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Introduction

During the First World War (1914-1918), the Ottoman Empire was allied with the Central
Powers of Germany, Austria-Hungary and Bulgaria. The Ottoman declaration of war against the
Entente Powers (Britain, France, and Russia) on 11 November 1914 took the form of a call to
Jjihad.! The First World War had begun following the assassination of the Archduke of
Austria-Hungary, Franz Ferdinand, on 28 June 1914,? and the system of alliances through Europe
pulled most of the major powers into the conflict.” The Ottoman Empire was not a part of this
system of alliances, but they concluded formal negotiations with the German Empire and signed
a treaty on 2 August 1914.* Germany saw this as an opportunity to use Islam as a tool of warfare.
The Ottoman government saw the war as an opportunity to remove themselves from the shackles
of foreign economic control and transform the empire into a modern state.” Some historians have
referred to the period from 1914-1922 as the ‘war of independence’,® while others have called
the period from the beginning of the First Balkan War (1912-1913) to the end of the War of
Independence (1919-1922) a ‘ten-year-war’,” emphasizing the impact and interconnected nature
of these three wars for the Ottoman Empire.

The Ottoman declaration of war took place in November 1914 after months of armed

neutrality. The sultan declared jihad and called upon the people of the Ottoman Empire and

' Mustafa Aksakal, “‘Holy War Made in Germany’? Ottoman Origins of the 1914 Jihad,” War in History 18, no. 2
(2011), DOI: 10.1177/0968344510393596, 186.

2 James L. Stokesbury, 4 Short History of World War I (New York: William Morrow and Company, 1981), 23.

3 Stokesbury, 4 Short History of World War I, 26-27.

* Ulrich Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 1914-1918 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
1968), 15-16.

> Mustafa Aksakal, The Ottoman Road to War in 1914: The Ottoman empire and the First World War (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2008), 13-14.

% Aksakal, The Ottoman Road to War in 1914, 15.

7 Alexandre Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War: Turkish
Historiography of World War I between Autarchy and a Plurality of Voices, 1914-2019,” in Writing the Great War:
The Historiography of World War I from 1918 to the Present, ed. Cristoph Cornelissen and Arndt Weinrich (New
York: Berghahn Books, 2021), 377.
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Muslims everywhere to join the Ottoman Empire in waging war against the Entente Powers. In
this thesis I will discuss the impact that this declaration had on Ottoman and German propaganda
in the first two years of the First World War. Both of these powers were trying to use this
declaration to their advantage, but they did not do so in a cohesive manner. Each of these
empires pursued their own propaganda aims upon the same basis of jihad. The first chapter will
follow the Ottoman propaganda efforts, which were primarily focused on encouraging the people
of the Ottoman Empire to support the Ottoman war effort. The second chapter will follow the
German propaganda efforts that used jihad, which were primarily focused on encouraging
non-Ottoman Muslims to support the war aims of the Central Powers by fighting against the
Entente Powers in their own localities. The lack of cohesion, as well as the differing aims and
understanding of what could be achieved through the use of jihad in propaganda resulted in less
successful propaganda efforts than the Ottoman Empire and German Empire could have had if
they had more united aims.

The German-Ottoman alliance has been portrayed by some historians as solely the result
of German intervention, a line of thought that will not be followed in this thesis. The alliance has
garnered controversy since the First World War and this controversy has continued through the
last century of historical discourse. One of the primary reasons that the alliance and the
declaration of jihad was considered to be “made in Germany” is due to the fact that the Ottomans
had not used jikad as an official line of propaganda since the Tanzimat (“reforms”) of 1839.°
Jihad, a term often defined as “holy war,” is a concept that originated in the time of the Prophet

Muhammad and is referenced in the Qur’an.’ There are two forms of jikad, greater jihad, which

® Coskun Cakir, “Tanzimat,” in Encyclopedia of the Ottoman Empire, edited by Gabor Agoston and Bruce Masters
(New York: Facts on File, 2009), 553; M. Siilerii Hanioglu, “Ottoman Jihad or Jihads: The Ottoman Sh1'1 Jihad, the
Successful One,” in Jihad and Islam in World War I: Studies on the Ottoman Jihad on the Centenary of Snouck
Hurgronje's “Holy War Made in Germany”, edited by Erik-Jan Ziircher (Leiden, NL: Leiden University Press,
2016), 118.

? Rudolph Peters, Jihad in Classical and Modern Islam (Princeton, NJ: Marcus Wiener Publishers, 1996), 1-2.
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is an internal striving towards God that is associated with Muslim mystics or Sufis,'® and lesser
Jjihad, war against non-Muslims."" Both forms are the subject of much scholarly debate and
discussion due to shifts in perspectives, especially in a post-9/11 cultural landscape.'? From the
beginning of the war Britain took great pains to present the 1914 jihad declaration as a creation
of German manipulation."* A prominent Dutch scholar of Islam, C. Snouck Hurgronje, published
in January 1915 [here or after title?] a tract called The Holy War ‘Made in Germany’ which also
decried the declaration of jikad as a result of German influence.'* He asserted that jihad was a
remnant of “medieval fanaticism.”"® His focus was on the impact that it could have on “the
colonial project of civilizing the Muslim world.”'® In a retort to Hurgronje, German scholar Carl
Becker emphasized both his claim that the jihad was not a German creation, and his perception
that the use of “Jihad and pan-Islamism as weapons in the war” was legitimate.'” Pan-Islam is
another term that has been subject to much debate and discussion. It has been defined in ways
that contradict one another, and as a concept has been seen as either influential or of no
consequence.'® It is often defined as the concept of unity, particularly political unity, between
Muslims across the globe.' It can imply a unity of action or goals and an ability to “rally. . . the

entire Muslimm world to the cause.” The divergence in religious belief among Muslims has

10 Richard Bonney, Jikad: From Qur’an to bin Laden (Hampshire, UK: Palmgrave MacMillan, 2004), 12

W Peters, Jihad in Classical and Modern Islam, 3-4.

12 Bonney, Jihad, 12-13.

13 John Slight, “Reaction to the Ottoman Jihad fatwa in the British Empire, 1914-1918,” in The Great War in the
Middle East, edited by Robert Johnson and James E. Kitchen, URL: https://oro.open.ac.uk/53043/3/53043.pdf, 2.
' Hanioglu,“Ottoman Jihad or Jihads,” 117.

15 C. Snouck Hurgronje, The Holy War “Made in Germany,” translated by Joseph E. Gillet (London, UK and New
York, NY: G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1915), 33.

'® Léon Buskens, “Christiaan Snouck Hurgronje, ‘Holy War’ and Colonial Concerns,” in Jikad and Islam in World
War I: Studies on the Ottoman Jihad on the Centenary of Snouck Hurgronje's “Holy War Made in Germany”, edited
by Erik-Jan Ziircher (Leiden, NL: Leiden University Press, 2016), 29.

7 Buskens, “Christiaan Snouck Hurgronje, ‘Holy War’ and Colonial Concerns,” 35.

'8 Buskens, “Christiaan Snouck Hurgronje, ‘Holy War’ and Colonial Concerns,” 38.

1 Jacob M. Landau, The Politics of Pan-Islam: Ideology and Organization, rev. ed. (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1994), 1.

2 Landau, The Politics of Pan-Islam, 5
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often been overlooked by those attempting to create Pan-Islamic feeling to further their goals,?'
including Kaiser Wilhelm II.

The First World War was in many ways a very modern conflict, however many of the
modern forms of propaganda distribution such as radio and film did not emerge as widespread
forms of mass media until the inter-war period. Propaganda on both sides during the First World
War was largely reliant on print and word of mouth. Print mediums included posters, books,
articles, and photographs, which were in high demand across the world.** Still, the nature of
mass communication and advertising by 1914 meant that the First World War was the first
conflict to involve propaganda on such a wide scale.”

Historiography

According to historian Alexandre Toumarkine, the historiography of the First World War
within Turkey has undergone several phases. These phases and the historiography as a whole
were greatly impacted by the post-war political climate in the country.?* Many early historians of
the First World War within modern-day Turkey had ties with the military* and the histories that
they wrote were greatly influenced by Turkish nationalism.*® Much of the early Western
scholarship about the First World War did not focus on the Ottoman Empire, as these scholars
often considered the war in the East to be not as important as the war on the Western Front.*’

Contemporary British military leaders equally considered the conflict in the Middle East to be a

! Landau, The Politics of Pan-Islam, 4.

2 Deborah D. Wallin, “World War 1,” in Russia: 1918-1953 - Zionism, ed. Robert Cole, vol. 3 of The Encyclopedia
of Propaganda (Armonk, NY: M. E. Sharpe, 1998), 870.

2 Garth S. Jowett, and Victoria O’Donnell, Propaganda and Persuasion, 4th ed. (London: Sage Publications, 2006),
206-207.

24 Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War,” 369-370.

2 Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War,” 372.

26 Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War,” 375.

" Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War,” 374.
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“sideshow.”® Early works of scholarship by Western authors that do describe the involvement of
the Ottoman Empire, particularly works that do not focus on the Ottoman Empire, are often
paternalistic in nature.

While early historians were often narrow minded, later historians have explored the
issues differently. There are more Turkish historians who have been translated into English, and a
greater access to primary source documents for Western and Turkish scholars,” allowing for a
shift in perspective. The history of propaganda in the First World War is a very specific
subsection of the history of the First World War and is often treated as a part of the overall whole
rather than specifically written on. There are enough historians who have written about the
Ottomans and Germans that are discussing the propaganda campaigns as part of their works that
it is possible, even without many monographs focusing solely on the topic, to find reliable
secondary sources. Tilman Liidke’s 2005 book Jihad made in Germany: Ottoman and German
Propaganda and Intelligence Operations in the First World War is one of the few monographs
on the subject of Ottoman propaganda and propaganda surrounding the Ottoman Empire in the
period of the First World War. He argues for the interwoven nature of propaganda and
intelligence work,* as intelligence organizations were instrumental in the production and
distribution of propaganda. Donald McKale’s War by Revolution (1998) is another text that is
more focused on British and German propaganda.

The collection of essays written for the centennial of the publication of Hurgronje’s The
Holy War ‘Made in Germany’ and edited by Erik-Jan Ziircher, Jihad and Islam in World War 1

(2016) is a tour de force of prominent historians in the field, including Tilman Liidke, Mustafa

% David R. Woodard, Hell in the Holy Land: World War I in the Middle East (Lexington, KY: The University Press
of Kentucky, 2006), 20.

2 Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War,” 383.

3% Tilman Liidke, Jihad made in Germany: Ottoman and German Propaganda and Intelligence Operations in the
First World War (Minster, DE: Lit Verlag, 2005) URL:
https://archive.org/details/jihadmadeingerma0000ludk/page/n1/mode/2up, 6.
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Aksakal, and Mehmet Besik¢i, among others. All three of these historians have written on topics
similar to their monographs. Liidke wrote on German propaganda. Aksakal wrote on the
beginning of the First World War for the Ottomans, and Besik¢i wrote on domestic propaganda
in the Ottoman Empire, particularly that which was aimed at soldiers. This collection is very
useful as a source on many different aspects of the Ottoman and German relations in the First
World War, and as an essay collection it is also useful as an introductory text to the subject.

Besik¢i’s book, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War (2012)
and Yigit Akin’s book When the War Came Home (2018) both look at the lives of everyday
soldiers and civilians in the Ottoman Empire and the ways in which the larger scale political and
military decisions affected them. Both texts also examine the impact of the Balkan Wars on the
ways people reacted to the war and the propagandistic efforts of the government. Erik-Jan
Ziircher’s chapter in Facing Armageddon: The First World War Experienced, “Little Mehmet in
the Desert: The Ottoman Soldier’s Experience,” also discusses the experiences of the Ottoman
soldier, most prominently the way literacy rates impacted what kinds of records were being
created by and about Ottoman soldiers.”!

Other monographs such as Aksakal’s The Ottoman Road to War in 1914 (2008) and
Ulrich Trumpener’s Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 1914-1918 (1968) are more focused on
the broad strokes of the political and military aspects of the Ottoman entrance into the conflict.
Eugene Rogan’s The Fall of the Ottomans (2015) and Sean McMeekin’s The Ottoman Endgame
(2016) are both even more general knowledge texts beginning with the revolution of the
Committee of Union and Progress (CUP) in 1908. Rogan’s text ends with the end of the First

World War, whereas McMeekin's text ends with the end of the Ottoman War of Independence.

31 Erik Ziircher, “Little Mehmet in the Desert: The Ottoman Soldier’s Experience,” in Facing Armageddon: The
First World War Experienced, edited by Hugh Cecil and Peter Liddle (London: Leo Cooper, 1996), 235. Citation
refers to the Pen & Sword Select edition.
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While earlier texts have significant bias, more modern sources have done a better job of
presenting the multiplicity of perspectives. Most of these texts, when discussing the origins of
the German-Ottoman alliance and the declaration of jihad, portray it as a complex diplomatic
issue where both powers hoped to gain something from the other, rather than merely the
dominance of one state over another. Several of the sources on the propaganda itself have come
from either German or Turkish historians. More classical texts such as the work of Trumpener,*
which has been frequently cited and analyzed since its publication, bridge the gap between the
immediate post-war histories and the more modern texts. While there are still gaps in the

historiography, there is a solid body of research on which to build further analysis of the topics.

32 Toumarkine, “Coming to Terms with the Imperial Legacy and the Violence of War,” 387.
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Chapter One

The focus of Ottoman propaganda during the First World War was largely on their own
population, and to some extent Muslims outside of the Ottoman Empire. They were focused on
promoting favourable views of the war among Muslims. The call to jikad and the emphasis on
religious duty and sacrifice was a key part of this.** Additional propagandistic efforts included
organizations such as the Ottoman Navy League* and several women’s societies® where
volunteer work happened outside of direct military service and donations could be given, which
gave people a place to direct pro-war attitudes that the state was trying to develop. A
paramilitary youth league was set up on the blueprint of the German paramilitary youth league,
the Young Germany League.*® Within the regular forces of the military much of the propaganda
was dispensed by the battalion imams who were crucial in efforts to increase morale among the
troops.’” They used their military victories as a way to increase morale on both the home front
and the war front.>® The Ottomans also directed subversive propaganda towards Muslims in other
areas of the world, where there was a lack of cooperation between the Ottoman and German
propaganda efforts. The Ottoman officials, despite some places where their military organization

and operations intertwined, did not trust the Germans to create propaganda that was favourable

33 Slight, “Reaction to the Ottoman Jihad fatwa in the British Empire, 1914-1918,” 4.

34 Nadir Ozbek, “Defining the Public Sphere during the Late Ottoman Empire: War, Mass Mobilization and the
Young Turk Regime (1908-18),” in Middle Eastern Studies 43, no. 5 (2007), URL:
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4284588, 795.

3 Yigit Akin, When the War Came Home: The Ottomans’ Great War and the Devastation of an Empire (Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press, 2018), 156; Ozbek, “Defining the Public Sphere during the Late Ottoman Empire,”
805.

3¢ Mehmet Besikgi, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War: Between Volunteerism and
Resistance (Leiden, NL: Brill, 2012), 218-219.

37 Mehmet Besikgi, “Domestic Aspects of Ottoman Jihad: The Role of Religious Motifs and Religious Agents in the
Mobilization of the Ottoman Army,” in Jihad and Islam in World War I: Studies on the Ottoman Jihad on the
Centenary of Snouck Hurgronje's “Holy War Made in Germany”, edited by Erik-Jan Ziircher (Leiden, NL: Leiden
University Press, 2016), 104-105.

3% Mesut Uyar, “Remembering the Gallipoli campaign: Turkish official military historiography, war memorials and
contested ground,” First World War Studies 7, no. 2 (2016), DOI: 10.1080/19475020.2016.1234965, 166-167.
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to the Ottomans and would sometimes suppress or try to control German propaganda that was
directed at areas that they thought to be in their sphere of influence.*

The Ottoman Empire underwent a series of rapid changes in the period immediately
preceding the First World War. Sultan Abdiilhamid II (r. 1876-1909) had introduced a
constitution in the late 1870s which led to the first parliamentary elections in the Ottoman
Empire. Two years later, following the loss of large swaths of territory to other empires as well as
an attempted coup, the sultan suspended both the constitution and the parliament.* In 1908, one
of the most prominent revolutionary organizations in the loose coalition of organizations known
as the Young Turks was the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP). Dissatisfied with the
brutality and corruption of the regime and afraid of the disintegration of the empire, the CUP led
a mutiny beginning in the Ottoman Third Army in Macedonia in July 1908.*' The revolution was
intensely popular and given the lack of loyalty in the military in Macedonia the sultan had no
hope of containing the uprising. On 24 July Abdiilhamid II reinstated the constitution.* In the
elections that followed, the CUP won a majority in the lower house of the parliament as one of
the two political parties that ran any candidates in the election, and many of the independents
were favourable to the CUP’s positions.* This revolution was followed by a period of economic
instability and the loss of territory. There were both annexations by other imperial powers, such

as that of Bosnia and Herzegovina by Austria-Hungary, and the declaration of independence by

3% Eberhard Demm, Censorship and Propaganda in World War I: A Comprehensive History (London: Bloomsbury
Academic, 2019), 133.

4 Eugene Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans: The Great War in the Middle East (New York: Basic Books, 2015), 4;
Frangois Georeon, “Abdiilhamid II,” in Encyclopaedia of Islam, edited by Kate Fleet et al., 3rd ed., Brill, 2007,
accessed January 13 2024, http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/1573-3912 ¢i3_ COM_0101.

' Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 4-5; Selguk Aksin Somel,“Abdiilhamid I1,” in Encyclopedia of the Ottoman
Empire, edited by Gabor Agoston and Bruce Masters (New York: Facts on File, 2009),

2 Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 5.

* Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 7.
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Bulgaria on 5 October 1908.** A counter-revolution began on the night of 12 April 1909 and
briefly restored the Ottoman Empire to an absolute monarchy, but the CUP imposed martial law
on Istanbul and reinstated parliament. This reinstated parliament voted to depose Abdiilhamid I1
and replaced him with his younger brother, Mehmed Resad or Sultan Mehmed V on 27 April
1909.%

Mehmed V reigned from 1909 until his death in July 1918.% He held little power as a
constitutional monarch and even less following the CUP coup d’etat of 1913 which disassembled
the multiparty system. Following the coup, he served as a symbolic figurehead for the

government.*’

As sultan, Mehmed V was also the caliph, a title which came from the title
Khalifat Rasul Allah (“successor to the Prophet of God”), and had functioned as the main office
of religio-political leadership in the Muslim community since the death of the Prophet in 642.
The matter of who held the title split the Muslim community into two sects, the Sunnis and the
Shi’ites. In theory, all Muslims were to hold allegiance to the caliph as he was a religious and
political leader, but in practice this was not the case.*® Until Sultan Selim I took the title in 1517,
the office of the caliph had belonged to the Quraysh tribe*” and Sunni theologians argued that all
caliphs needed to be descendants of the Qurayshis. Abdiilhamid II made the claim to the

caliphate even more contentious by using the 1876 Constitution to ensure that the titles of

“caliph” and “‘sultan” were conjoined.*

* Daniel Allen Butler, Shadow of the Sultan’s Realm: The Destruction of the Ottoman Empire and the Creation of
the Modern Middle East (Washington, D.C.: Potomac Books, 2011), 36; Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 7.

* Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 8-9.

 Butler, Shadow of the Sultan’s Realm, 203; Selguk Aksin Somel, “Mehmed V (Resad),” in Encyclopedia of the
Ottoman Empire, edited by Gabor Agoston and Bruce Masters (New York: Facts on File, 2009), 371.

47 Somel, “Mehmed V (Resad),” 371.

% Bruce Master, “caliphate,” in Encyclopedia of the Ottoman Empire, edited by Gabor Agoston and Bruce Masters
(New York: Facts on File, 2009), 114.

4 Hayrettin Yiicesoy, “Caliph and caliphate up to 1517,” in Encyclopaedia of Islam, edited by Kate Fleet et al. 3rd

ed. Brill, 2007, accessed January 22 2024, http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/1573-3912 ei3_COM_25459.
>0 Master, “caliphate,” 114.
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Over the course of the 19th century, the Ottoman Empire had fought in a number of
different conflicts, the most prominent of which was the Crimean War (1853-1856).>' The empire
had lost a lot of territory both to independence movements and to the Great Powers of Europe
over the course of the reign of Abdiilhamid II and his predecessors.** He had attempted to
mitigate his territorial losses and the collapse of his empire by dissolving the parliament and
reinstating his total authority in 1878.% The Young Turks thought that constitutional reform
would do the same.** Neither of them were successful. Following the Young Turk revolution, the
Ottoman Empire once again became embroiled in conflicts caused by their provinces making
bids for independence. The Balkan Wars of 1912 and 1913 were short and bloody conflicts that
were disastrous for the Ottoman Empire.> Often seen as precursors to the First World War in the
Ottoman context, the Balkan Wars resulted in drastic reforms in how the Ottomans mobilized
their military.>® The Balkan Wars also created major changes in demographics as sections of the
empire were lost, which in turn impacted who was being mobilized and how. The population of
the Ottoman Empire had been quite heterogeneous, with a majority Muslim population. The
other major ethnic and religious categories that existed in pre-war Ottoman society were (from
largest to smallest): Greeks, Armenians, Bulgarians, Jews, and Europeans.’” The 1914 census
reflected the demographic changes caused by the Balkan Wars, in which the Muslim population
gained an even greater majority.”® These census records do not make a distinction between

Muslim Turks and Muslims of other ethnicities. Prior to and during the Balkan Wars, there was

> Butler, Shadow of the Sultan’s Realm, 20.

32 Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, xvii-xix; Somel,*“Abdiilhamid II,” 6-7.

>3 Butler, Shadow of the Sultan’s Realm, 21.

> Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, Xix.

55 Akin, When the War Came Home, 50.

56 Akin, When the War Came Home, 50-51.

7 Stanford J. Shaw, “The Ottoman Census System and Population, 1831-1914,” International Journal of Middle
East Studies 9, no. 3 (Oct. 1978), 335.

% Shaw, “The Ottoman Census System and Population, 1831-1914,” 336.
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an emphasis on combining Muslims with non-Muslims in the fighting units of the military.”
However, a perceived lack of loyalty to the empire on the part of non-Muslims, and a distaste on
the part of Muslims for fighting alongside Christians in particular,*® led to both “the conviction
that religion was the prime motivator of Ottoman soldiers and non-Muslims’ exclusion from the
fighting ranks.”®' Attempts to construct “an empire of Ottoman citizens regardless of religion and

ethnicity”®

which began in the Tanzimat period when a series of Westernizing reforms
introduced between 1839 and 1876 had included the removal of the language of jihad from the
arsenal of official Ottoman propaganda for most of the 19th century.® The 1911 conflict in
Libya, on the other hand, was portrayed as a holy war, particularly in European media, as the
Europeans saw resistance against the Italian invasion as being purely religiously motivated,
however, not all Muslims agreed with this presentation.®> Even after the Balkan states declared a
holy war in their 1912-1913 conflict, the Ottomans did not respond in kind.®® Thus the First
World War was seen as a departure from the Ottoman policy of the 19th century.®’

As the First World War began, a secret treaty of alliance was signed on 2 August 1914
between Germany and the Ottoman Empire, as represented by the German ambassador to the
Ottoman Empire, Baron Hans von Wangenheim, and Grand Vizier and foreign minister of the

Ottoman Empire, Prince Mehmed Said Halim Pasa.®® Of the three Ottoman officials who were in

Berlin to negotiate the treaty, Enver Pasa was the most staunchly pro-German,* though many

% Akin, When the War Came Home, 36.

0 Akin, When the War Came Home, 35-36.

81 Akin, When the War Came Home, 36.

2 Hanioglu,*“Ottoman Jihad or Jihads,”118.

8 Cakar, “Tanzimat,” 553.

% Hanioglu,“Ottoman Jihad or Jihads,” 118.

% Liidke, Jihad made in Germany, 38.

 Hanioglu,“Ottoman Jihad or Jihads,” 118.

7 Mustafa Aksakal,“The Ottoman Proclamation of Jihad,” in Jikad and Islam in World War I: Studies on the
Ottoman Jihad on the Centenary of Snouck Hurgronje's “Holy War Made in Germany,” edited by Erik-Jan Ziircher
(Leiden, NL: Leiden University Press, 2016), 54.

8 Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 15-16.

% Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 17-18.
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believed that the Central Powers were stronger militarily.”” The treaty obliged the two powers to
remain neutral in the conflict between Austria-Hungary and Serbia unless Russia intervened, in
which case Germany was obligated to aid Austria-Hungary; after the treaty of 2 August, the
Ottoman Empire was also obligated.”’ However, the Russians had already begun to mobilize
fully on the 30th of July, to which the Germans responded with an ultimatum on the 31st.”* The
Ottoman Empire began to mobilize troops immediately after the signing of the treaty, though
they also immediately made an official declaration of neutrality.” It is likely that this was in
response to both the secret nature of the treaty, which was not known to all of the Ottoman
ministers and senior military officers, as well as the hesitancy of many of those who had
negotiated the treaty, including Said Halim.”* Both Germany and Austria-Hungary, which agreed
to adhere to the treaty on 4 August, were not particularly pleased about this decision;”® however
cooperation did exist between Germany and the Ottoman Empire, especially when it came to
propaganda in regards to action around the Suez canal.”® The two ships that made up the German
Mediterranean Division, the Goben and the Breslau, were sent through the Mediterranean with
the initial goal of reaching the Austro-Hungarian naval base of Pola; their destination was
promptly switched to Istanbul, in order to prevent them from being sunk.”” It was requested on 1

August by Baron von Wangenheim and Field Marshall Liman von Sanders that the two ships be

" Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 20.

! Treaty of Defensive Alliance, Germany and Ottoman Empire, art. 1-2, 2 August 1914, in British and French
Supremacy, 1914-1945, edited by J.C. Hurewitz, vol. 2 of The Middle East and North Africa in World Politics: A
Documentary Record, 2nd ed. (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1979), 1-2.

72 Stokesbury, A Short History of World War I, 28.

” Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 23.

™ Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 23-24.

»J. C. Hurewitz, ed., The Middle East and North Africa in World Politics: A Documentary Record, vol. 2 (New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1979), 1.

6 Sean McMeekin, The Berlin-Baghdad Express: The Ottoman Empire and Germany s Bid for World Power
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2010), 95.

" Butler, Shadow of the Sultan’s Realm, 70.
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sent to Istanbul as they would “greatly enhance the capabilities of the Ottoman fleet in the Black
Sea.”™

After months of armed neutrality the Ottoman Empire finally entered the war against the
Entente Powers by shelling the Russian port of Sevastopol in the Black Sea, and sinking two
ships on 29 October 1914.” A part of the Ottoman fleet which included the Gében and the
Breslau, under the command of Admiral Wilhelm Souchon, was sent out to do mancuvers in the
Black Sea for several days prior to this first shelling under orders to either take advantage of an
opportunity if one presented itself or to act when Enver Pasa sent a telegram.®® Enver Pasa never
sent a telegram, which forced Souchon to make the decision for when to attack.®' The Russian
declaration of war took place on 2 November 1914,* followed by the British and French
declarations on 5 November.*

The Ottoman declaration of war, which took the form of a fatwa or legal opinion
declaring jihad, was important in the propaganda undertaken by both the Ottomans and the
Germans in the First World War. It was issued on the authority of Mehmed V calling for Muslims
everywhere to rise up in jihad against the Entente Powers and was presented to various
dignitaries in a closed ceremony on 11 November 1914.** Meaningfully, it was then read out on

the steps of the Mosque of Mehmed the Conqueror on 14 November.® It had taken two weeks of

deliberation and debate by 29 legal scholars to finish the final text of the farwa,*® though there

™® Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 26.

" Aksakal, The Ottoman Road to War in 1914, 179.

% Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 51; Trampener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 55.
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were publications of the text as early as 7 November in pan-Islamic pamphlets.*” Given the
non-traditional makeup of the fatwa, wherein it called for jihad against specific polities as
opposed to non-believers in general, there were reservations about it in the Ottoman government,
particularly from the sultan and his religious scholars.® The fatwa, formatted in the traditional
form of questions and responses,* laid out five questions, with each question being answered

with a “yes.”™

Number Question Answer

1 “When it occurs that enemies attack the Islamic world, “Yes.”
when it has been established that they seize and pillage
Islamic countries and capture Muslim persons and when
His Majesty the Padishah of Islam thereupon order the
jihad in the form of a general mobilization, has jihad then,
according to the illustrious Koranic verse: ‘Go forth, light
and heavy! Struggle in God's way with your possessions
and yourselves; that is better for you, did you know’ (K
9:41), become incumbent on all Muslims in all parts of
the world, be they young or old, on foot or mounted, to
hasten to partake in jihad with their goods and money?”’

2 “Now that it has been established that Russia, England, “Yes.”
and the governments that support them and are allied to
them, are hostile to the Islamic Caliphate, since their
warships and armies attack the Seat of the Islamic
Caliphate and the Imperial Dominions and strive (God
forbid) for extinguishing and annihilating the exalted light
of Islam [cf. K 9:32], is it, in this case, also incumbent
upon all Muslims that are being ruled by these
governments, to proclaim jihad against them and to
actually attack them?”

3 “If some Muslims, now that the attainment of the aim “Yes.”
[viz. the protection of the Ottoman Empire] depends on
the fact that all Muslims hasten to partake in the jihad,
refrain from doing so (which God forbid), is this then, in
this case, a great sin and do they deserve Divine wrath
and punishment for their horrible sin?”
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4 “If the states mentioned that are fighting against the “Yes.”
Islamic government compel and force their Muslim
population by [threatening them] to kill them and even to
exterminate all members of their families, is it even in
this case according to the shari ah absolutely forbidden
for them to fight against the troops of the Islamic
countries and do they [by transgressing this prohibition]
deserve the hell-fire, having become murderers?”

5 “Is it in this case for the Muslims that are in the present “Yes.”
war under the rule of England, France, Russia, Serbia,
Montenegro and their allies, since it is detrimental to the
Islamic Caliphate, a great sin to fight against Germany
and Austria which are the allies of the Supreme Islamic
Government and do they deserve [by acting so] a painful
punishment [in the Here-after]?”

Table 1. Translation of the farwa.”!

Both the first and second question establish a Qur’anic precedent for what the
government is asking of the Ottoman population, and by extension of Muslim populations in
other polities. The first question establishes that if there was an attack on “the Islamic world” and

%2 as he is doing in the

the sultan “order[ed] the jihad in the form of a general mobilization,
promulgation of this fatwa, then every Muslim must support the jikad. This support could come
in either the form of “goods and money” or as martial action.”® In the first question verse 41 of
the ninth sura, or section of the Qur’an is quoted,’ indicating to those who would hear or read it
that there was a Qur’anic basis not only for the call to arms, but also for calling on those who
could not fight to aid the jihad in other ways.

The second question lays the blame for the Ottoman entrance into the war at the feet of

the Entente powers for attacking “the seat of the Islamic Caliphate.”” As established above, it

was the Ottomans who fired the first shells to bring themselves into the war. This interpretation —
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the Ottoman Empire as a victim — was maintained throughout the war. A proclamation by
Mehmed V followed the reading of the fatwa in which he stated that a squadron of the Ottoman
fleet had been engaging in manoeuvres in the Black Sea when they were fired upon by a part of
the Russian fleet that had been laying mines in the area.’® The shelling of forts on the peninsula
of Gallipoli by the British and French on 3 November,”” as well as the British attack on a fort in
the Gulf of Agaba on 1 November prior to the official declaration of war on the Ottoman
Empire® were portrayed as the act of a major belligerent power attacking a neutral one.” Given
the alliances between the three powers, it makes sense that they would follow Russia in declaring
war against the Ottoman Empire despite the lack of direct attack on either Britain or France.
Britain in particular believed that the Ottoman Empire would not pose a major threat, which led
to the disastrous Gallipoli campaign of 1915.'” Similarly, the Ottoman response makes sense
from both a propagandistic and religious standpoint. The people of the Ottoman Empire were not
eager to go to war,'”' nor were many of the politicians,'” and painting themselves as the
aggressor would likely have further discouraged any chance of popular support for the conflict.
In a religious sense there is a debate as to whether or not Muslims are “to fight the unbelievers
only as a defense against aggression or under all circumstances.”'®® Classical interpretations of
the Qur’an regard verse 9:5, the so-called “Verse of the Sword”, as an “unconditional command

to fight the unbelievers” unless “they repent, maintain the prayer and pay the prescribed alms,”'*
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thus becoming Muslims. Other stances follow verses such as 2:190 and 9:12-13, which indicate
that Muslims should not attack non-believers unless they are first attacked.'” Claiming that the
Ottoman Empire had been attacked gave leeway for either of those Qur’anic interpretations to be
applied, though there are minimal references to the Qur’an, or any other precedent-setting texts,
within the fatwa itself.'%

The third question of the fatwa stated that those who did not participate in the jihad
would face divine punishment.'”” The fourth question also evoked divine punishment,
specifically targeting the Muslims who lived under the rule of the Entente Powers. It stated that
even if those governments threatened to “kill them and even to exterminate all members of their
families” they should not go to war against the “Islamic government,” the Ottoman Empire,
because they would “deserve the hell-fire, having become murderers.”'” Other translations of the
fatwa say that they would “merit the fire of hell”'® or call it an “unpardonable sin.”"'® As I am
only looking at translations of these texts, I do not know how the language of these passages
would compare to that of Qur’anic verses about punishment for refusing to fight in God’s name.
However, there are instances in which divine punishment for refusing to fight is directly
mentioned in the Qur’an, such as verse 9:39 and verses 9:81-82, wherein there is reference to the
hellfire that will be the fate of those who do not “striv[e] in God’s way with their possessions and
their persons”'!" following their deaths. The fifth question also enforced the idea that the

Muslims under the rule of the Entente Powers were not to fight against the Central Powers, but
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more temporal reasoning was used, as it is stated in this question that it would be “detrimental to
the Islamic caliphate”''? for them to fight the Central Powers.

Ultimately the fatwa was being used for two goals, both of which were propagandistic in
nature. The first was to encourage Muslim subjects of the Ottoman Empire to fight in a war they
did not necessarily want. The second goal was to encourage Muslim subjects of the Entente
Powers to rise up in rebellion against their British and French colonial masters. The first goal
spoke to the aims of the Ottoman Empire while the second goal was more the focus of the
German Empire.

One of the ways in which the Ottoman Empire spread propaganda was through
organizations and societies. Several semi-official aid organizations were created in the years
following the revolution. Three of these organizations were the Navy League (Osmanlt
Donanma-i Milliye lane Cemiyeti), the National Defense Committee (Miidafaa-i Milliye
Cemiyeti), and the Red Crescent Society (Osmanli Hilal-i Ahmer Cemiyeti)."" These
organizations grew even larger and more influential at the outbreak of the First World War as
they were used to instill further patriotism and nationalism, as well as providing the public with
an opportunity to contribute to “the defense of the fatherland.”''* Other organizations such as the
The Ladies’ Aid Society for Soldiers’ Families (4sker Ailelerine Yardimci Hanimlar Cemiyeti)
were created during the First World War with the same goals in mind.'"”

The Navy League was founded in 1909."'® Its primary goal was fundraising money for

the navy, and allowed the affluent the opportunity to show their patriotism.''” However, many
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poorer people also donated their money to the League.''® Prior to the war, between 1911 and
early 1914 the Ottoman Empire used League funds to purchase and commission a number of
naval vessels from the British.""” This included several dreadnoughts based on the King George
V class of the Royal Navy, then “the most modern and powerful [class of] dreadnoughts.”'*
These purchases would have given the Ottoman Empire naval supremacy over the Greeks and
Italians in the Mediterranean as well as the Russians in the Black Sea.'?' On 31 July 1914, the
British commandeered the ships for their war effort, though the Ottoman crews were not
informed of this until an hour before the vessels were meant to be handed over on 2 August.'*
Winston Churchill, then First Lord of the Admiralty, proposed that the ships be returned to the
Ottoman Empire at the end of the war and to pay additional compensation for their use.'* He
later stated that a plan had been drawn up as early as 1912 for the seizure of all vessels to be
completed in the six months following the outbreak of a war.'* Stipulations in the contract
allowed for such a seizure, though it also required a concurrent payment for the full value of the
ships, should a war break out.'” Churchill also stated that these ships “were vital” to the
superiority of the Royal Navy and it was necessary to keep them out of Ottoman hands,'*® The
Ottoman government rejected Chuchill’s offer in protest of the appropriation of the ships, which
they viewed as “an arbitrary violation of international law.”'?” One propagandist described it as

an act of “piracy.”'
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The seizure of the ships resulted in a significant surge in anti-British sentiment in both
the government and the public; many Ottoman subjects had directly contributed money to
acquire these ships. The Ottoman government, and by extension the Navy League, had been
profiling the purchase of these ships in their propaganda regarding the future of Ottoman naval
power.'” News of the British seizure of the ships spread quickly throughout the Ottoman
Empire. The Naval League, in conjunction with the Ottoman media, immediately began to wage
a propaganda campaign to decry the actions of the British. Statements issued by the Navy
League declared that it “caused extreme grief and sadness in [the] association”'*® and that “all

Muslims and Turks”"3!

shared in this feeling. There were articles of condemnation published in
newspapers, and some telegrams from the public also appeared.'* One telegram sent by “a
mother of a soldier” directly to the British embassy expressed her hope that . . . God causes all
your [the British] battleships to be crushed by the German navy, amen.”"** The German ships
were portrayed as having been transferred to the Ottoman navy to offset the loss of the
dreadnoughts, an action which was meant to emphasize Germany’s positive relationship with the
Ottoman Empire.'**

The Ottoman National Defense Committee was composed of five parts: a Central

Executive Board, an Aid Commission, a Commission of Propaganda/Agitation, a Recruitment

Commission and a Health Commission."*> Both the Recruitment Commission and the Health
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Commission acted as auxiliaries to the military while the Recruitment Commission was
responsible for recruiting volunteers to create and staff large military units."*® Volunteer troops
were accompanied to the front by a religious scholar who was expected to provide religious
guidance, increase the morale of the troops, and encourage more volunteers to join the force
along the way."” During the First World War, the National Defense Committee helped to run
various charitable organizations including soup kitchens and workshops where women (whose
primary earner had enlisted) would be employed to sew clothing.'*® They also organized
competitive shooting drills in an attempt to encourage more Ottoman subjects to learn how to
shoot a rifle."** Another public campaign by the National Defense Committee was the
organization of two different types of sermons at major mosques, both in Istanbul and in the
provincial centres. The first was intended to remind people of their religious responsibilities and
duties in wartime and to give reasons for those duties. The second was to pray for the success of
the Ottoman military.'*’

There were two organizations focused specifically on aid for women and the families of
soldiers. One was the Women’s Auxiliary of the Red Crescent Society, which provided relief
throughout the First World War in the same ways the National Defense Committee did, operating
soup kitchens and sewing workshops.'*' The soup kitchens became particularly prominent as the
war progressed. Starting in 1917 the Red Crescent Society became “‘the largest provider of
cooked food” in Istanbul, where over 700,000 people were in need of food.'** The Ladies’ Aid

Society for Soldiers” Families (4sker Ailelerine Yardimci Hanimlar Cemiyeti) was created by the
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wives and daughters of high ranking members of Ottoman society as well as German officials
serving in the Ottoman Empire in 1915.'* This included the wives of Enver and Baron von
Wangenheim, and the daughter of Field Marshall Liman von Sanders, head of the pre-war
military mission to the Ottoman Empire; they made up much of the upper echelons of the aid
society.'** This organization provided food and clothing to poor soldiers’ families.'* The
Women’s Auxiliary of the Red Crescent Society stated in a publication that “[t]he nation is not

defended merely with weapons,”'*

equating the work done by the society to support families
with the work of soldiers. A public declaration by the National Defense Committee directly
connected this support with jihad, stating that “nourishing deprived families that the soldiers left

behind in their villages was an equally religious and humanitarian duty”'*’

as fighting in the war.
One of the leading causes of desertion were problems with the distribution of monetary support
to families through the government, which in turn caused soldiers to attempt to return home to
support their families.'*® Violence against the families of soldiers was another major cause of
desertion.'” As such, aid to families was crucial not only to maintaining morale on the home
front, but also to maintaining morale among soldiers. Beyond the lack of support for those left
behind at home, desertion was also caused by lack of proper attire and food being supplied by the

military; moreover, fresh recruits who encountered refugees, wounded soldiers and the dead

returning from the front became demoralized before they arrived.'” From the very beginning of
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the war the army corps faced serious shortages of officers and matériel."”' The labour battalions
also faced terrible conditions, being unarmed on top of the hard labour and malnourishment.'*?

Throughout the Ottoman Empire speeches and sermons were critical for propaganda
campaigns.'*® While the First World War saw revolutions in many technologies and methods of
warfare, including propaganda, the radio did not become prominent until after the war,'** and
thus other methods of communication had to be used. One method the Ottomans used to reach
the illiterate, other than sermons, was the use of town criers with musical accompaniment to
spread news under the directive of the Ministry of War.'>> This method of spreading news had
been used in wartime at least since the 1890s. Others who spread propaganda orally were
members of the semi-official aid organizations, religious figures, and municipal government
officials who would, among other things, read aloud copies of speeches and articles to crowds.
The language of jihad permeated all communications between the government and the public.'>
Militant music in the style of Western marches was also composed and performed as a symbol of
modernization and Westernization of the Ottoman military.'”’

Many Ottoman civilians were not at all enthusiastic for another war in the face of the
devastation of the recent Balkan Wars. An emphasis was placed on the traits of duty and sacrifice
for both soldiers and those who were on the home front. The soldiers were expected to sacrifice

their lives and the civilians were expected to sacrifice many of the comforts and even necessities

of life such as their grief for their loved ones lost to the war for “the empire’s survival.”"*® One of
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the key institutions which emerged to mobilize recruitment, especially in rural areas, was the
Ottoman Youth League (Osmanli Gen¢ Dernekleri), which was created in 1916.' The Ottoman
Strength League (Osmanli Gii¢ Dernekleri) likewise was an organization for the training of boys
“both physically and spiritually, for the defense of the fatherland, and to ensure that they kept
their strong patriotic character until death;”'® it was established in May 1914'®" and abolished in
1916 after the Ottoman Youth League was formed.'** The Ottoman Strength League was based
both on earlier Ottoman examples of societies intended to train young men for military service
and boy scouting.'® It was directly associated with the War Ministry and was compulsory in all
public schools.'** Participation and good conduct in the activities of the Strength League could
lead to young men getting a license which would allow them certain privileges after enlisting in
the army; for instance this license could guarantee that they would not be sent to “extremely hot
provinces” while also allowing a slightly faster promotion track from private to corporal.'®® This
organization also imparted moral lessons upon these boys, such as the importance of honesty and
respect for authority.'* The Strength League existed primarily in major cities, and was only
accessible to the educated, who made up a minority of the population.'®” However, it was
abolished when the Youth League was created so as to prevent any possible conflict between the
two organizations.'® The Ottoman Youth League was overseen by a German Colonel, Heinrich

Von Hoff, who had been involved in the Young Germany League under Colmar von der Goltz

1% Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 216.

160 Zafer Toprak, “Ittihat ve Terakki’nin Paramiliter Genglik Orgiitleri,” Bogazici University Journal: Humanities 7
(1979), 105-107, quoted in Mehmet Besik¢i, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War:
Between Volunteerism and Resistance (Leiden, NL: Brill, 2012), 209.

181 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 208.

192 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 220.

163 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 207-208

164 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 208.

165 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 210-211.

166 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 210.

167 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 213-215.

'8 Besikei, The Ottoman Mobilization of Manpower in the First World War, 220.



Sinclair 26

prior to the war in 1911.'Von der Goltz recommended Von Hoff to head the Ottoman Youth
League;'” indeed von der Goltz was an influential figure in the modernization of the Ottoman
military, and had sometimes been called “the father of the Turkish army.”'”" He had first arrived
in the Ottoman Empire in 1878 as part of the German advisory commission for the
modernization of the Ottoman military and military education.'” From 1883-1895, he was the
inspector of Ottoman military schools and taught at the Ottoman War College.'” Even before his
arrival in the Ottoman Empire his tracts on military strategy were immensely popular.'”* Von

Hoff emphasized the importance of “disciplining . . . the nation”'”

in the development of the
Ottoman Youth League. The Ottoman Youth League focused on the uneducated peasant boys
that made up the majority of the population who were targeted for enlistment.'”® Despite attempts
by the government to allow the involvement of non-Muslim recruits, documentation from the
organization rarely mentioned the actual participation of non-Muslims.'”” This is not surprising
given the emphasis placed by the military on limiting non-Muslims to auxiliary roles and serving
in units such as labour battalions.'”™

Part of the restructuring of the Ottoman military following the Balkan Wars included the

development of the position of the battalion imam (tabur imamlarr), who was assigned to a

battalion on a more permanent basis.'” Given the religious nature of the declaration of war the
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battalion imam played an important role in disseminating state propaganda to the soldiers. The
responsibilities of this position included religious duties such as leading prayers and reciting the
Qur’an, but also promoting the morale of troops and “provid[ing] the troops with basic religious
education.”'® These imams often went with their troops to the front lines to lead by example and
“to encourage the fighting spirit of soldiers.”"™®" One of the methods in which officials tried to
prevent desertion was through the preaching of battalion imams, who usually did so by “exalting

martyrdom and being a holy warrior”'®?

and referencing the deeds of the Prophet Muhammad.
They reinforced the notion of desertion as a great sin.'* Another method of preventing desertion
was physical punishment such as imprisonment or beatings.'™ They also preached against
suicide and self-mutilation, the latter being considered a strategy to get oneself removed from
active service.'®

The ordinary soldier became very important in the propaganda of the First World War.'¢
The propaganda figure of Mehmetcik or Little Mehmed as the ideal ordinary soldier was created,
and his key traits included courage, modesty, and ““a sincere willingness to sacrifice in the name
of the greater Ottoman cause.”"®” Sacrifice was a very important part of the war propaganda for
all of the combatant powers in the First World War, especially given the attrition of the Western
Front. Ottoman propaganda of sacrifice had a particularly Islamic tone and tenor. An example is
of a story shared by a father, Sergeant Fahreddin, in Harp Mecmuast, a prominent magazine

published by the Ministry of War, in which his son stated ““[t]hose who go to the army will

become either a martyr or a ghazi . . . Dad, will you not become a martyr or a ghazi like
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them?”'®® Literature, particularly things written in very simple language, was used as a method of
spreading propaganda to soldiers and civilians. These tracts included poetry that was easily
memorized as well as religious manuals which were designed to provide religious education and
reinforce military service as a religious duty.'® Low literacy rates meant that the main way that
soldiers got news from home was from people travelling from the villages and bringing the news,
and then taking news back home again.'”® Songs were a common way that soldiers expressed
their wartime experiences.'”! Often they were older tunes with new lyrics set to them and they
expressed not just the experience of the First World War but also the experiences of the wars of
the 19th century, that “those who went on campaign had no chance of returning and that they
would die in some far off desert.” One of the most well known of these songs was the Canakkale
Tiirkiisii (‘Dardanelles Song’). One of the stanzas of this song is as follows:

“At Chanakkale I was hit;

Alive they dumped me in a grave;

Goodbye, sweet youth, goodbye.”'*?

The lamentations of the soldiers who fought at Gallipoli, a peninsula which forms part of
the Dardanelles strait, were starkly contrasted with official Ottoman propaganda. The campaign
at Gallipoli was the first major victory of the war and to many it showed they were “capable of
fighting and winning in modern warfare against the greatest powers of the day.”'*> They had had
a string of defeats at the beginning of the war, including in strategically important places such as

Basra and the Suez Canal.'”* The Gallipoli campaign was devastating for the Ottoman Empire in
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terms of manpower, with over 200,000 casualties.'”* Tt was equally devastating to the Entente
Powers who also sustained over 200,000 casualties."”® The British had thought that they would
casily be able to defeat the Ottomans by sailing up the Dardanelles to Istanbul."” Instead they
fought a protracted land war which extended the course of the war overall. It brought Bulgaria
into the war in September 1915 on the side of the Central Powers, which meant that the Entente
had to send troops to Serbia to hold back the advances of the Central Powers and made it
possible for the Germans to send matériel directly to the Ottoman Empire through Bulgaria.'”®
Part of the reason for the Ottoman success was the restructuring of the Ottoman military."”
General von Sanders, the commander of the Ottoman army in the Gallipoli campaign argued that
the Ottoman Empire would not have, as Churchill and other British officials thought, fallen into
a revolution as soon as the British arrived in Istanbul, but would have been able to defend the
capital well.*® Despite the losses, the victory resulted in a much needed boost in morale for both
the people and the government.”®' Ottoman propaganda efforts included the translation of
documents from English and French, particularly those which emphasized Ottoman military
might, and suppressing those which reflected negatively on the Ottoman military.*** Painters and
other artists were commissioned to commemorate the campaign and other events of the war
following the Entente withdrawal. The exhibits were very popular and travelled internationally in

countries of the Central Powers prior to the end of the war. The Gallipoli campaign became a
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space for memorialization and commemoration as a way of glorifying the dead and emphasizing
their triumph.**

Propaganda created by the Ottoman Empire was not exclusively aimed at the people of
the Ottoman Empire. Another organization which was created following the revolution was the
Teskilat-1 Mahsusa (TM). This group was conceived by Enver Paga and answerable only to the
Grand Vizier, Said Halim and later Talat Pasa, and the Minister of War, Enver Pasa himself.?** It
is unclear as to when precisely the Teskilat-1 Mahsusa was formed, however it was operating
during the Libyan conflict of 1911, and its success at that time greatly inspired its continued
work during the First World War. In the Libyan conflict, the Ottoman Empire saw success from
the use of pan-Islam as a motivating factor, though they did not expend much effort into
propaganda.’” It seems likely that pan-Islam was not actually a major motivation for the Arab
tribesmen who joined the Ottoman regular forces in defending their homeland. During this
conflict, the Teskilat-1 Mahsusa was charged with containing separatist movements that were
seen as a threat to the Ottoman Empire as well as fighting the Europeans,*” a task that they
continued into the First World War.*” However, many volunteers came from all over North
Africa to fight against the Italians.”® Due to a numerical disadvantage, these forces were
primarily engaged in guerilla warfare and using such tactics they were able to stop the Italians
from advancing beyond the coast until they were forced to sue for peace by the outbreak of the
First Balkan War. Guerilla tactics were also used by the Ottomans in the Balkan Wars.*” The

successes in Libya, limited though they were, resulted in the belief that these tactics could be
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used to contain “enemy troops in the colonies™' in order to give the Ottoman Empire further

time to mobilize. These irregular forces, guerilla bands or ¢etes made up of volunteers,?'! or
fedais,*'* were set up by the Teskilat-1 Mahsusa. Some of these volunteers were criminals that
had their sentences annulled and were then sent to join the guerilla forces. This was couched in
the language of jihad as it was said that engaging in jihad would wash away one’s sins.*'* The
major areas of the TM’s subversive measures were in Egypt, North Africa, and India.?'* There
was a TM force sent to Egypt, one to Iraq, and one to enter talks with Ibn Sa’ud, a major figure
in the Arabian peninsula and later founder of the modern state of Saudi Arabia; importantly,
these forces held more weight than the propaganda campaigns of the Germans, which in these
areas was largely rhetorical.*’®> On the other hand the TM provided, at least in some instances
actual troops.?'® They were able to build units of irregulars made of a variety of volunteers,
which did go on to fight in parts of the conflict such as the first attempt to take the Suez Canal.”"’
However, neither the TM nor the German Nachrichtenstelle fiir den Orient (NO), could provide
enough support, through men, matériels, and funds, to encourage local nationalist groups to ally
with them.*'®

There was also an office created within the Ottoman Ministry of War, the Central Office

for the Islamic Movement, which was created “to coordinate pan-Islamic revolutionary activities

with the Germans.”*'"” Members of the TM also engaged in the creation of propaganda tracts.
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Several members of the organization, particularly Shaykh Salih al-Sharif al-Tunisian and Shaykh
‘Abd al-*Aziz Shawish, were contributing works to the German propaganda campaign.”*® Shaykh
Salih actually worked for the predominant German organization producing propaganda aimed at
Muslims, the Nachrichtenstelle fiir den Orient. Historian Tilman Liidke states that it is likely that
the Germans were unaware that either of these men were also drawing salaries from the TM and
as such it is possible that Enver Pasa was using them to “exercise a limited means of control on
German propaganda.”®' Enver Pasa saw much of the propaganda produced by German consuls
as “inept” and some of their tracts were suppressed by Ottoman censorship because they
encroached too far into the Ottoman sphere of interest.??

The Ottoman declaration of jihad was very useful for their propaganda efforts, which
were mostly focused on their own people. This was necessary not only due to the devastation of
the Balkan Wars, but also due to the difficult conditions on the war front and the home front.
Desertions were common due to the poor conditions on the war front, illustrated by the fact that
soldiers often went without shoes,*” and the poor conditions on the home front, where soldiers
often returned home to support their families. Religious imagery was used to try to exhort the
people of the Ottoman Empire to be enthusiastic about the war in both positive and negative
manners. To support the war effort was important because it was one’s religious duty and
fulfilling one’s religious duties held the implication of the reward that awaited one in heaven. If
one did not support the war effort, there was the promise of punishment, both temporal and
eternal. The call to jihad was also aimed at Muslims outside of the Ottoman Empire, the results

of which were greatly feared by the Entente Powers but were ultimately minimal.
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Chapter Two

To begin this chapter, I will return to the beginning of the war and expand on the
disparate ideas regarding the alliance in both the Ottoman and German governments. These
disparate ideas surrounding the alliance translated to disparate ideas in what their propaganda
aims were. This chapter also includes a discussion of three of the types of propaganda created by
the Germans which were aimed at or related to Muslims, Ottoman and otherwise. These types of
propaganda are as follows: Pan-Islamic propaganda in North Africa, Asia, and the Middle East,
atrocity propaganda on the Western Front, and the recruitment propaganda of the prisoner of war
camps.

The Ottoman government tried to foster alliances between both sides over the course of
1914. The Ottomans had become isolated and were looking to bolster connections with the major
European powers.?** Two of the members of the ruling triumvirate of the committee of Union
and Progress (CUP), the Minister of the Interior, and from 1917, the Grand Vizier, Talat Pasa,

and the naval minister Cemal Pasa*** had made advances to Russia and France respectively
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between May and July of 1914.%%° These proposals were both turned down. Talat Pasa
approached the Russian Foreign Minister, Sergei Dmitryevich Sazonov, in Livadia, and made
reference to the possibility of an alliance. Following the visit he spoke to the Russian ambassador
to the Ottoman Empire, Mikhail Nikolayevich von Giers, arguing that an alliance would greatly
benefit the Ottoman Empire and quiet Russian fears “that Ottoman recovery . . . was pointed at
Russia.””’ Cemal Paga, a Francophile who had worked closely with the British naval mission in
Istanbul, was the ruling member most enthusiastic about an alliance with the Entente Powers.**®
He hoped that closer ties with Britain and France would ensure that neither Germany nor Russia
would be a threat to Ottoman sovereignty.”” Cemal Pasa approached the French in a visit to Paris
at the end of June wherein he also called upon the captains of the dreadnoughts that had been
ordered in Britain and heard their concerns about the slow rate of completion.”*° The Director of
Political Affairs, Pierre de Margerie, the French official Cemal Pasa spoke with,”*! told him that
agreement between all three of the Entente Powers for an alliance with the Ottoman Empire
“seem[ed] to [him] very doubtful.”** This refusal swayed Cemal Pasa over to accepting an
alliance with Germany.** When the Ottoman government approached the German ambassador to
the Ottoman Empire, Baron Hans von Wangenheim, with an offer of alliance on 22 July 1914, he
turned them down.”* This proposal had come through the Minister of War and third member of
the ruling triumvirate, Enver Paga, who officially held the position of Deputy

Commander-in-Chief (C-in-C) as the Sultan was nominally the C-in-C of the Ottoman

226 Trampener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 1914-1918, 20.

227 Aksakal, The Ottoman Road to War in 1914, 85-86.

228 Rogan, The Fall of the Ottomans, 38.

2 Djemal Pasha, Memories of a Turkish Statesman, 1913-1919 (London: Hutchinson & Co., 1922), 99.
20 Djemal Pasha, Memories of a Turkish Statesman, 104.

31 Djemal Pasha, Memories of a Turkish Statesman, 105.

22 Djemal Pasha, Memories of a Turkish Statesman, 106.

23 Djemal Pasha, Memories of a Turkish Statesman, 108.

2% Trumpener, Germany and the Ottoman Empire, 1914-1918, 15.



Sinclair 35

military.*** Von Wangenheim’s decision was “in accordance with standing policy directives” and
not exclusively because of his lack of faith in the Ottoman military.>** Kaiser Wilhelm IT vetoed
the decision made by von Wangenheim only two days later on 24 July.?’

The Kaiser’s decision was made with the concept of Pan-Islamic unity in mind.”*® He
wanted to use it to disrupt the Entente war efforts. However, it was also linked to Ottoman
military readiness and strategically important location. While the Ottoman Empire was not a
particularly strong military power, neither were any of Germany’s other possible allies. Even
before the end of July, there were some within the German government who did not think
Austria-Hungary would last long or be bold enough for the coming war. In a letter written on 18

240 of the Bavarian

July 1914% from the Bavarian Chargé d’Affaires, or representative,
government in Berlin, Schoen, to the Bavarian Prime Minister Georg von Hertling,**' he related
that the Under Secretary of State “made the statement that Austria-Hungary, thanks to her

indecision and her desultoriness, had really become the Sick Man of Europe as Turkey had once
been.”*** Schoen also indicated that the Under Secretary of State, Arthur Zimmerman,** and his

boss, the Secretary of State or Foreign Secretary, Gottlieb von Jagow”** both believed, and they

were not alone,** that Austria-Hungary was not decisive enough to declare war and the
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“unconditional support” given by Germany alarmed them.?*® The Ottoman Empire, as discussed
in Chapter 1, was more indecisive in entering the war, though that was unknown at the time.The
Germans were aware of their lack of robust alliances. Kaiser Wilhelm believed that Ottoman
troops could be deployed effectively against the Suez Canal, which would, if captured, ensure the
British would have resort to bringing supplies from India and other colonies around the Cape of
Good Hope, significantly hampering their war effort,*”” and the Germans had just come to learn
from the head of their military mission in Istanbul, General Otto Liman von Sanders, that there
were “four or five” Ottoman army corps,** a formation typically composed of two or more
divisions and their auxiliaries,**” sufficiently prepared for action.””

The hurried and limited nature of the German-Ottoman alliance, on top of the fact that it
had been proposed by the Ottoman government, indicates that the Ottoman Empire was not, as
some suspected, merely a “satellite of the Reich.”*' Henry Morgenthau, American ambassador
to the Ottoman Empire, saw the Ottoman Army as having become “Prussianized”** under the
Germany military mission. In his memoir published in 1918 he said he was “now convinced”*>
that the training of the Ottoman army by the German military mission had been “in preparation
for the approaching war.”** On the other hand, there was also a British naval mission, headed by
Admiral Arthur Limpus, responsible for the restructuring of the Ottoman Navy.> As such,

Germany was not the only European power that had had influence on the restructuring of the
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Ottoman military. Both Limpus and Sanders held significant positions in the Ottoman military.
Limpus was made C-in-C of the Ottoman Navy, and was subsequently replaced by the German
Admiral Wilhelm Souchon after the Ottoman Empire entered the war.”® Sanders was made
General of the First Army Corps, a move which prompted contention with the Russians as the
First Army Corps protected Istanbul and the Dardanelles Straits, and this was territory the
Russians coveted. He was then promoted out of that position to field marshal.*” Despite the
presence of the German military mission, the events which led up to the alliance indicate that this
alliance had not been planned well in advance.

The military mission, as well as Germany’s economic presence in the region were signs
of the German desire to bolster the strength of the Ottoman empire as an ally against Russia and
Britain.”* One of the most prominent features of the German economic presence was the
building of the Berlin-Baghdad Railway, an expansive project that began in earnest in the early
20th century.”’ To Cemal Pasa, this economic cooperation was the only reason why the Germans
had any continued interest in the Ottoman Empire. He stated that without their economic
interests “it would not occur to the Germans to aid [the Ottomans] if danger threatened.”**® While
there were positive military and economic relationships between the Ottoman and German
Empires, there were other frictions. The rise in Ottoman national pride following the beginning
of the war was a problem to the Germans as it threatened their neocolonial dominance in the area
and their access to economic concessions, such as the permission to construct the railway.**' The

German chief of general staff, General Helmuth von Moltke had said six weeks prior to the
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assassination of the Archduke that he did not think that the Ottoman Empire would be “an asset .
. . for the Triple Alliance [Entente] or Germany.”**

German views of Islam as a tool of warfare was another way that the Ottoman Empire
was rendered important in their foreign policy. The interest in Pan-Islam as a propaganda tool
cultivated by Wilhelm II and other members of his government preceded the German-Ottoman
alliance. During his 1898 trip through the Levant, then under the control of the Ottoman Empire,
he made a speech at the tomb of Salah al-Din in Damascus in which he proclaimed: “May the
Sultan and his 300 million Muslim subjects scattered across the earth, who venerate him as their
Caliph, be assured that the German Kaiser will be their friend for all time.”*** This was not the
only declaration of friendship and protection he made on that trip, as he had made overtures of
support to Catholics and German Protestants in the Holy Land, and was also approached by
Zionists to plead their case to the Sultan, which he did not ultimately do.*** His Damascus speech
was spread “far and wide,” especially in Arabic and Turkish newspapers. Not all members of his
government were pleased about this. Some thought that the speech would sour relations with
Britain, Russia, and France and efforts were made — ultimately unsuccessfully — to edit it before
it was published.”® The rumours that Wilhelm IT had converted or would convert to Islam began
to circulate and neither he nor anyone else in his government denied them.**® This rumour was

put to use by the Germans during the First World War to encourage Muslim allegiance to

Germany. They claimed that the Kaiser had converted to Islam and had changed his name to Hajj
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Muhammad Guillamo; he was sometimes referred to as Hajj Wilhelm Friend and Protector of
Islam.?” As such Germany was fighting Russia “for the cause of Islam.”?*® Kaiser Wilhelm’s
1898 tour also inspired a rumour, particularly among the Muslims in North Africa, that there was
a traditional friendship between Germans and Muslims that extended back to the time of the
Prophet.”® It is likely that Wilhelm II intended for his Damascus speech to warn the British “that
they no longer had a monopoly over the East.”?” In letters written to Tzar Nicholas IT while he
was in the Levant, Wilhelm II indicated that he was already thinking about Pan-Islam as a tool of
warfare. He stated that “the Mahometans were a tremendous card in our game in case you or [
were suddenly confronted by a war;” in the case of war with England, the Tzar was known to be
“the master of millions of Mahometans.””’! Generally Wilhelm II, like many Europeans, believed
Islam to be a monolithic religion over which the sultan-caliph ultimately held uncontested rule.?”
Many in Berlin at the beginning of the war thought that “the world of Islam loved Germany and
hated Britain”?”* and they could easily be manipulated into supporting a war against Britain. The
declaration of jihad by order of the sultan-caliph was expected to cause “absolute mayhem in the
colonies of Britain, France and Russia, most of which were either entirely Muslim populated . . .
or had sizeable Muslim minorities,”*”* to Germany’s benefit.

Another figure in the German government who was strongly in favour of a Pan-Islamic

99275

project was Max von Oppenheim, an “archeologist-spy””’> and member of the German Foreign

Office. He suggested the possibility that Germany could use Pan-Islam as a way to undermine
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“her potential enemies,” the powers which would later make up the Entente, in 1898."° There are
disputes among scholars regarding the importance of von Oppenheim’s suggestions to the
Damascus speech and to German foreign policy in general.?’” Other members of the government,
such as Arthur Zimmermann and Alfred von Kiderlen-Wichter, the foreign secretary from
1910-1912, also saw Pan-Islam as a useful tool in foreign relations. Military officials also
deemed it as a “means of threatening” British India.””® Others, at least in the pre-war period,
emphasized the importance of German relations with Britain.”” At the beginning of the First
World War von Oppenheim, with the backing of Zimmermann,® created the Nachrichtenstelle
fiir den Orient (NO) as a part of the Foreign Office.”' Different interests between the Ottomans
and the Germans made it difficult to create a single propaganda organization,” and when they
were operating together interpersonal conflict and cultural clashes, particularly the ill treatment
of Ottomans at the hands of German officers, “greatly reduced German prestige in Ottoman eyes,
thus counteracting the German propaganda effort.”**> Much of the propaganda produced by the
Germans to be distributed in North Africa, the Middle East, and Asia took the form of newspaper
production.

Newspapers were the most prominent form of mass media at the time and the Germans
saw the sparsity of newspapers in Middle East and North Africa (MENA) areas a detriment to
the spreading of propaganda.” For example, in Syria all of the propaganda at the beginning of

the war was operated by the Agence Ottomane, which was a newspaper owned by the Ottoman
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t,*> and military authorities until a German official, Dr. Curt Priifer, convinced

governmen
several newspaper owners in Beirut to shift their headquarters to Damascus in exchange for
German subsidies.” The office established by von Oppenheim, the Nachrichtenstelle fiir den
Orient, did a variety of propaganda work including translation of news, publication of pamphlets,
posters and other materials, as well as recruiting people to spread the German propaganda
orally.”®” Throughout the course of the war, members of the Nachrichtenstelle fiir den Orient, and
the Turks, Arabs, Indians and Tartars they hired to supplement their writing,”* published 1012
different publications in over twenty languages and distributed a total of more than 3 million
copies.”™ Much of this material had to be smuggled over borders, such as into Egypt and the
Maghreb, as well as giving it to pilgrims on Aajj, or sending it with German “propaganda
expeditions” to Persia (modern-day Iran) and Afghanistan. In April 1915, von Oppenheim went
to Istanbul and established a second branch of the Nachrichtenstelle fiir den Orient based in the
German embassy in an attempt to ameliorate the state of distribution.”®® He established 70
newsrooms throughout the Ottoman Empire and used them to publish and distribute propaganda
material. This material included propaganda that was intended to disparage the colonial
governance of the Entente Powers, which the Ottoman people were largely uninterested in. As
such the Ottomans disregarded much of what was published by these newsrooms.**! In addition
to publications, von Oppenheim travelled and gave speeches in mosques in the Arab provinces of

the Ottoman Empire and in northern Arabia.?* He placed emphasis on a Pan-Islamic jihad and
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used anti-Christian, anti-British rhetoric in these inflammatory speeches.”* Economic
exploitation in Entente colonies and the military supremacy of the Central Powers also featured
heavily.*** Von Oppenheim proved insensitive to Turkish and Arabic cultures in these speeches;
moreover, von Oppenheim was neither Muslim nor did he represent an Islamic power. He was
not held in high regard by his audiences and he was unable to establish the network of
information centres he wanted.””> Another example of a German propagandist who emphasized
anti-British sentiment was Dr. Johann Brode, the consul in Jaffa. He felt that “reducing British
prestige in the region” was important due to the proximity of Egypt and thus the British. This
propaganda was also smuggled over the border into Egypt.**®

According to British reports, in September 1914 there were thirty-two secret emissaries
sent from the Ottoman Empire, a number of which were German officers, to “preach a ‘jehad’
[sic] in India, Afghanistan, and Baluchistan.”**” There had been little German presence in India
prior to the war and the British, anxious about Pan-Islam in India,*”® were able to successfully
suppress any infiltration and agitation from Germans, Ottomans, and nationalist Indian
expatriates.” The German bombardment of the port of Madras by the light cruiser Emden
amplified fears of German military strength.’® She was also raiding British shipping in the North
Pacific and the Indian Ocean.*”' Rumours abounded that the cruiser would finish the

bombardment by travelling up the Ganges River. The bombardment impacted the amount of
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people who made the pilgrimage for Kumbh Mela that year, and thus was considered a
propaganda success.*** Belief in the possibility of an Indian uprising was supplemented by
claims made by German diplomats in Iran and China who stated, without evidence, that “India
was ripe for rebellion.”*” The diplomats also thought that the support given by Indian Muslims
to the Ottomans during the Libyan and Balkan conflicts translated into a strong Pan-Islamic
feeling.*** Ultimately the Indian population was largely supportive of the British war effort. The
British mobilized 1.5 million Indian soldiers over the course of the war on a purely volunteer
basis; the majority were deployed in Mesopotamia (modern-day Iraq) against the Ottoman
Empire.’®

Germany also produced propaganda for the warfronts, some of which can be related to
the discussion of propaganda aimed at colonial targets. One such case is the production of
propaganda intended to counter the atrocity propaganda being produced by the Entente. Atrocity
propaganda is a type of propaganda which intends to promote “enthusiasm for one’s own army
and hatred or fear of the enemy.”** There were three primary types of atrocity narratives in the
First World War: massacres, mutilation, and the maltreatment of civilians and prisoners.**” The
Ottoman Empire was not the main focus of the Entente atrocity propaganda despite the massive
violence they enacted against the Armenians.’”® In Ottoman media the Armenians were initially
portrayed in a very positive light, which historian Yigit Akin argues was a reflection of the

anxiety the Ottoman government had regarding Armenian loyalty.*” The Russians had deployed
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units of Armenian volunteers against the Ottomans beginning in November 1914.*'° The British
gave some attention to the Armenian massacres in the Ottoman Empire,’"' however because the
Ottoman Empire was considered a “junior partner” to Germany, the scale of the massacre was
not fully profiled.’'? The primary British propaganda text on the subject, The Treatment of
Armenians in the Ottoman Empire, used many texts from eyewitness accounts, including those
from neutral and German observers.*"* The officials who put this text together laid the blame on
the Ottoman government and population,*'* though some French and British intellectuals and
politicians claimed “without evidence” that Germany was responsible for the massacres.*'” The
Germans published refutations of these claims, including Zimmermann’s reminders of the British
treatment of the Boers.*'® In Germany, publications on the matter were greatly restricted.*'” To
discuss the atrocities committed by their own allies was taboo, but of course discussion of the
atrocities perpetrated by their enemies was promoted.

The Germans also accused the Entente Powers of committing atrocities by focusing on
their use of colonial troops in Europe. The Central Powers were unable to deploy any colonial
troops in the First World War, as they controlled relatively small overseas territories as compared
to Britain and France, all of which came under attack shortly after the outbreak of war.*'® It was
the first time colonial troops from the Southern hemisphere were deployed in Europe®" and the

Germans attempted to use this to their advantage. By calling out the Entente Powers for their use
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of colonial troops in Europe, the Germans sought to present themselves as the protectors of white
people.* Part of the danger of involving colonial troops in the war was the idea that teaching
them modern warfare was a threat to white supremacy.**' Presenting this danger in their
propaganda directly contravened Germany’s other propagandistic aims promoting rebellion in
the Entente’s colonies.

In a propaganda tract entitled “Employment, contrary to International Law, of Colored
Troops upon the European Arena of War by England and France,” published by the German

5,% sections from an 1871 speech by Otto von Bismarck

Foreign Office in the summer of 191
were reproduced. In this speech, he decried the use of Turcos (a term used for the tirailleurs or
light infantry of French African colonies)* and Arabs on the account of the cruelty of these
races.” They also quoted from William Pitt the Elder, who spoke in 1777 during the American
Revolutionary War on “the barbarians of America.”** Most of what is included in this pamphlet
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dated 23 June 1915,** of a young German who testified on 30 April 1915 that he had his eyes
gouged out by a Zouave,*® a member of a different French colonial light infantry regiment.**' In
one of the testimonies, dated 17 May 1915, a German soldier described two Indians attempting
to cut out the eye of a wounded man.**? Belgian civilians were also accused of similar crimes of
mutilation, including the removal of eyes.** Another common motif was the removal of ears and
fingers as trophies.*** These atrocities would have, as the title of the pamphlet suggests, violated
international laws on the treatment of the wounded and prisoners.** The repetitive nature of
these stories as well as the relatively low number of stories about colonial troops in German
atrocity propaganda (compare the 35-page pamphlet discussed above to the over 135 pages of
The Belgian People'’s War: A Violation of International Law), suggest to historian Christian
Koller that these were in fact relatively isolated incidents.**® In contrast, the Germans also had to
publish pamphlets, such as Paul Walter’s “Die indischen Truppen in Frankreich” or “The Indian
Forces in France” which was intended to reduce German anxieties about Indian POWs.*” Walter
portrayed these fears as having been created by “fanciful British press reports,”*** however they
were likely also created by Germany’s own atrocity propaganda.

The Germans wanted to capture Entente colonial troops, particularly Indians, in order to

persuade them to become turncoats and have them join the Ottoman campaign or send them back
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to their homes to spread anti-Entente propaganda.’® They created propaganda that encouraged
Indian troops to desert from the British military. Indian soldiers were deployed in Europe
beginning in September 1914,**” and the Germans had immediately begun to encourage
desertion.*! In order for this strategy to work the Indians “had to believe that their chances were
better with the enemy than they were with the British.”*** Leaflets dropped by airplane in late
1914 and early 1915 over the trenches in France encouraged Indian Muslim troops to engage in
Jjihad and encouraged Indian Hindus to rise up in rebellion against the British rule in India.**?
Some Indian soldiers also heard from their compatriots who had become prisoners of war
(POWs) that they were treated well under the Germans.*** There were sporadic cases of desertion
throughout the war, but most of the German POWSs from India were captives as opposed to
deserters.* Indian and African prisoners who were thought to be easily persuaded to join the
cause of the Central Powers were sent to the Halbmondlager or Half Moon Camp, which had
been created for propaganda purposes on the recommendation of von Oppenheim.**® Those
suspected of maintaining their loyalty to their colonial masters were sent to other camps with
harsher conditions.** Intake was highest in late 1914 and late 1915.°* Only a minority of the
Indian troops in the Halbmondlager in 1915 were Muslims.>® One of the important distinctions
between this camp and others is the fact that the German authorities made concessions to

religious prescriptions.” They allowed for dietary strictures and the celebration of both Islamic
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and Hindu festivals.*' The first mosque in Germany was built within the camp, and the
propagandists claimed that Wilhelm IT had had a hand in funding its construction.*** The mosque
was also used as a symbol of the Ottoman-German alliance within Germany. Photographs of
Ottoman politicians and journalists in the mosque were circulated within Germany and
throughout those regions where the Nachrichtenstelle fiir den Orient was circulating
propaganda.’” Several editions of a newspaper called Hindostan, published in Hindi and Urdu
were circulated almost exclusively within the camp.*** One of the members of the
Nachrichtenstelle fiir den Orient argued that the camp authorities should instead be reading
Ottoman newspapers to the prisoners, as many of them were illiterate while the “makeshift
nature of the newspaper made . . . [them] regard it with the greatest suspicion.”> On top of the
propaganda, the Germans also used this camp as an opportunity to engage in ethnographic and
anthropological study.**® Photographs taken as part of these academic activities in the camp were
used in propaganda on the Western Front.**” The German propagandists brought in Muslim
nationalists to preach to the prisoners and to stress the religious obligation of fighting against the
Entente Powers.>*® The prisoners who volunteered largely went in small groups, but the actual

number of volunteers is disputed. American consular reports stated that around 3,000 North
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Africans were sent to Baghdad to join the Ottoman forces. German reports stated that around
2,000 volunteers from British, French, and Russian militaries were sent to Istanbul.*® These
numbers likely reflected, at least in part, the reluctance of the Ottomans to accept this kind of
military aid. Their policy intended for the Muslim prisoners to be used to settle land instead of
fighting the British.**!

These German propaganda efforts were largely ineffective. They were unable to meet
their goals, which included the creation of a rebellion in India and Egypt among other colonies,
and the enlistment of prisoners of war to fight with the Ottomans in Egypt and the Middle East.
The Germans had limited success with these two goals in part due to their inability to cooperate
with the Ottomans and in part due to their lack of understanding of the cultural and religious
backgrounds which the people they were attempting to sway in their favour came from. Perhaps
the most successful of the propaganda efforts discussed in this chapter was that of the atrocity
propaganda, which created fear of the Entente colonial soldiers in Germans on the Western

Front.
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Conclusion

Contrary to the desires of the Germans, there was minimal revolt in the Entente colonies.
There were some instances of success, such as in Persia, where the jihad proclamation and the
work of German agents did result in sabotage against the British.*** For the Entente Powers,
particularly Britain, the possibility of jihad causing contention in the colonies was a major source
of fear among military leaders and politicians.*® It impacted the decisions they made, both
politically and militarily, including, for example, at Gallipoli. In spring 1915 the British suffered
major naval losses in the Dardanelles due to German submarines and were forced to remove “all
heavy battleships from the Dardanelles,” thus greatly reducing the naval support for their
troops.** Despite risks to the troops, the British planners were so concerned about the loss of the
neutrality of the Balkan states and the jikad uprisings that might take place following a sign of

British weakness that they did not order a withdrawal until the end of the year.**> Most of the
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German propaganda efforts were intended to counter the Entente Powers. The Nachrichtenstelle
fiir den Orient spread anti-British propaganda throughout the MENA regions and made attempts
to get that propaganda as far as India. The German Foreign Office also spread propaganda that
portrayed both positive and negative views of the Entente colonial troops on the Western Front.
In order to counter Entente atrocity propaganda they spread their own propaganda about the
atrocities of the Entente, including the colonial troops. German positive propaganda was
intended to portray Germany as a friend of Islam and encourage Muslim troops, particularly
Indians, to desert. Captured Entente colonial troops and deserters were taken to POW camps and
encouraged to switch allegiances to the Central Powers. While some prisoners did, the numbers
were limited,**® and some used the opportunity to travel to the Ottoman Empire to fight as an
opportunity to escape and attempt to make their way back to India.**’ There was some
cooperation between the Germans and the Ottomans in this project, but even then they disagreed
on the end object.>*®

The Ottoman propaganda efforts aimed at Muslims outside of their empire were also
largely unsuccessful. However, that was not the focus of their use of jihad propaganda. The
mobilization of the Ottoman Empire for war was not an easy task, especially given the Ottoman
defeats in the Balkan Wars, and the evocation of jikad and religious obligations was an important
part of the mobilization efforts. The Ottoman government used jihad to entreat men to enlist in
the military and then continued to use it to evoke fighting spirit and discourage desertion. Jihad
was also used to encourage those who could not join the military to support the war effort in the
ways that they could. Other forms of Ottoman propaganda drew on nationalism and loyalty to the

Empire as a way to get the Ottoman people to support the war.
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This nationalism, as well as the perceived legitimacy of the authority calling the Ottoman
people to jihad, which the Germans as a Christian empire could only attempt to gain in their
propaganda around the supposed conversion of the Kaiser, were elements which contributed to
the success of the Ottoman Empire’s propaganda efforts. However, the Ottoman and German
propaganda efforts were symbiotic. Without German cooperation and investment in the military,
the Ottoman Empire likely would not have been able to convince the Ottoman people that their
military was at all viable. The German restructuring of the army, particularly their training of a
new officer corps and the creation of a new Ottoman Youth League, as well as the physical
support in the form of men and matériel, were important for encouraging the Ottoman people to
support the war effort. The German propaganda effort was reliant on the support of the Ottoman
Empire. Had the Ottoman government not declared jihad, the Germans would not have been able
to use it as a propaganda tool.

Analysis of the events surrounding the German-Ottoman alliance, their propaganda
efforts, and the call to jikad has resulted in a wide range of opinions among historians, with
varied thoughts on the degree of Ottoman agency in decision making and the level of success in
propaganda efforts. The interwoven nature of the German and Ottoman war efforts had an
important effect on the propaganda of both of the empires. One could not operate without the
other and yet the lack of united aims and operations resulted in less successful propaganda
campaigns. When regarded individually, the Ottoman propaganda efforts were more successful
than the German propaganda efforts, because the Ottomans were able to, at least partially, reach
their desired goals of mobilizing their population, whereas the Germans were unable to reach

their desired goals of major rebellion to the detriment of the Entente.
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