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oz
1878'de 1I. Abdilhamid tarafindan askiya
alinan Osmanli Meclisi, J6n Turk Devrimi'nin
ardindan nihayet 17 Aralik 1908'de yeniden
toplandt. Bu 6nemli olay vesilesiyle, her Avrupa
giici ve Osmanlt Imparatorlugu'nun ezeli
dismant Rusya da dahil olmak itzere tim
tlkeler tebrik mesajlart gonderdi - Japonya
hatic. Japonya'dan bir tebtik mesajinin
gelmemesi, 6zellikle Japonya'nin feodal bir
devletten ilerici  bir glce dontserek I
Abdiilhamid ve Jén Turkler icin ilham kaynagi
olmasi nedeniyle Osmanlilar icin sasirtictydi. Bu
hayranlik, 1905'te Japonya'nin Rusya'ya karsi
kazandig zaferle zirveye ulastt ve Dogulu ve
Hristiyan olmayan bir ordunun bir Avrupa
rakibine karst zaferini simgeliyordu. Buna
ragmen, Japon hukimeti Osmanliara karst
mesafeli bir durus sergiledi. Japonya, Birinci
Diinya Savast sirasinda Britanya ve Rusya ile
ittifak kurdu ve Istanbul'un isgali sirasinda
cikarlarint korumak icin ancak savastan sontra
Osmanli baskentine bir el¢i génderdi. Japonya,
1908'de neden bir mesaj gondermedi? Japon
hikkiimeti, Osmanlilarla diplomatik iliskiler
kurmaktan neden kagindi? Bu makale, Japonya

ABSTRACT

Suspended by Abdulhamid II in 1878, the
Ottoman Parliament finally reconvened on
December 17, 1908, following the Young Turk
Revolution. On this momentous occasion,
messages of congratulations were sent by all
nations, including every European power and
Russia, the archenemy of the Ottoman Empire—
except for Japan. The absence of a congratulatory
message from Japan was surprising to the
Ottomans, especially considering Japan's rapid
modernization, which had transformed it from a
feudal state into a progressive powet, serving as an
inspiration to both Abdulhamid II and the Young
Turks. This admiration peaked with Japan's victory
over Russia in 1905, symbolizing an Eastern and
non-Christian army's triumph over a European
rival. Despite this, the Japanese government
maintained a distant stance towards the Ottomans.
Japan aligned itself with Britain and Russia during
the First World War and only sent an envoy to the
Ottoman capital after the war to protect its
interests during the occupation of Istanbul. Why
did Japan fail to send a message in 19082 Why did
the Japanese government refrain from establishing
diplomatic ties with the Ottomans? This article

Abdulhamid IT ile Osmanl imparatorlugu arasinda Birinci aims to explore how conflicting interests and
Young ’furk Diinya Savast arifesinde bir ittifakin 6ntindeki  political cultures prevented an alignment between
Revolution engelleri olusturan c¢ikar catigmalari ve siyasi Japan and the Ottoman Empire on the eve of the
Extraterritc;rial kiltirlerin roliind arastirmayt amaclamaktadir.  First World War.
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INTRODUCTION
Contrasting Diplomatic Strategies

Japan

Since 1902, Japan had been bound by an alliance with Great Britain, known as the Anglo-Japanese Alliance.
This agreement required Japan to maintain "strict neutrality" in the event that Great Britain became embroiled
in conflict with another power (Hamilton & Herwig, 2012). This strategic partnership was mutually beneficial;

it provided Japan with the security of British support while allowing Britain to secure its interests in East Asia
without a substantial military presence (Best, 2021: 94-6; Sahin, 2001, p. 104).

Japanese leaders in Tokyo viewed the political and military turmoil in Europe as a potential opportunity to
enhance Japan's status on the global stage. The alliance with Britain was particularly significant in this regard, as
it not only legitimized Japan's butgeoning role as a major power but also provided a framework within which
Japan could pursue its imperial ambitions without direct conflict with Western powers (Best, 2021: 80).

The early twentieth century was a period of intense modernization and military expansion for Japan. The nation
sought to position itself as the "chief nation of the Orient," a vision supported by its rapid industrial growth
and military successes, such as the victory in the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-1905. This triumph over a
European power underscored Japan's military prowess and its capacity to challenge Western dominance in Asia
(Jansen, 2002: 448).

Furthermore, Japan's strategic diplomacy duting this petiod involved carefully navigating its relationships with
other major powers. The alliance with Britain was not merely a defensive pact; it was a cornerstone of Japan's
broader strategy to secure its interests in Asia, including Korea and Manchuria (Jansen, 2002: 439). By aligning
with Britain, Japan could counterbalance the influence of Russia and other European powers in the region.

As Europe edged closer to the First World War, Japanese leaders foresaw that the imminent "great confusion”
might create a power vacuum in Asia. This potential instability was perceived as a strategic opportunity for Japan
to assert its dominance and expand its territorial and economic influence. The alliance with Britain, therefore,
was more than a mere act of neutrality; it was a calculated move that enabled Japan to position itself for future
conflicts and opportunities on the global stage (Hamilton & Herwig, 2012: 146). By the end of the First World
War, as a British ally, Japan found itself on the victorious side, which allowed it to consolidate its status among
the wortld's leading nations, and its economy experienced significant growth as a result (IK6sebalaban, 1998: 81).

In summary, the early twentieth century was a transformative period for Japanese diplomacy, characterized by
strategic alliances and calculated moves to elevate Japan's international standing (Best, 2021: 163). The Anglo-
Japanese Alliance played a crucial role in this strategy, enabling Japan to pursue its ambitions with the backing
of a major Western power, and setting the stage for its emergence as a dominant force in East Asia.

The Ottoman Empire

Abdulhamid II, the Sultan of the Ottoman Empire from 1876 to 1909, was significantly influenced by the
success of Japanese modernization. The Meiji Restoration, which began in 1868, had rapidly transformed Japan
from a feudal society into a formidable modern state. This transformation was particularly notable for its ability
to combine Western technological advancements with traditional Japanese culture, a feat that Abdulhamid 11
admired and sought to emulate within the Ottoman Empire (Worringer, 2004: 214).

Abdulhamid's admiration for Japan extended beyond metre modernization; he viewed Japan's achievements as
a non-Western, Asian nation as a potential model for the Ottoman Empire. In a bid to bolster his political
strategy, which included the politicization of Islam, Abdulhamid attempted to forge an alliance with Japan. He
saw Japan as a potential ally that could be converted to his cause of Islamic unity against Western imperialism.
However, this effort largely failed due to Japan's own strategic interests and its secular approach to
modernization. The most prominent Japanese intellectuals of the period, such as Yukichi, had favoured a
relationship with the West rather that the Islamic world (Esenbel, 2003: 12-3).

An illustrative example of this attempt is reflected in an article from The Times of India dated May 29, 1906.
The article reports that a congress was to be held in Tokyo on June 1, 1906, where a Turkish mission would
attend with both political and religious objectives. The mission, composed of influential Turks, aimed to
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negotiate the establishment of Turkish and Japanese embassies in each othet's capitals. Moreovet, the Sheik-ul
Islam declared that Islamism aligned with the religious sentiments of the Japanese and suggested it was the only
religion that would be agreeable to them. This reflects a significant misunderstanding of the religious landscape
in Japan, which was primarily influenced by Shinto and Buddhism (The Times of India, 1900).

Despite the symbolic significance of the Japanese victory over Russia in the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-1905,
which demonstrated that an Eastern, non-Christian power could triumph over a major European empire,
Abdulhamid's efforts to align with Japan were complicated by deeper ideological differences. While he admired
Japan's military success and its challenge to European dominance, he also petceived Japan as a potential threat
to autocracy (Westwood, 1986: 1006). Japan's establishment of constitutional governance and reduction of
autocratic power stood in stark contrast to Abdulhamid's absolutist rule, creating an ideological conflict.

This ambivalence is evident in Abdulhamid's nuanced views on Japan. On the one hand, he was inspired by
Japan's achievements and sought to replicate their modernization efforts within the Ottoman Empire. On the
other hand, he was wary of Japan's political reforms, recognizing that they could serve as a catalyst for similar
movements within his own realm, potentially undermining his authority. Reflecting this caution, the Sultan
ordered strict surveillance of Japanese officers visiting Ottoman territories (Sonat, 2023: 238) . Additionally, the
Hamidian government's attempt to convert the Japanese to Islam reflects a certain condescension, failing to
understand Japan's distinct religious and cultural context. This effort was not only unrealistic but also
demonstrated a broader miscalculation of Japan's national identity and strategic priorities (Deringil, 1999: 113).

An article from The Washington Post dated February 26, 1907, highlights the tension between the Ottoman
Empire and Japan. It dramatically describes how the strained relations between the two "polygamous coutts"
of Tokyo and Constantinople led to a suspension of efforts to convert Emperor Meiji and his people to Islam.
The article even speculates on the dramatic possibility of a Japanese battleship presenting an ultimatum to the
Sultan, illustrating the heightened tensions and the failure of Abdulhamid's regime to establish close relations
with Japan (The Washington Post, 1907).

In this light, Abdulhamid's relationship with Japan was complex and multifaceted. While he was inspired by
Japan's achievements and sought to align with it for mutual benefit against Western powers, he was also waty
of Japan's influence on autocratic rule. This ambivalence highlights the intricate balance Abdulhamid tried to
maintain between modernizing his empire and preserving his absolute authority.

A Difficult Relationship
Conflicting Interests

At the turn of the twentieth century, Japan was rapidly asserting itself as a dominant power in Asia. The success
of its modernization efforts, combined with its military victories, particularly the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-
1905, positioned Japan as a formidable player on the international stage. Japan's ambition was clear: it sought to
establish itself as the preeminent power in Asia, capable of influencing regional dynamics and resisting Western
dominance (Jansen, 2002: 440).

In contrast, Abdulhamid II of the Ottoman Empire had a different vision for countering European imperialism.
Recognizing the threat posed by European powers, Abdulhamid sought to use his position as Caliph, the leader
of the Islamic world, to create a united front against imperialist encroachments. His strategy involved leveraging
the religious and cultural ties among Muslim communities from Japan to North Africa. By emphasizing the
unity of the Muslim Ummah (community), he aimed to foster solidarity and resistance against European
expansion (Deringil, 1999: 47).

This policy of using the caliphate as a tool for political and military defence was a cornerstone of Abdulhamid's
approach. He believed that by rallying Muslims under the banner of Islam, he could create a defensive line that
stretched across the Islamic world, from the Middle East to Southeast Asia and North Africa. This line was
intended to act as a barrier to European imperialism, protecting the sovereignty and integrity of Muslim-majority
regions (Shaw, 1977: 260).

However, Japan's strategic interests conflicted with Abdulhamid's vision. While Japan was not a direct colonial
power like the European nations, its ambitions in Asia were driven by a desire to dominate the region and secure
its own economic and political interests (Best, 2021, p. 113). This included expanding its influence in Korea,
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China, and Southeast Asia—areas that were also strategically important to Abdulhamid's defensive strategy. The
Sultan, keenly aware of global developments, diligently monitored the movements of the Japanese army during
the Sino-Japanese War of 1895, closely tracking their progress "by sitting in front of the Far East map"
(Birbudak, 2018, p. 213; Aladag, 2016, p. 581). He even sent a military observer with the Japanese Army during
the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-1905 to report on their military operations (Akyiiz, 2021, pp. 38-64). On the
other hand, being aware of Japan’s potential threat to Russian soil in the near future, the Sultan refrained from
constructing bilateral relations to avoid provoking Russia (Génen & Atik, 2015, p. 639).

Moteover, Japan's secular approach to modernization and governance was at odds with Abdulhamid's emphasis
on the caliphate and Islamic unity. Japan's alignment with Western powers, particulatly through the Anglo-
Japanese Alliance, further complicated its relations with the Ottoman Empire. Although Japan and the
Ottomans shared common interests in resisting European domination, their methods and underlying
motivations were different. Japan was focused on national power and territorial expansion, while Abdulhamid
was committed to a broader ideological and religious defence against imperialism (Deringil, 1999: 47).

The conflicting positions of Japan and the Ottoman Empire highlight the complexities of eatly twentieth-
century geopolitics in Asia. While both nations sought to limit European influence, their divergent strategies
and objectives ultimately prevented them from developing substantial diplomatic telations. Japan's rise as a
secular, modern power contrasted sharply with Abdulhamid's vision of a united Islamic front, leading to an
inherent tension in their respective approaches to resisting imperialism.

The Extraterritorial Rights

In the late 19th and eatly twentieth centuries, Japan sought to secure extraterritorial rights in the Ottoman
Empire similar to those enjoyed by European powers (Kayaoglu, 2010:8). These rights, known as capitulations,
had been granted to European nations for centuries, allowing them to operate under their own legal systems
within Ottoman territories. This system was initially designed to facilitate trade and protect foreign merchants,
but it eventually became a symbol of European dominance and Ottoman subjugation (Shaw, 1977: 230).

Despite Japan's rapid modernization and its increasing influence on the global stage, both Abdulhamid IT and
the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) resisted granting such rights to Japan. Abdulhamid II, who ruled
until his deposition in 1909, was determined to prevent further erosion of Ottoman sovereignty and saw the
extension of capitulations to Japan as a threat to his authority and the integrity of the empire (Deringil, 1999:
171).

The refusal to grant extraterritorial rights to Japan was a significant point of contention. The Japanese
government perceived this decision as a slight, believing it indicated that the Ottomans did not consider Japan
an equal to the European powers. This perception contributed to diplomatic tensions between the two nations.
Japan's exclusion from the system of capitulations was interpreted as a failure to recognize its status as a modern
and powerful nation (Best, 2021: 427).

An illustrative example of the tension surrounding this issue is provided by The Washington Post in an article
dated February 26, 1907. The article describes the quarrel between the Sultan and the Mikado over the subject
of capitulations. It highlichts how Christian powers enjoyed extraterritorial rights in Turkey, considering it and
other Oriental countries as "barbarous states" not sufficiently civilized to exercise authority over foreigners.
This international law doctrine had previously applied to Japan, but through significant diplomatic efforts, Japan
regained tariff autonomy in 1911, thus elevating itself to the status of a civilized power. Now, Japan sought the
same privileges in the Ottoman Empire, but the Sultan vehemently refused, seeing it as an attempt by Japan to
assert itself as a great power comparable to Britain, France, and the United States (The Washington Post, 1907).

The article further notes that the Sultan bitterly resented the presence of foreign consular courts in his
dominions and the immunity of foreigners from his authority, viewing these as humiliating remnants of past
treaties. He was unwilling to extend such indignities to Japan, a non-Christian, Oriental power similar to his
own. On the other hand, Japan viewed the refusal as a failure to recognize its achievements and equal status
among the world's great powers, reflecting a significant misunderstanding and lack of communication between
the two nations (The Washington Post, 1907).
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A subsequent article from The Washington Post dated May 13, 1907, provides additional context, highlighting
the international factors influencing this dispute. The article acknowledges that granting extraterritorial rights to
Japan would place the Sultan under pressure to extend similar concessions to other countries. This was
particularly significant as the United States recognized Japan's growing global power. The article reports that
Japan sought to establish diplomatic relations with Turkey and demanded to be treated on the same footing as
the great European powers concerning capitulations. However, the Ottoman government was firmly opposed
to extending such privileges to Japan, as this would undermine their recent efforts to restrict and ultimately
abolish these rights for foreign powers (The Washington Post, 1907).

An article from The New York Times dated January 31, 1909, further highlights Abdulhamid's complex views
on Japan. It describes how Abdulhamid personally resented Japan's awakening and its military success against
Russia. When a Tutkish General congratulated him on Japan's victory at Tsushima, Abdulhamid replied with a
long face, expressing concern that Japan's defeat of Nicholas 11, the only other autocratic monarch in Europe,
was causing immense damage to the principle of autocracy. This response, documented in Sir Charles Eliot’s
book "Turkey in Europe," underscores Abdulhamid's keen awareness of the broader implications of Japan's
success on autocratic rule worldwide (The New York Times, 1909). The Sultan’s disappointment with the
Japanese victory over autocratic Russia was not surprising, considering the historical context. It is worth noting
that Russia had sent a field hospital to the Ottoman Army during the Greek-Ottoman War of 1897, and in
reciprocation, the Sultan sent a field hospital to the Russian Army during the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-1905
(Akarca, 2007: 380).

The situation did not change significantly after the Young Turk Revolution of 1908, which brought the CUP to
power. An additional source of disappointment and diplomatic tension arose when the Japanese government
failed to send a message of congratulations to the Turkish Parliament on the occasion of its meeting on
December 17, 1908. This omission caused much surprise and speculation in the Ottoman Empire. Every great
legislature in the world had sent messages of cordial sympathy; the Russian Duma sent three separate messages.
The Turkish legislators would have been prouder of a message from Japan than from any other state, with
perhaps the single exception of England. According to the writer, this was because the Turks and the Japanese
shared many commonalities. Both were Asian nations that had been menaced with subjugation by European
races but managed to hold their own and even inflict significant defeats on Europe. Japan’s successful
modernization and the abolition of extraterritoriality inspired the Ottomans, who hoped to follow a similar path.
Both nations were non-Christian, with histories where Christianity had appeared as a significant adversary, and
both had Russia as a tremendous adversary (The New York Times, 1909).

The disappointment of the Young Turks with the absence of congratulations from Japan is understandable,
given their admiration for the Japanese victory in 1905, which served as an inspiration for their own struggle to
preserve the Empire. Among historians of Japanese-Turkish relations, the issue of the Russo-Japanese War and
its impact on the Ottoman opposition has been extensively studied (see Esenbel, 2011: 150; Kusculu, 2022:
209). The New York Times correspondent in Istanbul overlooks the potential risks of drawing direct
comparisons between the Japanese and Ottoman cases for the Young Turks. The Young Turks were aware that,
although the political system in Japan was favorable to their cause, the militaristic symbolism surrounding the
Japanese Emperor was a source of anxiety, given their prolonged struggle against the Hamidian Regime
(Worringer, 2014: 253).

Further clarifying Japan’s failure to send regards, The New York Times article elaborates that Japanese diplomats
had previously attempted to establish diplomatic relations with the Ottoman Empire (see Levent, 2020: 1606).
On several occasions, the Turks exhibited a certain coolness towards the Japanese envoys and refused to allow
Japan to open an embassy or legation in Constantinople on the same terms as other nations. The Grand Viziet’s
statement, "We shall be glad to welcome a Japanese mission here, but your consuls will enjoy no extraterritorial
powers," underscored this stance. Japan, therefore, felt distespected and ranked lower than many European
nations, which led to their decision to drop all communication with the Sublime Porte in frustration (The New
York Times, 1909).

The Japanese reaction to the Ottoman refusal to grant extraterritorial rights was one of frustration and anger.
Japan viewed the decision as an indication that the Ottomans did not respect Japan's achievements or consider
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it on par with European nations. This diplomatic snub further strained relations and contributed to Japan's
perception that the Ottoman Empire was not a reliable or respectful partner in international affairs.

On the other hand, the CUP, a group of reformist military officers and intellectuals, was even more committed
to abolishing the capitulations altogether. They viewed these concessions as a relic of colonialism that
undermined the economic and political independence of the Ottoman Empire. Meanwhile, the Young Turk
leaders, including Enver Bey, Talat Bey, Ahmed Cemal Pasha, and Halil Bey, decided that aligning with Germany
would best serve their nation's interests. This alliance was seen as a way to establish economic independence,
abolish the Anglo-French financial capitulations, and secure the crumbling Ottoman Empire. As Hamilton and
Herwig (2012) note, "Germany became their last and unavoidable choice — to establish their economic
independence, to abolish the Anglo-French financial 'capitulations,’ and to secure their crumbling Empitre." By
the start of the First World War, the CUP had successfully abrogated many of these capitulations, signalling a
move towards greater sovereignty and economic independence (Ziircher, 2004: 125).

In summary, the conflict over extraterritorial rights underscores the complex interplay of power, sovereignty,
and international recognition in early twentieth-century geopolitics. While the Ottomans sought to assert their
independence and resist imperialist pressures, Japan's demands and subsequent disappointment highlighted the
shifting dynamics and emerging tensions among non-European powers during this period. According to
Esenbel, Japan and Turkey would wait to establish modern diplomatic relations until the Treaty of Lausanne
provided the newly established Turkish Republic the opportunity to abolish foreign concessions (Esenbel, 2003:
19). Only after this point did the two countries manage to construct a relationship independent of the interests
of Western powers.

Two Different Worlds

At the turn of the twentieth century, the differences between Japan and the Ottoman Empire were striking, not
only in their approaches to modernization but also in how they were perceived by Western observers. Japan's
capitalist modernization offered Western commentators an opportunity to reinforce the narrative of Western
supremacy by contrasting it against the so-called "immature" East (Ozel, 2000: 24). A 1909 article from The
New York Times provides a biased and possibly exaggerated Western perspective on the character of these two
nations, reflecting the prevalent stereotypes and judgments of the era.

According to the article, one of the significant obstacles in establishing a cordial relationship between Japan and
the Ottoman Empire was the "inordinate pride" of the Turks. The Turks saw themselves as mighty conquerors
spanning three continents, yet they were regarded with contempt by the average Japanese, who viewed them as
a degenerate and obsolete race. This perception of the Turks as "useless to themselves and to others" highlights
a deep-seated prejudice against a people who once held significant power but were now seen as backward (The
New York Times, 1909). The Ottoman Empire was often considered to be a dying country in the Far East at
the beginning of the twentieth century (Ziomek, 2014: 505). The Ottomans, on the other hand, believed they
upheld certain standards of manners and civilization, considering their leadership of the Islamic world.

The article further describes how the average Turk held a strong prejudice against those who did not believe in
God, which compounded their negative view of the Japanese. The belief that the Japanese had no God was a
significant concern for the Ottoman, overshadowing other diplomatic considerations. However, the Young
Turks, many of whom had lived and studied abroad, did not share this theological animosity and genuinely
admired Japan. Nevertheless, for the writer, the practical and materialistic nature of the Japanese led them to
pay little attention to Turkey, a distant country unlikely to be of immediate use to them (The New York Times,
1909).

From the perspective of Western Enlightenment and the Japanese interpretation aligned with it, Japan was seen
as a civilized nation because it had successfully Europeanized its ways, adopting Western methodologies and
practices (Sakamoto, 2004: 179-192). In contrast, the Ottomans were perceived as backward, lacking
methodological knowledge and clinging to outdated traditions. This dichotomy reflects the broader Western
attitude towards "civilized" versus "uncivilized" nations, with Japan fitting the former category due to its rapid
modernization and the Ottoman Empire fitting the latter due to its perceived stagnation.
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The New York Times article also touches upon the idea of kinship between the Turks and the Japanese,
suggesting that both peoples might share a distant common ancestry from Southern Mongolia. However, this
notion of kinship was not sufficient to overcome the practical considerations of the Japanese. Military experts
from Japan, who had visited Turkey, saw no parallel between the Turkish and Japanese revolutions and no
resemblance between the races. This pragmatic view further underscored the disconnect between the two
nations and their different paths (The New York Times, 1909).

Moreover, the article emphasizes the stark contrast between the ordetly, clean, and methodical Japanese and the
dirty, disorderly, and demoralized state of the Ottoman Empire. Japanese observers were reportedly astounded
by the level of disorganization and corruption in Turkey (for one instance, see Erkin, 2002: 242). The streets
were described as chaotic, with narrow footpaths occupied by porters carrying heavy loads and disrupting
pedestrians. The Turkish army was seen as corrupt, with officers profiting from foreign orders for ammunition
rather than utilizing domestic production capabilities. The reliance on foreign suppliers for military supplies,
despite the potential for conflict with these same suppliers, was cited as evidence of Turkey's dire situation. The
Japanese were baffled by England's confidence in Turkey, given these numerous issues (The New York Times,

1909).

Worse still, the article ends with a rationalist interpretation of the Ottoman army's weakness and the country's
expected failure in an upcoming war. From the writer's perspective, Japan's disinterest in Turkey was rational
and strategic, as Turkey, likely to be defeated in a future conflict, did not align with Japan's interests. The article
states that the conditions in Turkey were worse than in China, and it criticizes European nations for their
misplaced confidence in Turkey. The writer predicts that Austria, supported by Germany, would easily defeat
Turkey and its Balkan allies in a war, leading to significant territorial losses for the Ottoman Empire. This bleak
outlook further explains Japan's reluctance to engage with Turkey, as aligning with a soon-to-be-defeated nation
would not benefit Japan's future interests (The New York Times, 1909; for Japan’s expectations for the Ottoman
Empire in a future war, see Esenbel, 2014: 258).

To sum up, the New York Times article highlights the deep-seated biases and stereotypes held by Western
observers towards both Japan and the Ottoman Empire. While Japan was admired for its successful adoption
of European methods, the Ottomans were looked down upon for their perceived backwardness. This Western
judgment reflects the broader geopolitical dynamics of the time, where modernization and alignment with
Western values were seen as the hallmarks of a civilized nation.

Conclusion

The relations between Japan and the Ottoman Empire on the eve of the First World War were marked by a
complex interplay of admiration, strategic interests, and cultural misunderstandings. The Ottoman Empire's
fascination with Japan's rapid modernization and military success in the Russo-Japanese War inspired both
Sultan Abdulhamid II and the Young Turks. However, the absence of a congratulatory message from Japan
following the reconvening of the Ottoman Parliament in 1908 highlighted the underlying tensions and
disconnects between the two nations.

Japan's strategic ambitions in Asia, driven by its desire to dominate the region and secure its own economic and
political interests, often conflicted with Abdulhamid's vision of using the caliphate to unite the Islamic wortld
against Western imperialism. The Sultan's attempts to forge diplomatic relations with Japan were hindered by
Japan's secular approach to modernization and its alignment with Western powers, particulatly through the
Anglo-Japanese Alliance.

The issue of extraterritorial rights further strained relations. The Ottoman Empite's refusal to grant Japan the
same privileges as Buropean powers was perceived by the Japanese as a slight, indicating a lack of recognition
of Japan's achievements and status as a modern nation. This diplomatic snub, coupled with Japan's pragmatic
and materialistic approach to international relations, led to a significant cooling of diplomatic ties.

Western perspectives, particularly those reflected in contemporary newspaper articles, often portrayed the
Ottomans as backward and demoralized, in stark contrast to the orderly and methodical Japanese. This
dichotomy highlights the broader Western attitude towards "civilized" versus "uncivilized" nations and
underscores the challenges the Ottoman Empire faced in its attempts to modernize and assert its sovereignty.
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In conclusion, the failure to establish a robust diplomatic relationship between Japan and the Ottoman Empire
on the eve of the First World War was rooted in conflicting strategic interests, cultural misunderstandings, and
the broader geopolitical dynamics of the early twentieth century. While Japan's rise as a modern power was
admired, the Ottomans' efforts to modernize and resist imperialist pressures were often overshadowed by
perceptions of stagnation and decline. These factors ultimately prevented the formation of a cohesive alliance
between the two nations, despite their shared interests in countering European dominance.
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GENISLETILMIS OZET

Birinci Diinya Savast arifesinde Japonya ve Osmanh Imparatorlugu arasindaki iliskiler, z1t diplomatik stratejiler,
karsilikli hayranlik ve kilttrel yanlis anlamalar agisindan ilgi ¢cekici bir 6rnek sunat. I1. Abdiilhamid ve daha sonra
Jon Tirkler, Japonya'nin hizli modernlesmesi ve askeri bagarisint taklit edilmesi gereken bir model olarak
gbrmuslerdir. Bu hayranlik, 1904-1905 Rus-Japon Savast'nda Japonya'nin Rusya'ya karst kazandigi zafetle zirveye
ulagsmustir; bu zafer, Dogulu ve Hristiyan olmayan bir gliciin buyiik bir Avrupa imparatorluguna karst galip
gelebilecegini gbstermistir.

1908 Aralik ayinda, Jon Turk Devrimi'nin ardindan Osmanli Meclisi, 1878'den bu yana ilk kez yeniden toplandi.
Bu énemli olay vesilesiyle, tiim diinyadan, her Avrupa giicii ve Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nun ezeli diismani Rusya
da dahil olmak tzere tebrik mesajlar geldi. Ancak, Japonya'nin tebrik mesaji géndermemesi, yillar icinde gelisen
karsilikli hayranlik g6z 6niine alindiginda Osmanlilar icin stirpriz oldu. Bu yokluk, iki iilke arasindaki diplomatik
gerilimlerin altinda yatan nedenleri ortaya koydu.

Japon hukimetinin Osmanlilara karst mesafeli durusu birka¢ faktérden etkilenmistir. 1902'den beti Japonya,
Ingiltere ile yaptigt Ingiliz-Japon Tttifaki ile bagliyds; bu anlasma, Ingiltere'nin baska bir giicle savasa girmesi
durumunda Japonya'nin "kat1 tarafsizhik" strdirmesini gerektiriyordu. Bu ittifak, Japonya icin stratejik olarak
onemliydi; Japonya'ya Ingiliz destegi saglayarak Dogu Asya'da kendi ¢ikarlarini takip etmesine olanak tantyordu.
Japon liderler, Avrupa'daki siyasi ve askeri kargasayt Japonya'nin kiiresel sahnedeki statiisiinil ylikseltmek icin
bir firsat olarak gordiiler ve Ingiltere ile olan ittifak, Japonya'nin biiyiik bir gii¢ olarak roliinii mesrulastirdi.

Japonya'nin Asya'daki hedefleri, Kore, Cin ve Giineydogu Asya'da niifuzunu genisletmeyi icetiyordu; bu bélgeler
aynt zamanda II. Abdilhamid'in savunma stratejisi icin de stratejik 6neme sahipti. Sultan, kiresel gelismeleri
yakindan takip ederek, 1895'teki Cin-Japon Savast sirasinda Japon ordusunun hareketlerini basindan izledi. Daha
sonra 1904-1905’teki Rus-Japon Savast sirasinda Japon askeri manevralarini raporlamak tizere Miralay Pertev
Pasa’yt Japon ordusunda gézlemci olarak gorevlendirdi. Abdtlhamid, Japonya'nin Bat teknolojik iletlemelerini
geleneksel Japon kiltiiriiyle birlestirme yetenegini hayranlikla izledi ve Japonya'yt Batt emperyalizmine karsi
Islam birligi davasina katilabilecek potansiyel bir miittefik olarak gordii.

Ancak, Japonya'nin stratejik ¢ikarlar sik stk Abdiilhamid'in vizyonuyla ¢elisiyordu. Japonya, Avrupa iilkeleri gibi
dogrudan bir sOmiirge glicti olmasa da, bolgedeki hakimiyet arzusu ve kendi ekonomik ve siyasi ¢tkarlarint
glivence altina alma istegiyle hareket ediyordu. Ayrica, Japonya'nin laik modernlesme ve yonetim yaklagimu,
Abdiilhamid'in halifelik ve Tslam birligi vurgusuyla celisiyordu. Bu ideolojik fark, iki iilke arasindaki iliskileri daha
da karmasik hale getiriyordu.

Onemli bir anlasmazlik noktast da kapitiilasyonlar meselesiydi. Japonya, Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nda Avrupa
gliclerinin sahip oldugu ayricaliklara benzer ayricaliklar elde etmeye calisti. Kapitiilasyonlar, yabanct giiclerin
Osmanl topraklarinda kendi hukuk sistemleri altinda faaliyet gdstermelerine izin veriyordu ve bu sistem,
baslangicta ticareti kolaylastirmak ve yabanct tiiccarlart korumak amaciyla tasarlanmus olsa da, sonunda Avrupa
egemenliginin ve Osmanli boyundurugunun bir semboli haline gelmisti. II. Abdilhamid ve Jén Turkler,
Japonya'ya bu tir haklar vermeye karst cikty; kapittlasyonlarin genisletilmesini, Osmanlt egemenligine ve
imparatorlugun bitunligine yonelik bir tehdit olarak gérdiler.

Japonya'ya ayricaliklar vermeme karari, Japon hikimeti tarafindan bir kiicimseme olarak algilands; bu,
Osmanllarin Japonya'yt Avrupa giicleriyle esit gérmediklerini gdstetiyordu. Bu algi, iki tlke arasindaki
diplomatik gerilimlere katkida bulundu. 1908'deki Jén Tirk Devrimi'nden sonra durum 6nemli 6lctide
degismedi. Japon hikimetinin, Osmanli Meclisi'nin 17 Aralik 1908'deki toplantsinda bir tebrik mesajt
gondermemesi ek bir hayal kiriklig1 ve diplomatik gerilim kaynagt oldu. Diinyanin her yerindeki biyiik yasama
organlari sicak mesajlar gdndermisti; Rus Dumast ti¢ ayrt mesaj géndermisti. Ttrk milletvekilleri, belki de tek
istisna olarak Ingiltere'den daha ¢ok Japonya'dan bir mesaj almaktan gurur duyardi. Ciinkii Tiirkler ve Japonlar
bir¢ok ortak noktayt paylastyordu; her iki Asya ulusu da Avrupa 1rklarinin boyunduruguna girme tehdidi altinda
kalmis, ancak yine de kendi baslatina kalmayt ve Avrupa'ya biiyiik yenilgiler yagatmay: basarmuslards. Japonya'nin
basarili modernlesmesi ve kapitiillasyonlarin kaldirilmast Osmanlilart etkilemisti ve onlar da benzer bir yol
izlemeyi umuyordu. Her iki ulus da Hristiyan olmayan ve tarih boyunca Hristiyanligin yerli halklar icin biiyiik bir
diisman olarak gorindigl bir ge¢mise sahipti ve her ikisi de Rusya'yt biylk bir diigman olarak goriiyordu.
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Jon Turkletin, Japonya'dan gelen tebriklerin yoklugundan duyduklart hayal kirikligt anlagilabilit bit durumdur,
zita 1905'te Japonya'nin zaferi, imparatotlugu koruma mucadelelerinde kendi davalari icin bir ilham kaynagt
olmustur. Japon-Turk iliskileri tarihcileri arasinda, Rus-Japon Savasi'nin ve Osmanli muhalefeti tizerindeki
etkisinin 6nemi genis ¢apta incelenmistir. Ancak Jén Turklerin, Japonya'nin siyasi sisteminin davalarina uygun
olmasina ragmen, Japon Imparatoru etrafindaki militaristik sembolizmin, Sultan Abdiilhamid Rejimine karst
uzun siren micadeleleri g6z 6niine alindiginda bir kaygt kaynagt oldugu gbz ardi edilmistir.

New York Times makalesi ayrica Japon diplomatlarin Osmanli Imparatorlugu ile diplomatik iliskiler kurma
girisimlerini de agiklamaktadir. Cesitli vesilelerle, Ttirkler Japon elcilere karst belitli bir sogukluk gstermis ve
Japonya'nin diger uluslarla ayni sartlarda Istanbul'da bir elcilik veya legasyon agmasina izin vermemistir.
Sadrazam'in "Burada bir Japon heyetini agirlamaktan memnuniyet duyariz, ancak konsoloslarinizin hicbir
ayricalikli yetkisi olmayacak" ifadesi bu durumu 6zetlemektedir. Japonya, bu nedenle, bircok Avrupa iilkesinden
daha diistik bir konumda oldugu icin saygisizhik hissetmis ve tiim iletisimi 6fkeyle kesmeye karar vermistir.

Japonya'nin Osmanlt Imparatorlugu'na kapitiilasyon haklari vermemesi, Japonya'da hayal kirikligi ve 6fke
yaratmistir. Japonya, bu karart Osmanlilarin Japonya'nin basarilarint takdir etmedikleri veya onu Avrupa
uluslariyla esit gdrmedikleri seklinde yorumlamustir. Bu diplomatik kiicimseme, iki tilke arasindaki iligkileri daha
da germis ve Osmanlt Imparatorlugu'nun uluslararast iliskilerde giivenilir veya saygili bir ortak olmadigs
yonundeki Japonya algisina katkida bulunmustur.

Ote yandan, reformcu askeri subaylar ve entelektiiellerden olusan Jon Tiirkler, kapitiilasyonlart tamamen
kaldirmaya daha da kararliydilar. Bu imtiyazlart, Osmanl Imparatorlugu'nun ekonomik ve siyasi bagimsizligint
zayiflatan somirgeciligin bir kalintist olarak gériiyorlardi. Jén Ttrk liderleri, uluslarinin ¢ikarlarina en iyi hizmet
edecek olanin Almanya ile ittifak kurmak olduguna karar verdiler. Bu ittifak, ckonomik bagimsizligi saglamak,
Ingiliz-Fransiz mali kapitiilasyonlarini kaldirmak ve ¢ékmekte olan Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nu giivence altina
almak icin bir yol olarak gériliyordu. Birinci Diinya Savagt'nin baslangicinda, Joén Tirkler bu kapittlasyonlarin
cogunu basaril bir sekilde kaldirmis, daha buiyiik egemenlik ve ekonomik bagimsizliga dogru bir adim atmuslardi.

Ozetle, kapitiilasyonlar tizerindeki ¢atigma, 20. yiizyilin baslarindaki jeopolitikte gii¢, egemenlik ve uluslararast
taninmanin karmagik etkilesimini vurgulamaktadir. Osmanlilar bagimsizliklarini korumaya ve emperyalist
baskilara direnmeye calisirken, Japonya'nin talepleri ve ardindan gelen hayal kirikligi, bu dénemde Avrupali
olmayan giicler arasindaki degisen dinamikleri ve ortaya ¢ikan gerilimleri gbzler 6ntine sermistir. Esenbel'e gore,
Japonya ve Tirkiye modern diplomatik iligkiler kurmak icin Lozan Antlasmasi'nin yeni kurulan Tirkiye
Cumbhuriyeti'ne yabanct imtiyazlart kaldirma firsat vermesini beklemek zorunda kalacaklardi. Ancak bu
noktadan sonra, iki iilke Batili giiclerin ¢ikarlarindan bagimsiz bir iliski kurmay1 basardi.
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