz“ | A great propagands scheme wﬁ
again started in favor of the Balikmn Slave, The crusade wae preamched in Ghtm-—
ohes and patrotic epseches were dslivered all over the oountry. Distinguished
perscns were peen bagging help for the Oh.ﬂ@hm, The prees glorified %gr«
nayov and propagsmma the assistence of Rusaian wmﬂ. The intellsetue
als were especially inoiteds they desired above all else the liberstion of the
Balkan 31@1& and clained the neceseity of Ruesim's entry into war, The exoi-
tment reached the throne and the Emprese Haria and the heir-apparent patroni.
sed the action,®5 The epirit had overcome the striotly Buropean outlock of

2 % ¢, Great Po 929 Wing Spemini %am
o of Jevren wiie) Tr gk, e
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Prinse Gorehakov and it now esonvinoed the Tear Alexander II that he muwbt net
morely be "true to his privete conscience as a pacifist and as a hater of wvap;|
he nuist lead his paopla."é‘s
in vm uf the probable necsssily of Ruesia's intervention in Hw ;

of éerb&a and %*on@emyo against mrw Gorohakoy eanaluded a secret

with Austria, at Reichstedi, on July &, 1876, in whioh ib was sgreed that 31’
ths var w‘w favorable to RMesia, Constantinople was to become & free eitys
Bulgars.a, mli,a, and Albania wculd receive atmtmm ¢ byt no larpze 3lavonie

state was to he formed in this part of Balkan Faninmla. Serbia end Monteneg
would be anmﬂ to inorease their territories, Austria was to remmin neutral
and would be sompensated with the permission to annex part of Bosnia as well
as ths wiwle or part of Hcmwim,&

There was a great deal of ftalking of an eventual joint Austro-Ruesis
ocoupation of the insurpsrt provineces of Turkey, The fesar of s largs Slavonig
state was the reason for the refussl of such a propossl, because the danger w
foresesm that Ruseia, onoe in possssaion of some part of the Balkan F
would never relinquish it, A contesporary diplomat voisced this fear as follo

Admitting even that the proposition was made, which I think very.

. doubtful, the sabinst of Vielms could not have scoepted it without fal.
ling out on one side with the Magyars, and without, on the other side,
helping Russia to put an end to the Cttoman rule in Europe, as well as
to sap the foundations of our Monarchy. It is eaid that this ccoupation
would not only amount to a gusrantes for the sxecution of the reforis

demanded from the Porte, Now, as these reforms would bo realimed eithey
t60 late or not at all, Fuesis would have a pretext foy remaining for a

67 Vervadsky g; ory of Russis, 340, Sumner, Russis ﬁm,
Appendix II, 583.601, ’ m m
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long time 4n Bulpgaris; and its ooocupation would soon take the form of
eonquest, ¥e should do the same, you would say, in Bosnia and in Herme-
govine, Sut of whitt adventage would that be if Russis had once succeded
in installing herself on a position of the Balkan Peninsula, from that
point to the realization of a{Panslavist]EZmpire, there is t:ut a step, It
would be prefermble for Russia to deslare war against the Ferte on her
own aceount, provided she engeaged formally 4o clain no insresse of terri.
tory for herself,“t
England also suspected Rumsis of planning the creation of a great
Slav Empire in the Balkens; at leats she did not know what %o do to overcone
*her centuries-long distrust snd to look for a pacific solution in accord with
those who are in her eyes the future mmiters of CUonstantinople and of the Sla-
vie Qmpil’ﬁsﬂég
In epite of the slight change of official poliecy in favor of Slavo
phila, it was not the sympathy for their ideas that lead the Russian poliey,
but the vision of the Straits and the meed to prevent other Powers from oeou.
pying them,
Before every thing, it is necessary to remove any pretext that
England ocoupies alone the Dardanelles, ., . . We must be afraid, that
onge entered, England will not go out, Sush a hit given %o the primor~
dial intereets of RMussia in the Zast oould not be cﬁmz:cmnmd by any
success obtained elsewhere,70
The Tsar himself sonsidered it necessary to point out that Puseia

did not intend %o creats any large state in the Balkanes

68 Opinion of an Austro-Hugarian diplomet, qwt.«d in "The Eastern
Cuestion from the point of view of Egstern Christians," The laomillan's Yage-
gine, November 1876wAugust 1877, New York, XXXV, 93,

- 69 Shouvalow to Tear, July 2, 1876, quoted by Seton-Wateon, "Un-~
printed Doouments,” 3lavonio Review, 111, 670,

70 Shouvslow to Gorohakov, ﬁamwr 4, 1876, quoted by Seton-iatson
"Unprinted Dosuments," Slavonic Review, IV, 444,
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I understand your resistance to the formation of & great Serbian
State, I do oppomse, like you, this combination, Partial autonomies,

howsver, without bmki.ng the political ties, would net have the same
ingonyeniencse,

The samé attitude was onoe ecnfirmed by Gorchakov to Novikovs fie

remain faitful to the idem of not favoriming there [in the Ealkans] the eonsti,

v

tution of e grest compact Slav or other state,"72

It wa, howsver, impossible for the Tsar and the Govermment to remain
indifferent to Slavophil mmmm; After all, the Slavophils were also the
supporters of the sutosratic regime, Not ﬁll&ng to ldentify iteelf with the
Slavophils, the Government was very nax&ioue and did not furnish any officlal
assistance, It did, however, facilitate the peassage of the voluntesrs inte
Serbia and gewe leave-of-absenve to volunteering officers, News from the Bal-

of the volunteers, and the death of the Panslavist Hicholas
Kireyev, who was killed while lsading s Serbian brigadeagainet the Turks, kept
| the Russians in s state of fever. They felt it was impossible for Russiam to
kesp out and turn their basks on the Balkan Slave et suoch a oritical moment of
their existence, Following the stieam of the Aussian opinion, Alexander 1%, id
Névmbar 1876, said if Europe were willing to gontime %0 receive rebuffs from
the Porte, he could at least, no longer consider neutrality as consistent with
the honor and dignity of Russia, The Slavophils hailed his moderate sxprese
sions and glorified him ms the Tsar "sut in the line of Peter the Grest and

71 Tsar Alexander II to Emperor Francis Jospeh, September 23, 1876,
quoted by SetoneWatson, "Unprinted Decuments," 3Zlavonic Review, IV, 188,

72 Gorehakov to Novikev, Docenber 6, 1876, quoted by Seton-Watson,
"Unprinted Doouments,* 3lavonis Review, IV, 441,
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Cathérine 11,75 BReferring to the Tear's guarded statement, Ivan Aksakef, inf
a spsech published in Mareh, 1877, in the Slavophil Paper, Hoskovsky

expressdd the aepproval of the growm- part of the Rusesia peoples

Our Grest and powerful Russia, leaving the strmight path of truth,
is wandering in the forests and mases of diplomacy, to the astonishment
and satiefaction of all Burope, She has never ceased to labor for the
arrangement of a bsnevolent European Uoncert in favor of the Slave, and
each tims, when at her istigation the Joncert has been arranged, the proe
cesds of the performanoe go somehow into the pookets of the Turks, ¥e
have witnessed & vhole series of sonsultations, conferences, and diplo-
matic tours, in vhich all who tock part, without deseiving each other,
deceived Russina grossly and openly without even having recourse $o ruee,
But no amount of deseit, no injuries or inedlts could shake the stubborn
mookness [ais!] and pacific spirit of Ruseian diplommey, though the in-
sults made the cheeks of Russia blush for shame, ‘eanwhile the Turks kill
impale, and violate Bulgarians, Bosniana, and Serbs and hundreds and
thousands of Slay families have been starving as fugitives in foreign
lands, If the martyred pesople of Pulgaria, after the promises held forth|
to them by the popular movement in Russie of 1876, lose their fmith in
Ruseia, they will sink in such an abyss of despair that they will be mo-
rally ruined, and give themselves up to the powsy of the foreigner, The
precious Ruesian blood, poured oub in Serbian batile fields for the Slav
oause, has not only remained unavenged but has been as little thought of
as it had been the blood of saveges, . . . It has ¢ome to this that our
volunteers, to whom the Emperor himself was pleased to refer, were on .
their eturn regarded by marny people,sepecially in the higher classes of
3¢, Fetersburg, almost parishe, The poiice, sdapting themselves to the
influence from above, eagerly stripped them of their Serbian uniforme and
Hontenegrin costumes, so that nothing should recall the 'shameful enthme
siasm' of last year, . . + Let us not lose sourage or grow lax in our
exertion, let us rether edouble our efforts to alleviate the bodily and
spiritual sufferings of the Orthodox Slave, to strengthen our mutual re.
ligions and moral solidarity, to confirm their faith in Russia, te upheld
the dignity and honor of the Russian name in the unsgqual struggle with
onenies abroad and at home--a struggles with ignorence and prejudice, and
with voluntary and involuntary treason 4o Ruseian nationality among Rus-
siens themeelves, May the historic mission of Russia be fulfilled] Bes
hind ue is the psople, befors us the Tear's word spoken at the Kmi!m.?#

A

75 Graham, Toar of Freedom, 227-229,
74 Ibid., 228.229,
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The Britich ambassador at 5t, Fetersbhurg reported that the Russisn
‘Governvent was very embarrassed by the excitemsnt of the nationy he defined
it as the "somensement of & religious movemend which finally drew within its
oompass the Court, the Covermment and the nation, and became the leading spi-
rit of & mational policy from which there was no means of receding,*75 It is
evident that the Panslavists brought Russia into such & situstion that war was|
inevitable, I% wes declared on April 24, 1877, |
The eutbreak of the war gave s nevw impetus to the Slavephils; they
were avars thel it was their own work, and tm believed it to be undertsken
for the *Oreat Slav Ides," A4 rumerous meetings, Alaimnﬂﬁr 11 vas acolaimed
as the Tear of the Slegs, Ivan Aksakov wrote agmin that the Russian flag
has besn raised for the recovery of the liberty end human righis of the
eppuawd, humilisted, and despised by the sivilized Zurops, The slume
bering fmst is awakening and not only the Slavs of Balkan %nm-ula,
sleo the whole Slav world awits ita resurrection, A new era is appros-
ohings ‘the dawn of the Creat Jlav day is on the point of breaking,7
The Grand Duke Kicholae was appointed the Comuander of the Russian
army in im Balkens, He wae known au; a greast sympathigey with the Slavophil
cause, and this appointment gave the war even more of a Slavpphil charastsr,
General Igm@ﬁv was ¢alled 4o serve as his counsellor, and Helidov as the
Chief of his politiocal department,’’
The Russian advsnce proseeded with unexpecied speed; +the fortress
of Plevns was uptmdva:wn 8 short Turtish resistance and the Ruseian é.rzw

75 Ibide, 198,

" 76 Moscow Gasette, May 2%, 1877, quoted by Stojanowis, Creat Powsra}
15h. )
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appeared bhefore Adrianople, The Turks were not capable of eontinuing the
struggle; they surrendered snd signed the Treaty of San Stefanc, The Russian
scldisrs were elated with thoir victory, and they novw intended 4o contirue on
and ultimately to create a Great Bulgaria, which would have secured for PFusels)
the oxclusive domination of the Balkeans and would prevent Austris fron ever
taking Bosnia and Herzegovina, Ignatyev and Nelidow were the strongest sup-
porters of this projeset, and to %h:la ond thought they would play off both
Austria end Bngland, lHad indeed the Treaty of Aau Stefano been retifled the
principal ai.m& of the Slavophils would have mn obtained: a large Dulgaris
would have s&tabls.ahod her definite domination ober the Straite and fhe Penin.
sula, 0 Constantineple would have remained entirely at the mersy of the ‘us.
sian fleet and of the Bul@arhn army. The Zastern fro:rti&r of Bulgaria led
have barred an:iustrian road to Salonika, The intervention of the Great Powerk,
however, prevented Russis from thus solving the Eastern Question to her own M
nefit; end thic ulio meant She defeet of the flavophil progream of axpnnaion;
The Congress of Berlin resulted in camidnmblodinnma&m for the
ﬁlavefhils s and esince that %i'm;e there was s steady decline in their erthusiaen
for the "Oreat Slav Idem," During the years immediately after the Berlin Con-|
gress, while Austria was taking possossion of Bosnia and Nersegovina, there
\mz-a“ atill km repercussions among the 3lavophil smbients in Russis, then
Igmtrw was made, after the death of Alexander 11, the Mimister of Interior,
the Slavophil sotivity had relative freedom for some time, In Jamuary, 1662,
Golos, « Slavephil newspaper, published an article in which Aksakov somplaine

_78 _lNovikoff, §:obelefs
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 that the Austrian ommpaign apgainst Hersegovinians, Bosnians and mm«ﬂy
also against Yontenegrine, is a campsign against us, Zvery drop that is
shed of the Slavonie blood will lsave a strain in this olrounstanves, Is
Maesia to stand by, with indignetion in her heart and the blush of shame

© on her face while tha Slavs are foreed under the hated yoke of Letin,
Gorrman or Swabiant Cr shall we take another 1lines/9

In the sighteen-sighties, Russia was approaching France, and Fansles

vism revived for a while, A wave of enthusulasm, or better a wave of alarmieQie
supporition was ceugsed by the speeches of the Slavophils General Skobalef?, LI’
1082, In his first speech in Mossow, he emphasived that "the faith in the hid
stcriwxl mission of Rupeie is our consolation and strength.” It caused s cor
tain excitement, and when in February 18682, he left Mosdow for Paris, some verp
of the opinion that he was banned; +the Slavophils, however, asserted that he
had gone on a confidentisl pelitical mission, In Paris, he delivered a speech
vhich was also published by the Bovoe m, 2 Zlavophil newspaper cln@lyat[‘»
filiated with the linlaster of Inberior, %m%yw, In this speesh Ckobeleff
pointed out the inevitability of a oonflist between the Slave and Teutons,oC
The speesh crested a certain anmount of emﬁmm m ;gerry among the dimple—»

mate, and many of them foresaw a dangerous mtammfa

79 Jehn F, Baddeley, Rueaim &__3&* Eighties: Sports and Pelitics,
Lﬁﬁdﬁn, 1921 m&

80 *I am bound to tell you the resson why Russila is not alweys e-
qual to the discharge of her patriotie duties in gmneral, and to the fulfill.
ment ¢f he mission as & Slav Power in particulsr, It ie because at home as
woll ae abroed, Ftusah has foreign influences to contend againet, ‘e are neb
the masters in our own house, , . , And shall I tell you the nawe of ., . .tha¥)
oppressor of Rusclians and Slave? You all know him, It is the author of the
'Drang nach Osten,' It ie the German, . . .The Oerman is the eneny. A struggle
is inevitable between the Teuton and the Slav, . . . I oan assure you that you
[Serbia and lontensgroe) shall not be left to fight alone, . . .* lovikeff,

Skoboleff, 262-265,
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The sctivity of the Slavophils began deslining vhen Igmatyev was re
lieved of his duties as the Minister of Interior, The diffioulties with the
new State of Pulgaria were deeply disappointing to 3%, Petersburg; Bulgaria o+
luded the conrol of her "Big brother® and had passed to eome sxtent into the
orbit of Austria; the Panslav theory was proven a failure and wae losing prem
stige at 5%, Petersburg, Alexandsr III himself wes disappointed in the Slava
and in the Slamnia caussy 4n 1885 he wrote thet Bussim must |

have one printipal aim, the vesupation of cenmntsmpx», 80 that we
Russisns) may once ¥éFrmll maintain cursglves at the Straite and inow
st they will remain in our hende, That o the intersst of Russin and
M, ocught 10 be cur aspiretion, GEverything else that teke place in the
Balkan Peninsuls io escondary for us, There has been enocugh progsupanda
to the detriment of the true intamsts of Russis, The :alws st now .
Serve Rusefia, and not we t!ma.

Popular Panslevism continued 4o live in the hearts of the Ruseiam
people, but found no eche in governmental oircles, The weaknses of the E’fuasri*‘
army and several distracting intermal questions ic&p% Ruesia fron further che-
rishing any immediete idess of expansion in the Dalikn Peninsula, |

The Slavephils submitied themselves to the offigial polisy, and enl

ocoasionally caused some light exeitement for foreign diplomats, They remmim
in oppesition to the offisial govermmental poliey, but kept atititude of paties
somplying with the psoifis intentione of the Tear, and postponing the reali

confidengs of Cenmeral Skobeleff, . . reveale the attempt to give to Panslavi
thse force of & movement Pfor intermal revolution and of exbernad expansion at
%emt damage $0 Russian edaltions with her heighbors and of the European pea
Hgport of Februsry 2%, 1882, in Jernhard Schwertfeger, ~ditor, %g da)pischen
Doleumey nﬁ& gur Yorgeschichie des Vsltirieges, Berlin, 1525, I, 26, '

82 Quoted by Sumner, Hist ory of Pussia, 273,
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tion of those hopes which they eould never renounpe 57
In 1896, Nelidov, who wes the ambassador at Constantinople, tried
insist that Russis take advantage of the opportunity afforded by certain compifi.

cations whioch Turkey had in Armenia, end take the posseseion of the sStraits,
Yis project was rejected by the Russia Ogbinet in which the majority of the
members were opposed Yo Slavophil sxbitiens, The Ruselan Foreign ¥inister fol

E 2

lowed, during this period, the polisy of maintaining the gtatus quo in the
Balkene, Only after the Hevolution of 19051906, did Russian Foreign polisy
return iis attention toithe Balkansy and 4% weened then to take up oncs more
the cause of the Panslavists, The principles which the revelution brought to
the Governmend were hostile towards thing.mm and wished 4o lessen ths
influence of the Germans, Therefors, the Panslav group was supported, aé was
448 policy in the Balkens m:wﬁ new dangér, that uf&a&ly-inamuing Gorman
expansion was replacing Turkish mitgwarmwm The greatest mims for the
Russien Panslavists were now §0 stop the German infiltration in the Balkune and
to defend the autononmous development of the 3lav portions of the Balkans, The
governmental policy had noty however, a unified directiom, and it was more di-
rectly mgmm in the m&&a‘k@ stdlution of the Juestion of t_hc. Straits,

; Iﬁ ‘has been long understond that the emancipatory policy pursusd by
Ruesia in the %lm Poninsuls ewalcened national self.gonssiousness smong the
Slavie pecples of the Habsburg Empire and threatensd its existence, The Auﬁtri&:

85 GSehwortfeger, Beligischen Dokuwents, I, 24, 257, 263,
84 Tyler, Duropsan Cowers, 19,
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and German policy aimed, therefore, to a full subjugation of the Balkans to
their influence.’” muesta wanted, as has baen stated, to prevent these Austror
German intetions a.nd to maintain the independenve of the Balkan states, The in

temtions, end later the annemstion of Bosnia snd Hermegovina, to which Rusede
Foreign Vﬁiniswx‘ Iswololy agm& in ord#E to preserve to control of the Strait
for Fmshg only Tovored Augtro-germmm uagimtmm.‘ It kindled intense anger
 in the uscovite ninds, but the Russian bear only growisd; she did mot bite,56
| derbian nationaliem was exoited because the Austrian sotion cut off

all Serbian hopee of Boenia and Fiersegevine, A® & result, however, the son-

nections between Serbis and “udsia beceme onoe again very ¢lose, and publie

opinion in Russis favored sgain the "1ittle Slav brother," Ruseis begam to
plen and encoura:¢ a Bolkan league mr }mr own leadership. ' The League ostent
aibly‘ was directed against the Turks, but her ultimate end wae Austria-Hungary
and her movements towards the Straits, During the Balkan ware whish followed,
‘a wave of Panslavist erthusiage arose in Ruseia, and contributions of money mﬁ
medical supplise were sent to the Mtu 0f the mw» leasue, 7The general imd
tention was %8 press the Covernment for a more aggressive Russisn policy as the
leader and the protestor of the 3lavie Mu. talavio banquets" were organie
zed and ended with the most pronounced statements denouncing Russian pasifiesm,
and with demands for a "ecross on 5t, Sophia," a "Scutari for lMontenegro," and

"Outlete to the Adriatic for Seybia,"S7

8 Sergiei D, Sasenov, Fatefull Yeeks, 1209-1916, Lendon, 1928, 1564
86 Tyler, Eurcpeen Powers, 205.
87 #,H, Fisher, Editor, Oub of Wy

Pasty the Nemoirs of Oount Kokoy.

MR KA
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Hearwhile the war in the Balkans was spreading; snd the Allies,
having defesated the Turks, started fighting emong themeelven B8 Bussis wee
have been mediator, but her iﬁﬂmmﬂ pher the Lengue's membere proved. to be
very weak, becauss neither the Serbians, nor the Bulgariane were willing %o
place their interests unreservedly in the hands of Ruesia,’? Jecsuse Rumeia
had favored the Serbians, she loet her sympathies in Bulgaria, who turned
closer to Austrie~fungary. ¥ith the anti-Russian feelings of her leaders and
with an anti-Russian Covermment, Pulgaris remained in the sphere of the Oentrafl
Powers, even though the ma jority of the averwl 3ulgarian people hed little
syrpathy for this allianse, The ties botwsen Serbis, Montenwgro, and Ruseia
grow otronger; and Sazonov has stated that "Russia's fundemental task is to
guarantee the politicel and economical emancipstion of Serbis,"¥C ithen tha

Sreat ¥ar started the Panslavist intersets were once again esphasiwed and
necessity of hslping Slavonie Sorbis against the Gormmmrk

ressors vas procla

m‘d"

e Inid., .
89 Samonov, Fateful fewrs, 92.

303 90 Sumper, Iistory of Russia, 409, Verndasky, History of Suesia,




QHAPTER VII

COROLUSION

ﬁhi&e preparing for the Piret World Var, Germany did everything to
pronote the impression that m greatest ensmy %o European eivilisation was
Panslaviem; she dried Lo represent herself ss the chsmpion of liberty and proy

v

gress against this Panslvic danger, and to convines the world that Panslaviem
was the most dangerous wespon of "Russian barbaﬁm,,ﬂ
It may wedl to consider the misconceptions which have been widesprea
a8 to the charaster of Panslaviem in general as well ss to the term as 'appuad
4o the partioular aspirations of Russis-~those hopes, namely, of making "mﬁw
tinople the capital of her Empire and of seeing tha aross onge more upon the
dome of o4, Sophia, These were purely Ruseian aspirations vhich had little or|
nothing in common with the real Panslavist ideals, | |
-, Panslavisn was s direct oubcoms of the dismembrement of the Slavie
natiens and of their sufferings under foreign rulers, It was & oulbural move-
ment aining 4o realize the e'forts of the Slavenie races in Bdrope for unity
and the protection of their own civilization and literature, It origineted in
the s.dmlq and beliefs of the Slavs of Austria-Hungary, vhere their mtiom;i

1 Richard Ohirmats, Zsrismue, Panslaviemus, Kriegi, Wiem, leipzig,
1915, 1-5,

105
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etistence wae msnaded by the Germans and the Magyare: It was kept slive by
their hopes that through ite purposes, the dangers, which threatensd thelr na
tional individuality would be prevented, It was the result of the pressure oxpr
cised by the Germane on the Slavs within their domain and it was a counter pﬁI
te sggreseive German politiocal mtm}.m ar P ammmmgz The Panslavist
enthusiasts proposed the composition ami propagation of a universal language
which would pressrve their national indspsndence and their own mational charael
teristics, |

If Austris had satisfied the demands t;-f the Slavie groups within her|
impire by giving them the guarsntees for their national existence, snd if Hun.|
gary had adopted the sawe course in desling with her subjeets, :mai if both of
them had granted to those groups & mational authonony under their sovereipnty,
Panslaviem would have had no reason for ite existense and would probebly not
have been born, |

Geroral Ignatyev once told the Austrian Foreign Minister, Count
Andrassy, that Panslavism wae distinotly the oreatiom of Austriane, All the
sarly Panslay writers were Austrian subjects, Panslavien was nn;y a prinoiple
which developed out 616‘ the oppression Aaf Slave, It was the ery for fratermal
help sgainst intolerable oppression, Austria and Turkey were the two great ged
nevators of Panslaviet entlmeissm, It was their injustioce, their eppression of
the Slavs, which led to the invention of the Panslavist theories, To kill
Panslavism in the simplest way was to treat the Slava jmtly*ﬁ !

2 Grove O, Haines and Ross J.3, Hoffman, The Origins and Background
of the Yecond Werld ¥ar, New York, 1947, 42, ;

3 ¥illien T. Stead, Truth shout Rusels, London, 1888, 308, V/
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The divielen of the Slav pations into those who recognized the reli-
gious supremacy of Roms, and those who remained with the Eastern Chureh, indi~
cates more than a mere religious difference., It brings with it a differense ih
traditions and affilintions and even antagenisms, The Yeetern half of the
Slavs had for the most part passed through simtilar stages of econonic and ine
tellestual development; the Eastern “lavs had experienced sompletsly differenp
influences, | | | |
The eontinual hostilities and politieal diffieulties which were com.|
mon to both the Esstern and the Roman group, in addition to the strong feelingh
of racial kinship and of a common historis pasteesll these influenced lilerary)
Panslaviem and gave 1% a politissl charscter, The pational aspirations of the|
,ﬁ%hv&e“poopln aﬁwm be safe, thelr leaders ssserited, only in & Unton af'%h&.
Slavonis raves into a single state, |
_ The distinstive metional tespersments however, of the various 3lavie
groups rendered diffisult, if not impessible, any unification among them, Only
whon thers was envisaped s preesure of an external danger of persseution, did
they begin gonsidering an eventual subordinstion of their individual interests
to the possibility of a coumon defense, The same bond, the common hostility
againet the Turks, against the Magyars snd agsinet the Cermans, beceme thus a
forgs linking them together, It was natpral that this common fate turrned theiy
eyas and their sympathies towards Ruselim, the only Slavonie mation which w@a
ind&pc’némt: and strong, and whish could protect more sincerely their cormon ae
spirationa for freedom and indspendence, There developped, espesislly among
the Bulgarians and Serbs, among some Ugechs and Slovaks and & few Oroats, a
1@ tendeng to see Russia as &
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The Ruseian politisians knew how to uvail therselves of such en op-
portunity and endeavoured in every way to obtain sontrol over the movement of
Fanslavism, believing that it would help them sooner or later to realizs thids
ovn aime ﬁnd to overthrow the Austrian Empire, This would aleo enable Fussis
t-nk take the lion's share of the apoils, 1namding§ the provinees of the Eurcposh
Turkey, |

In Russia the ideas of the Fanslavienm were taken up by the Slamphn
and soon were developed into s political mwtmn‘k, the olject of whieh was
chrystalisntion of Russisn natimi life first at home, and then in the exten.
sion of Russisn protection to all ether Slavic peoples, Rumssia was destined
to realize Slavie hopes for freedom, was to become their liberatoy, their pro.
toctor ég;ci above all their uﬁiﬂar:% The Slavophil movement aimed, thersefoye)
at piumrvs.ng the spiritual and mi:uml bond between Russis and the vWest and
South Slave, and it mu; to bring about & pelitisal union under Ruscian leader~
ship, Imperial Russia, however, was not particularly interested in the mu?
movement among the Western Slave within the Austro-Hungarien Empire, She was
rather concerned with the Orthodox populations within the Cttomen Empire, and
precisely with the 3outhern Slavs in the Bplkan Feninesuls, bémm 21l her inted

4 A characteristic opinion on the unification of the Zlavonio na -
tions is given by Stead: "As for establishing a gigantic 3lavonic Empire, ine
cluding all 3lavonic peoples under one sceptre, that is a dréam, What the 5lad
vonic enthusiset hope for is exsctly the same as that for which English enthue
siants long vhen they talk of the union of Englich spesking peoplee, All that
ws hope for is that all differences between the various Englieh families shall
be adjusted by arbitration rather than by war, . . , AllEnglish aspeaking nen
should meke gommon cause against anyone who might attempt 4o orush the weakest
membey of the fraternal league, . . . That is our idesl, It is mlsc the ideal
af the %lawmm amiety»—n nociaty to }zhiah, if‘ thay were mxmunn, moat &ng;xw*-
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rests referred back to ons gqueetion: who is to keep the keys of the Tear's
own house, Constantinople and the “traite? It wae natural gonsequence of thede
facts, that the program of Russian Panslaviem was focused upon the Russian do-
mination of the whole Egstern and Southeastarn Ddrope.

| The Orthodox ruler of Holy Russia was not interested in the feslingy

of those who were not Orthodox; his eyes were twrmed to those who were Orthod
dox and who at the same time cccupisd s desirable position between the 5dri&:l
and the Black Sems, between the Dambs and the Aegean, The struggle of the
Ba lkan p&é‘pl& for their independence offered w Russia only an epportunity te|
realize what ¢he was not strong enough to mlm by herself, The political
formula of the Panslaviets, as adopted by the Slavophils, ﬁes to serve as tha}
neoessary form of Museia's good will of prméting thes and of eupporting thell
aspirations, The severitise snd the atrosities which the Serbs and the Bulged
risns suffered from the Turks were of a great ald to Russisn poliey, The pro-
tection of the Tear was sontinuously needed to prevent a complote distruction |
of the Christian churches and of the Chrietian pepulstion, |
The Russian conviction of, and interest for, her holy mission in the
Balkans was etirulated by the Slavophils, Their Panslaviem had ealways a doublp
basig,ore recial and the other alig&mi, both quite interwoven, Their aim of
liberating the sorreligionists from the Turkish yoks, and their ideal of estam
blishing a Holy Gresk E‘smparé of Ruesian nationmality with the Capital at‘f}onv- , |
stantinople, gave to their activities the character of a mtina‘listm und pﬁlﬁl
tigal movemont, and in the seventh decads of the last century thess aj:# and

jdeals created a resl political influende upon Russian foreign pﬁl&aﬁ; sepo~
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¢ially in the Balkans.” The active part the Slavophils played in the Balken

insurrection gave the world the impression that official Russia also backed th
novement.S In spite of their mational and religious oreed, the Slavophils we:
regarded with mistrust by the offleial ambienis, The evenis in the BDalkans
sontributed to their temprary popularity; ouch pressures and the popular en-
thisiasn excited by them gave the Covernment an excuse to intervens in the nang
of Slavdom for the settlement of the qusstion, The Covernment soon aftervards
ghowed again its indifference for the Slavonie sause; 1t retained what vas
more realistic for the Ruseian policy of axpanéﬁi#m namely the intersst in thv
Straite and Constantineple, Ae a purely intellectual and political foroe,
Panelaviam has rendersd the Ruseisn aspirations to the domination of Balkuns
more evident, but it also complicated the sclution of the Zastern Question,
The erisis of 1875.1878& proved that the Russian and Austrian inte-
rosts and aspirations over the Dalkans were irreconcilable, A lasting agroo-
ment betwsen the two vas impossible, for both wanted a complete domination of
the people and of the Peninsula, Had it not been for the interference of Fane
slavist enthusiasts, Russian influenge would have probably been diminished te
insignificance, CLven so, the euccess of the Vienna govermment in preventing
the areation of a Slavophil projected Grest 3lavonie 3tate in the Ballans, did |
certainly linit, for the time being, this Russian influence,

5 Sagonov, Fatefull Years, 271, 272,

6 "The insurrection in Besnia and Hermegovina, the Serbo-Turkish wag
and the Bulgarian atrocities, arcused a great enthusiasm for the 'brother Slav

all over Ruszis and pushed the 3lavophils to the foo," Seeger, Iswolsky, 163.
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then the subjsct peoples of the Tur:ish Empm did not sucesed in ol
taining what they were fighting for, their continued looking towards Russis,
Begause she did not feel strong enough, and because she was not primarily inte.
rested in the aspirations of the Slavic peoples es such, her influence was rew
placed by the Austriens ahd Cermans,

With the beginning of the twentieth century, when politieal changes
resulted in the interval regime of Hodern Ruseis, the intereste of Russia tur-
ned again to the Balkan Slavs, A new Panslav szb ¥as in progress and an
*Agaocciation to promote Friendship smong the fsiuw” was founded in Moecow, in
1908, 1Its leaders were mostly liberals and it had much more influence on the
Russian Government into which new elements had grown, It no longer amphuiscdp
the mﬁodux religion; it was trying to bring aboud a resonciliation wt& the
FPolews and it was directed more against Auetris.Hungary than against Turkey,
all in correspondencs with the general trend of the Ruseian Forelgn yeueyj

Ruseia’s policy in the Ballans at that tins was 4o maintain the inde)

v

pondenos of the Balkan States, to welcome them back under her influence, and ﬂ
counteraot the Austrisn attempts of expansion towards the East, Her "Histori.
eal Hission'~-the emancipation of the Christian Slave from the Ottoman yokow
was almost aaaompliahad by the beginning of the century, Ite completion, how-
ever, should be left to the efforts of the peoples thmlwa. Absolutely the
only attitude Rusaiam ever maintained, was to prevent these Balkan peoples from
becoming influenced by the Powers which were hostile to Ruseim. PForeign Mini.
stor Sagonov, wrote in his Yemoire that
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[tihe ultimate aim of Russisn policy was to obtain free access to the
Mediterranean, and to be in s position to deferd her Black Sea Coasts
against the constant threat of the eruption of hostile naval fordes
throulh the Bosphorus,t
Even if the Balkan peoples had never needed the guardianship of
Russia, Rusoia always oonsidered that they were not strong enough to Vais;muw‘
with her aid in the case of a@ attempt upon their national existence, Serbisf
particularly seemed exposed to such a danger, for here the Austrian diplomate
were trying to ve-sstablish the Austrian influence which had declined since |
the fall of the Obrenovich family, Bulgaria wae considered in a similar, if
not a worse situstion, because of her Cerman<born ruler, HRussia wes eagey to
garaiym the Austro-lerman attempts, for she had always oleverly | |
proclaimed and defended the principle of the independence of the Balkan
States, . . in view of their inalienable right to an independent politi-
cal existence, In our eyes this prinsiple, in addition to its moral si-
gnifisance, has algo & practieal value;y for not only was it not detri.
mentel to any of Ruesia’s vital interests, but it indirectly furthered
their maintenance, 'The Balkan Peninsula for the Balimn peoples," was
the formula which domprieed the aspirations and sims of Ruassian poliocy:
it presluded the poseibility of the politieal predomonance, and still
more of the soverignty in the Balkeans, of a foreign power hostile to
Balkan Slavdom snd %o Ruseia,?

. Under the influenge of the new Panslaviet idess, in the last years
before the Great Yar, the Russian Foreign pelicy under Sazonov tried to avert
the Austro*German penstration in the Balkens, The Panslav Conferences at
Sofis and Belgrade were to pave the road o a new understanding smong all the
Slave, Grest importance was given to the attempis of a reconciliation with

the Poles, besauss of the sonviction that "[t}he rosd to Constentincple lies

v 8 BSagonov, Fatefull ¥Years, 50,
v 9 Ibid., 50"51,9 B
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through Warssew,"}C The Congresses had no practical result, nor did they

cesd in solving the Folish Question, The influsnos of the Hew Penslaviste ha
sone resuld in the constitution of the Balkan Img,m; but the influence was nop
strong ensugh %o dominate fully the feelings of the Balken Slave or to have
any prastical effects among them, i’er they did not belisve mry longer in the
singerity of Russian sentinments, |

Russia has been indisputahly the only effective and military Slay
Powsr, ler claims and her aims have always been tooc great, indesd, to carry
out by herself, It was, consequently, her p-alyi;:y to induce the Christiane in
the Balkans to fight her battles, By waving before them the flag of the Mrum.

niterian and fdeclogicsl programe of Panelavism snd of the Creat Slavonic Ides
she wbaéaéad in sonfusing then ao greatly that they did not perceive that :;[
battles they were Pfighting were not their own but Russia's. 5he used and abue
sed, m& this to a great extent, indsed, the sincero sympathies which the
Baltan Slave had for her ae the only independent Slav Fower; and she knew how
to use the agitations of the Slavophils at home, DBut the support she geve %o
Panslaviem as such was yather insignifioant, because it was difficult for her |
fto believe in a singere eympethy of the Slavie éams for an autooeratie
Rumm,"ll |

Pannlaviem as such, then did not represent in the Balkenms any ecmm"
srete movement for politisal unity, It was a political formula which, undep

Y 10 sumner, History of Russls, 238,

11 %Je ne vous dissimule pas qu'il m'set difficile de groire a une
sympathie sincers des reaoes Slaves pour la Russie aubooratique.” ¥Frince Copr-
chakov to Newikov, May 9, 1877, quoted by Sumner, Bussis snd Delians, 269,
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sertain aireumatméaa was adopted by Russia in order to keep the Balkan Slavs
under her sontrol, Horeover, even if the Balkan Slave did obtain their freeddn
meirly by means of Ruseian aid they were nevr willing to remain tools in the

fussian hands; for they sonsidered the Russian policy to be selfish, aiming

10 obtain, not their freedom and idependencs, but the guarantees necessary fo
the soonomie developnent and for the safety of the nost vulnerable part of !mj
own Russisn terrstory. |

) In ﬁhnrmtarising the importance of Punalavim in Russian poliey of
(oxapnnmn in the Balkans, Engels wrote:

But behind this, . . theory [of Panslaviem) there stood the terrible
reslity of the Bussian Zmpire, -~ of that Hmpire which by every move-
wment manifested a pretension to consider the whole of Burope the pro-
perty of fthe Slavie tribe and in partioular, of its only energetic
part - Russia. That Smpire, which with two such Cepitals as Petersburg
an& ¥osaow, is unable to Ffind ites center of gravity untill the City of
(Gonstantinople is salled in Ruseian Tsargrad), in whieh every
' ﬁuwm poasent sves the 4rue foous of his religion and nation, becomes
the residence of the Ruseian Bmperor. . . . The intrigues by which
Russian diplonacy supported the recenily invented Panslarisa are well
known in Central Eurﬁa « a dogtrine which eould not better heve corres-
ponded %o ite ains.* , ,

12 Qnotodbymw,. Eurgpean ldsclogies, £08,
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