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PREFACE

The study of the rolations betwoon Austriaaﬁnngaryvané
Bulgeria is an important adjunct te Eurepcan and Balkan his-
tory. The Balken peninsula was the chief area where Augtria
attempted to wiocld her influonco. As the Dual Menarchy roai-
izod tvhe petemtial value ef Bulgaria as o cownterwoight tvo
Russion influcncoe iIm the Balkens, Hapsburg diplemats endeav-
ered to achieve close relations, and.if possible an alliance,
with Bulgaria. Activity toward tbis end was cspecially great
in the yoors betwcen 1908 and 1910. The reagens for the fail-
ure of Austrian pelicy teward Bulgaria at this time constitutos
one of the wmain topics of this thesis,

. The astute policy ef Ferdinand, the Bulgarian ruler,
who until the first Balkon Wor im 1912 carofully avolded any
figg c@m@itm@nts theitb@r_Austria or Russia, was likowiso
given special study. Coemsiderable attention was alge deveted
%o the influence of Russia and Serbia en Austre~Bulgarion
relations, _

In making this sbtudy, the chief primory seurces used wero
the collections of Ausbtrian, Gorman, and British diplematie .
documents . The Rugsian and Bulgarion doecumonts were, unferiu-
nately, not availables

An attomp® was.m&de to be c@nsist@nt in the use ef Bolkon

nomes. Bulgarian and Rusgsian names werce rondered according to



a stamdarévsyét@m'@frtranalit@ration;.@xe@ptions will be
fgund-iﬁ‘fhg spelling of names within'qugt@d_passagés and
-inuinstanees>ﬁh@re the namo is commenly spelt in diff@r@nt
fashion. Serbisn names afe_givén in their Latin spelling.

The auth@r'wish@s’t@ take this opportunity t@ exXpress
her appreciatien of th@ aid given her by the staff of the
'JLibrary of thé;University of Arizaﬁao



CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

" In the half centuﬁy preceding the outbreak of the first
WOrld War, Austfiaaﬁungary regarded the Balkans as the one
area where she could exert her influenceg as her earlier eof-
forts to take an active part in Italian and German affairs
ha& béen decisively blockedol Nbrebverg the presence within
'her boréefs of Baikankminorities whose loyalty to the Haps=
. burgs might waver in the face of nationalist ?assiongkmeant 4
that the vefy~stability of the Dual Monarchy could be serioﬁsa ~
ly threatened by Balkan events. The aim of Austrian fbreigﬁ )
policy was thérefore to secure her bosition in the Balkan
peninsula, In practice this led to pronoanced supporﬁ for

Turkey and the principle of the stabtus quoo

Austriats Balkan policy inevitably caused frxcﬁlon with
Russia, who supported the Balkan nationalities in their struge
gl@ for in&ependencé from Turkey. Russian espousal of the |
?ancslév cauée wﬁs also a danger to Austria, because of The -
Mbnarehy“s large Slav populationo |

BulgariaYs importance o Aus%rla wWas in large ‘part dea

termined by %he Dual Monarchy's relations with Russia and

1rn 1859 and 1866, respectivelya Unlike the other ma. jor
European powers, Austria had not engaged ln overseas coloni-
zations.



.Serblao The Austrian attitude toward Bulgarla varled greatly“{

- as Balkan condltions changed durlng thls pericdm

Bulgaria?s forelgn pollcy durlng these years wﬁs eséeh%:' 

"tially opportuniste Her aim was to aoh;eve recognltlon and?;‘
'ﬁ 1ndependence w1thout falllng under the sway Of elther Russiai;'
-or Avstrlao In this- she was eminently successfulo-~ i

AL the Congresq of Berlin in 1878 the Powers met to rea"

vise the Treaty of Saa Sﬁefanog Which had ended the Bu330w  ”':'

Turklsh Waro Austria and England9 the leaders 1n thls move f;'

ko rearrange~5alkan frontlersg aimed at the'abrogation of

" the Treaty’s provisions dealing with the formation of a Bul=:?w
'Agaria larger in size tban the. other Balkan stateso vAustrla o
j"f’ea:i:%aé». that such.a Bulgariaa 1ndebted to Russia for her naw } 
'tional resurrectiong would mean 8 great trlumph for Russza;
and Pan=Slavi&meajzf E ’.‘ “-  ”' | “ ;

When the compllcated dlplomatlc maneuverlng 1n.Ber11n
.came to an endg Rus31an prestlge had obv1ously suffered sewi '
_ verelyo Qf the Big Bulgarla ef San Stefanog the territory R
 lying north of the Balkan Mountalns was made into the autonavf"

L omous prlncipality of Bulgar1a9 Wthh was to pay annual tribwv'

- ute to- the Sultanﬁ sou‘th of 'i;he Balkan Mountains the prove

‘f:_kince of Eastern Rumellag largely autonomcusvbut under Turklsh5: 

2Arthur Jo Mayg The Hapsburg Monarchyg 1867=101h.9 Po 12?0

R : BRussia‘s 1nfluence remainedg howeverg as she was pera'>~
v mltfed)to keep her troops in Bulgarla for nlne months (Ibldeg
U pe L33 - , \ _



mllitary eontrolg was created° and Macedonla was returned tcej'

Turkeyo.; o » » » | |
Another decieion of the Cemgress wa.s. the mandate given

to Austria to occupy and admlnleter the Turkish.provinces of

Bosnia«and Hercegovinao Austria also obtained the right to

' gavrison the Sangak of Nbvibazarg a strip of terrltory sepa=ff

:»\ ratlng Serbia and Montenegroa She accepted these obllgatiansg.:'

desplte her 1nterest in preserving Turkey*s European possess1onsg
 in erder to strengthen her p081tlon politlcally and. economi=
o cally in the western Balkansoh

| The years immediately following 1878 were busy ones fer

o Austrian diplomatsa4 The secret alliance with Germany'31gned

ﬂ :,, L3

in l8?9 guarankeed German.support to Austria in case of a~"’

B Russ1an attacko Thls was followed in 1881 by . the League of

 ‘the Three EmpePOPS9‘Wthh.llﬁk6d Germenyg Austrlag and Ru331ao3 _vi?

vIts pr0v1sions Were concerned chlefly‘with the Balkans and
v'1neluded Bismarck?s formula for Balkan peace° the div151on

’of the Balkans into Austrlan and Russian spheres of influence@’
--With Pespect ﬁo Bulgarias> the tbree pewers Dledged their apa:
proval of a future unlon between Bulgarla and Eaatern.ﬁumellaes iA:_
In 1882 the Trlple Alliance Wwas signed by Germany9 Austrlag |

: and Italyo Its chlef value to Austria was. the promlse of ;;

MFor a movre detaile& discussion of the Bosnian questlon v
at this time, see’ May, Pp. 118 ff.;, and Theodor von Sosnosky,
vDie Balkanpolltlk @sterrelchybngarns selt 1866 IIQ 6 Lo

SAlfred F Prlbramg The Secret Treaties of Austriaﬁﬂungarvg



| o | . BT
.Italian neutrality Should Austrla become 1nvolved inia. con== -
 flict with Russia. -

In addltlon to these imnortant agweements w1th major |
powersg Austria also entered 1nto negotlations w1th Bumanlaa.'"
Desnlte many serious differences between the uwo countr&eSQ" :
8 treaty was signed 1n 1883 whlch pPOVlded for mutual defenm';_
sive guaranteesoé‘vh o | | | -v

Of speclal importance to Austrla’s Balkan policles were
her relatlons w1th SerblaoA ‘This- small Balkan land,had long
vbeen a favorite of Busszan Panaulavss but 1n the 1ate ?Sev=
enties Ru331an 1nterest had snlfted to the establlshment of
'a Rus31an prosectorate in an.enlarged Bulgarlao Abandonedl

_by Russma for all practlcal purposesg7 Sefbla was foreed to

come, to terms w1th.Austr1ao In return for economic prlv:».°=

‘i7fileges Austrla supported Serbla ‘at Berlln with the result

' ;;that Serbla achleved independence and some terrltorlal gainso_"

- Desplte Serbian annoyance at seelng Austrla entrenched

";1n Bosn1a=Hercegovina9 terrltory conSldered rlghtfully Serm o
'blan by ardent ?anaSerbsg some years elapsed before real |

dlfferences afose between.the two countrieso .ThlS‘perlOd |

6The motlvation ‘of Ruman1a=mor more accuratelvg of Klng‘i'
Caz*ol9 as he alone knew the terms of the treaty--in signing
this agreement was extreme resentment at the loss of Bessaw

f,;;rabla to Rusgsia despite singular Rumanian ald to Russ;a 1n
'L. her war w;th.Turkey (May@ PPo 281 fo Yo

. T Nekludoffg Dlplomatlc Remlnlscences Before and Durlng
. mhe World Waf9 1911=l917s ppe‘hﬁ fo ‘ .
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of nominal amity was due partly to Sérbiaﬂs relative weak-
neés and pértly to the basic friéndliness-of the Oﬁrenovig
dyﬁasty-to Austriac -V ‘
| In 1881 a secret treaty valid for ten yeafs was signed
by the twoupowerso Serbia agreed not té make political agree-=
ments with anothér power without Austrian_approval and‘not |
to:intrigueragainst Austria. Austria for her part promised
that if ciréumstances were favorable, she would su@port Sere
,biéfs desiras for southern_ex@ansioﬁos Together with a-cbmé
méréial agreement granting a favorable posiﬁion to Austria
in’verbian’tradeg this treaty ambuntea to the establishment
'of an Austrian protectorate over Serblao?“‘

Austrla had never Wholly'accepted the Bismarcklan idea
of the division of the Balkans -into spheres of influenceo
She was therefore disturbed by events iﬁ Bﬁlgaria9‘where in
the years immediately following 1878 Russia continued her
domination. ‘At the same time Austria did.ﬁot wish to éommit
herself to forward action in the‘Balkansa ‘Her policy was to
reduce Russian influence in Bulgaria whlle keeping on as goed
tefms w1th Russia as possibleolo

On the surface it certalnly ‘appeared as if Russia was

tightening her grip on Bulgaria in spite of the blow to Rus~

B?Pibl”’&MQ I bS] 51. ff ©
9M&'y9 Po 2730 - »
108&ma1 Tukin, Die polltlschen B621enungen zw1schem

@stervelchpUngarn wund Bu@garlaa von 1908'bis zum Bukarester
“Friedeng PPo 16 To _ .




-gian préstiwe suffered at Berlin. -The Bulgarians'at first'ﬁ

{'looked upon Ru381a With warm gratltude as. their llberator¢'

':7Alexander of Battenbergg the Ru331an candidate elected

- Prince by the Bulgarlan Assembly9 was extremely popular_‘
' ;because of his military explOIts &uring the recent ?anaalav‘
fcrusadeori “ ' ""1 T S
- It soon became. evident9 howevers ﬁhat even his selec«11 
-1;t10n could not serve to lessen the grow1ng ten81on between
‘ Russla and. Bulgarlag. Rus31an offlcials contemptuously d15a~5
,iregarded the w1shes of what they viewed as the ignorant mass_v-‘

7L~of Bulgarian peasantsg ‘and Bulgarlan natlonallsm rose to. meet |

f'the challengeo Alexander found himself caught between.Busw;5“

"sian pressure and the desiresrof his subjectso For severa1. 

;‘years the 1nternal Bulgarian nicture was a turbulent one,

“37 f?w1th constant narliamentary biekerlng added to the Fusso=

- ,Bulgarlan COnfllcta

11

In 1883 ‘the Russian offlcers gnd adV1sors were exnelled9 .
-and thereaxter Prlnee Alexander relied on Bulgarlan 1eaders¢ i

rRussia now assumed a malevolent role in‘Bulgarlan polltlcsg

with plobs: and cou.nterplots the order of the daye -

v ' Eastern«Rumeliag whlch had been separated from Bulgarla :
' by the uongress of Berlln in &efiance of ethnologlcal conmf
'siderationsg in 1885 once mofe became an. internatlonal ques=‘;.=

 ﬂftion of vital importanceg After ?rlnce Alexander deprived

llJo A Bo Marrlottg The Eastern Qpestion°. An Historloal-s

7‘.1Study in European.ﬂiplomacyg ppo 309 ff@



himself of Rugsian sﬁpportp his only<salvati$n lay in sup-
porting Bulgarian naticnaiisﬁ as@irationsg which meant
first’ahd‘foremost that Eastern Rumelia be joined with Bul-
garia, Alexander was well awareAthat Russia ﬁbw opposed -
such a stepglg but he yiélded tc‘bo?ular pressﬁre.ih order.>
%o‘strengthen his position in Bulgaria. |

' Although the'revglution,uﬁiting Eastern Rumelia anér
Bulgaria Was a bloodless one, it was still a flagrant vio-
lation of the Treaty'bf Bérlino Russia, piqﬁed that the
Bulgérians had dared proclaim the Union of the Two Bulgam .
rias Wi%hout her helpy objected violentlyg desplte her ear=
1ier espousal of the Bulgarlan cause. Austria was alarmed

at the poss1ble'ram1fications of this acta as~th@ ‘mainten=

ence of the status guo in the»Balkéns,was her guiding prihékl
@iplejaﬁ this time; but she took no action.

It was Sefbia Who precipitated an- international crisise:
'Aftef Bulgavia‘rej@cted‘her demand for térvitorial compensa=
tion, Serbia declared war on Bulgaria .t An.astbﬁished Eu-
rope heard ﬁhat Bulgarian forcés had routed the Serbians
even though the Buigarian army had been weakenéd by the with=
érawal of Russian officers in 18830 Oﬁly en Austrien ulti-
matum persuaded the: Bulgarlans to lay down their axmsc rThis

'Austrlan aetion was motivatea by the fear that a d@clsive

le&YQ Po- 285..0

13Anpth@r reason for Serbiats declaration of war was the
- familiar one of seeking to deflect popular abtention from -
internal squabbles to a foreign adveniure (Sosnosky, II, 76),



8
defeat for Serbia would entail the overthrow of King‘MilanVs' 
governmentg already‘besetkby gravé-internal disorders, and‘
‘_ﬁheﬁeby‘destroy Ausfriaﬁ,influencé in Serbia .t
Although the Serbo-Bulgarian war did not result in any
-'terfitofial_chéngeSQ‘its qther effects Wegérsignificante |
?erhap35ﬁhe most~imporﬁaht was ths;prolonged estrahgemént
‘between Bulgaria and Serbia. The war also héd a harmful ef=
jfe@t on Austr@éﬁulgarian'relatiéns'éwing'te Bulgarian re=
" sentment at Aﬁstrian intérventionols 7
Nor did the Bulgarian'victoryfimprove RQSSOmBulgariam
_relations, Russia consehted to thb union of the two Bul=
' garias4éﬁ1y beéause of Britiéh préssureglé but she decided
to take stfong_ﬁeasuresfggainst the upstart Prince of Bul=- .
?1;garia.fdy-his.in@epeﬁdeﬁtZactionc _In.1886”Alexander9.who
was kidnépped an& lateﬁ ?eleased Bjrintriguefé in‘Ruésian
g'payg realized that abdlcation.was the only real course open :
o to hlmo o | | | | |
Austrian reaetlon to the v1rtual deposition of Alexander;

"by Russia was SWifb and sure. War ‘between the two empires

luBismarckg however, felt that Austrian interests would
have been better served by letting Bulgaria weaken Serbia so .
that the latber would be more dependent than ever on Austria.
The German Chancellor likewise believed that such a course
would have lessened Austro=Russian tension (May, p. 286).

15Tukln9 ppo 19 o

: 1674 will be noted that seven years after the Gongress

of Berlin, Britain and Russia had exchanged places with re-

~.spect to thelr attitude toward Bulgaria. Britain now viewed - -

- & strong Bulgaria as a saféguard agalnst Ru831an domlnation L
of the easbern Balkanso _



. | 9
- was ardistinét possibility beééuse'Austrian leaders had de-
cided that the entry of Russian troops into Bulgaria could
not be toleratedol? Austria received encouragement from
Britain and Italy in this stand, bub Germany lent her no
support. Bismarck held firmly to his belief that Bulgaria
'¥wa5'fightfully in{the Russian sphere of influenceg~although
he strove to'achie#e a péaceful3solution to the controverSyo
‘The League of the Three Empeférs'was to have been re%

newed_in.1887918

but Austro-Russian antagonism over Bulgaria
made its continuence impossible. Gefmany and Russiag howeverg
signed the famous Reinsurance Treaty9 which provzded that if
one power went to war the.other would be neutral; 19 hOWQverg’
in the event of a Russian attack on Austria or a German abt-
tack on Prance the other signatory retained its freedom of '
' act;on@ Onefstlpulaplon in this treaty was of special s1gu
:nificance for the Bulgarian quéstionz-'Germany>recognized
Russia's preééminance in Balgariaagc | |

The Triple Alliance had already been renewsd in Febru=
‘ary of 1887o An important addition to the terms was the Aus-

trian pledge to compensaté’ltaly'for aﬁy'territorial change

17Mayg Pp. 288 .

181y had already been Penewed once in 188ho

19Austrian resentment upon learnlng of its terms nine
years later was extreme, because had Austria been goaded
into attacking Russia she. would have had to fight alone o
{Sosnosky, II, 9L, 96),

2O?ribram9 I, 277«



in the Balkans favorable %o Austria9 although it was Sp801= ‘
fically stated that this prov181on would not apply to Bosn1a= 7
Hercegov1ﬂao R o o

Efforts were now:undér Waj té:seéure a suiltable ?rihce.r,
for Bulgaria=--one who would meet the difficult requirement
of being accepbable to both Russia aﬁd Austria. In the mean=
time a regency had.ﬁeén left in control of the countryo Anti-
| RuSSLan sentimentg lanned by Bu381an lnterference in Bulgara
ian affa;rs and by the shabby treatment of Alexander, had in-
creased markedly, Its chief-éxponent wés $tambulov9 a true
Balkan strong manp Who succcessfully averted attempts to name
a Rus31an Duppet as Prlnce of Bul@arlaa B

The candldate flnally chosen by the Bulgarian Assembly
was Ferdinand of SaxefCoburgo Although he assumed his of-
fice without international SaﬁctiongAhis seie¢ficn can be
viewed only:as a victéfy for Austria in her attempt ﬁb‘pre=
vent Bﬁlgaria from becoming a satellite of Russia. Rqssiag
féé from suppoftingKhis”candidatureg‘considereé him the tool
of Austria because of his Hapsﬁurg connections.

As Russiénvirritétibn over the election of'Ferdinaﬁd
. mounted and took‘thelform.of threatening niTitary maneuvers,
 war agalﬁ seemed 11kely between Ausbrla and Ruﬁﬁl&c Bis-
_ marck9 howeveP9 through gudlelous dlplomatic activ1tyb=narm
ticularly the publicatlong for Russia's benefit, of the

terms of the Austro-Germen alliance--succeeded in ending
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. The fénsionozl ’
For some years”Férdinand’rgmainéd in limbo as far as
the Powers wére.éoncefnedo Even Austrié.refused tb recog=
nize him, although she gave him.mor31 $uppbrt 522 Egggoaa
Ruésiajfried several times to effect his remova1;23~but heva
reluctance to reSortiﬁo'force and‘to risk war with Austria
1imited her actlons to empty dlplomatlc gestures, |

At this time Ferdinand's great polltlcal glfts and con-
summate cunning, which were later to earn him,the«sobriquet
of "The Balkan FOX“g Were‘largely,uﬁsuspectedo He owed his
éonﬁinuation in office fo‘the powér and'prestige of Stam-
i 'bulov9 his prime minisbter, who was the real ruler of Bul-
garia in these years. Yetv Ferdlnana had the good sense to
bide his time and devote his efforts o 1nternal 1mprove=
ments and to consolidating his p051tiono In this way he
hoped to win Pecognltlon through conv1nclng the Powers of
the stabllity whleh his reign was- brlnglng to Bulgariac

Although Austria was at first averse to taking any open
action in favof of Ferdinéndg it Was soom no SecretAwhére’

“her sympathies lay. The growing,defectién of Serbia from

2lpismarck also informed Austria in no uncertain terms
that the fate of Bulgaria was of no consequence %o Geﬁmany
. {Bosnosky, II, 100}, : :

: ZEHans Ro Madolg ﬂerdinand of Bulﬂariaﬁ The Dream;gg
Byzan“tlum9 Po 530

230n the 1ega11y correct ground Ehat his electlon was
invalid as it had not been approved by the ?owers as speci-
- fied in the Treaty of Berlin,
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Austrian control céﬁséd Austria to take an even greater‘ine
terést in the main%enance of Ferdinand in pbwero ~Austria
eyed Bulgaria as'a,possible replacement fbr Serbia in her tug
- of war with Russia for Balkaﬁ supremacyezu ‘This view became
- more pronounced when the rumblingsfamainst the ﬁnpopﬂlar Sep-
bian king and his slavish obedlence to Austrlan demands cul= .
minated in his abdication in 21.8890'"5 |
~ The dismissal of Blsmarck in 1890 resulted in Germany9

fallure to renew the Relnsurance Treaty with Russia and re-

»moved a steadfast opponent of Austrla?s Bulgarlan pollcyo
| In 1890 Austrla went 80 far as to supbort an unsuccessful

26 1, 1892

move by Bulgarla to achieve 1ndependenb statuso
 the Dual Monarchy chosé’t¢_remain on the sidelines while
" other ?owers,pro%ested a»éonstitutional éhange engineersd
-by Stambulov to enable Fer&inand?s.children_to'bé.brought up
as Roman Gaﬁholics@27’fThisﬁact:hecessarily worsened relations
‘between Russia and Bulgaria. | |

In 1893 Ferdinand paid a visit to the Austrian foreign
| ministeﬁg'Kélﬂokyo The latter was greatly pleéséd witﬁ Bul-
]_ﬁarla?s tendency to act 1ndenendenzly of Ru831ag but he was

) careful to express his dlspleasure at any Bulgarlan attempt

‘thhlsg at leastg seems to be Tukans opinion (pp. 20 ff@)c_‘
 25Tuk1n9 PP 21 £o '
26££i§os Pe 220
2T1pido, po 230
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to stir up the Macedonian,issu9028' Austria was not prepared

to support Ferdinaend in any nove likely to disrupt the status
g220>‘ _ | _ 7 _ ———
| Relétions between the two countries réméined cordial

sven WheniFer&inand'ianrmed the Austrians in.lQQh of his in-.
tention of removing Stambulov. In ad&iﬁion‘to Ferdin&na?s_ :
natural,abhorrence of the brutal methods employed by his min%
ister in maintaining himself in power, the Prince was also
.aware that the growing unpopularity’of the cruel regime migh$ 7
well jéopardize'his own position. Fe?dinand bélieved'ﬁhat- |
he was now strong enough to rule without further relisnce upon
the Bulgarian»&ictatoro - He was great;j reassﬁred to learn
. that Austria aid not opposé such a step, yebt it must be said
 that Kﬁlﬁoky ﬁnderestimated the change in Austro-Bulgarian
felatigné which Stambulov's removeal wouid entail 022

R To Stambulovis intense surpriseg}Feréinaﬁé accepted ons |
of thg MinisterYs“pefiodic offers of resignatiéno. The step |
wa.s genérally‘épplauded\throughoﬁt thé country. Stambulov
was replaced b& a‘prOmRﬁssianﬁminiS%erg yet the éignificance
. of the»move=éFerdinan@?s desire for a reconciliation with |
Russiaa=wa5~not at fifét appafento

-Thé’accession of Nicholas II to the Russian throne in

November, 189, opened the way to‘a regularization of Russo=

28May, p. 297,
29Madol, po Tho



: vBﬁlgariaﬂ reiationé; as.ﬁié'predéééééérgrAlexandé?;llléih@d'ﬁ}f~”

.been 1mn1acably opposed to Ferdinando Iﬁ.erder %o obﬁéin

'l Russia‘s favor Ferdlnand now arranged for hls son Borls to
?;be converted to the Orthodox falthw Ferdlnand?s dec*s;on,

which resulted 1n hls excommunicatlon and the esnrangement'”

"of hlS famlly9 Wa.s not an easy one for hzmg 2 devout Romanf"x

Cathollcg to. makeo Yet he was usually wllllng to subordlnate}f 

his personal desires to p011tical necess;ty®3o Ferdlnand

' .- wWas well aware that tbe only way he coul& assure hlS cwn and"

: h1s &ynasty?s p091tion was throuWh a. reconcillatlon Withjﬂusa:71

- sia. By hav1ng his son converted to the Orthoaox falth.he

: made peace w1th Ru831a and yet av01ded far=reach1ng polltlcalfiliaﬁ

f-fconcess1ons whlch would have hampered his freedom of actlono o
Aus*f:r:n,f—;x‘9 of - cour399 was greatly annoyed as She saw N
 this step for what it waS° Aa bld for Russian recognitldno‘
f Although her protesﬁs stressed the betrayal of the Romaa
‘_ Catho11c causeﬂ her real fear was Ru331an predomznance 1n
Bulgarlao Officlallyg howeverg Austria prefer“ed not te op=“;f

>ﬁ;pose thg movag he realized that other questlonsg such as

754;1ndependenoe and the title of tsarg mlﬂhb at a later date be e

~f:opposed by Russia and thareby cause Ferdinand agaln to apw'-'

proach Austr1a=Hungavy031»uﬂ

Ferdinandﬁs personal sacrlflce was not in vain: Russia

30Nek1udoff9 _’ppo 7 ffo.“;
31TUKin9 po,Zbo 3
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accorded him recognition in 1896, and the other powers, in-
cluding Austria and Turkey, ranldly followed suito At this
point an acute phase of Austro=Bu331an rlvalry in the Balkans
came to a close .32

The Pecognitlon of Ferdlnand can not be v1ewed as a pro-
nouneed diplomatic victory for either,of the Balk&n protago=
.nistéo Russia was pleaséd that Ferdinand had turned to her
- in his effor%'ﬁo achieve recognition, but later on she was
t0 realize that the wily Ferdin&nd was infinitely more dif-
ficult to intinidate than the weak Al@xandero35 "From the
Auvstrian point of view it was a step ferward to'have Ferdi-
nend, who stiil could not be eall@d.prOmBussiang,firmly set=
tled on the Bulgariaﬁ throne. |

In 1897 Russia and Austria reached an agreement.on Bal=

kan effairs which stressed the meintenance of the status'quo;

Should events make some territorial revision necessary, par=
tition of European Turkey would be con81deredo They also
promised to consult one another on any vexing questions which
might‘ariseQBA Although this agreement made no attempt to
solve Balkan problems, it did have a quieting effect on the
European situation. For ten‘yeafs Eﬁropé was spared the dan=
stant fear of an armed collision between the two eastern em-

pires.

32¥ay, ppo 297 £o
_33Nekludoff9'Pe 3o
_’3LI~Pribramg I, 185 £fo
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Thls understandlng with.Austrla enabled Rus31a to shifti o

-her actlvitles ﬁo the Far East and9 after her disastrous de=7”‘
'-feat by Japan ana the abortlve revelutlon of 1905@ to devote“

her energies to 1nternal consolidatlonor For Austrlag toog

.the breaﬁhlng spell afforded by the agreement was a welcame e

>oneo An end to the recurrent Balkan crises gave the Dual

- Monarchy a chance to concenbrate on her maln domeqtlc prob«- T

lemg the dlsnaraﬁe nationalltles comprlslng the Hapsburg

=

realmo

Qne sectlon of the Balkans9 tbe troubled prov1nce of .

i;'_Macedonlag demanded attentlon 1n splte of the earnesL w1sh

o of Austria and Hussia to be rld of Balkan squabbleso It

w111 be remembered thaﬁ the prov1sion of the Treaty of San |
Stefano assignlng it to Bulgarla had been resclnded by the
?owers at the Congress of" Berlln 1n favor of its return to

,‘Turkeyor Yet Bulgarla dld net glve up hope of 1ncorporat1ng" 

- the. area 1nto Bulgariaox This deqire was based partly on- Sen=‘gf7:”“

yA]timental reeollect;ons of the Bulgarian Emplre of the Middle'“

Ages and partly on ethnlc groundso Othﬁr Balkan powers9 nom ‘~:'

_  tably Serbla and Greeceg also advanced strong clains to the S

_reglano"
Bulgarlag howevers had been most successful 1n assertlng

'herﬂlnlluenge there because~of the increasing eccleﬁlastlcal -

351n 1903 an incldent occurred Whlch preclude& forelgn_

'Q_ adventures¢> the @bstreperous Magyars staged a tremendous

} -parliamentary fight over the common army which 1ed to a paa
 _ralys1s of governmental functlensg, ~ _
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rlghts in Maeed@nla granted by iurkey to the Bulgarian eX=
archate which had been cstablished in 1870036  The official
. pelicy ef tha Stambul@v reglme was peacefulrinfiltratleng as -
Stambulov dld not w1sh.te pregudlce hlB g@ed relations with )
Turkey Through op@n.agltaﬁlon037 |
6. became 1ncrea31ngly dlfflcult f@r th@ Balgarlan g@v=
@rnment te 1gnore Macedonian pressuresc After the remeval |
of Stambulov Ferdlnand no 1@nger at @mpted te restrain th@
o m&raudimg banés_@paratlng in th&t province. The object of
the Bulga:ians in”premmting'wiéespregd terror a@d bfiganéage
in Macedenia duringiéhase years was to foree the Powers to
create an aut@n@mous Maced®n1aol_y |
~ Beth Ru331a and Austr1a9 in accerdance with th@lr agree='
ment of 1897, turmed down Bulgarien demands for a change in
Nacedoniaﬁs statusgr They were likewise adamamt in their op-
. p@@itien t@ galnt actl@n by S@rblag Greeceg and Bulgarla in
solving Macedonien problemSOSB ' .A,;_ P R
The inabllity of the Balkan pewers to break Austr@=3u8s1anr
';sélidarity on the Mgcedsnlgn‘questian kept the area in reason~
able peace until 1902=l9039'When_;grggesqale revqltS-broke

out, follewed by equ&llyhbl@aﬁy repressive measures on the

36Marri®ttg Do 2910 )

37Ferdinand.8dhev1llg The History of the Balkan Penin-
sula, po 416, Yot there wWeFe insurrections in Macedonia im -
1893 which may well have prompted Austriats warning to Fer-
dinand against an actlve pelicy there €see pp. 12 fOQ supra)o

38Tukin; PP o 2& ffo
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part of Turkey. Pilous statements about the invielability of

the gtatus guo no longer sufficed; Austria and B@ssia werse

forced to devise a concrete program for relieving fthe wretched
1ot of the Macedonianso . |

A program 6f international control was worked out in
Féb?uary;';QQEy th@ chief provision of which assigned con= -
“trol to various powers Qnya zonal basiso After this provéd,
ipéffectualg‘Austria‘and'ﬂﬁssiaAd;afted the Mirzsteg Agree=
‘ment in October, which gave repfesentétives of the two coun=
tries wid& powers in uph@léing law and order and provided
‘fer the lnshltution of judlcial and financial ref0?m3039

Although this agreement had the immediate effect ef
lessening the number_of_outrages committed in Macedonia, it
was by no means a permanent solution. From 1903 to %he Young
Turk Revélution;in 1908, Austria and éussiaa tegétherAwith
the»qther powers, were forced to}ﬁrestle with the problem of
’M@c@donian refoﬁmohg The trouble was that the measures
'iadépt@d by Austria énd‘ﬁus§ia satisfied no Qneg_ ThﬁreA@gn
be no doubt thatlﬁhgy'wishedvtg_imgrove»ﬁ&cedoniaﬁ condi-
tionsgvif pnly~for selfiéh reasonso. But in view of Turkey's

mﬁnifesﬁ.inability to keep the province under-ebntrol any

39?@? the text of the Agreementg gee British Documents
on the Origin of the War, V, pps 65 £, (Hereafter cited as
Bo Do ‘Réferences are to the document number rather than to
FThe page; unless otherwise 1ndieated)o

hoTh@ eonsiderable imp@ct after 1908 of the Macedonian
guestion on Balkan affeirs, and more specifically on Austro-
Bulgarlan relations, mill be treatad in later ch&pterso
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real abttack on the_evils there would necessarily ianvolve a

change in %h@_sté%us gquo, the prineiple which they had pledged

one aﬁother to uphold. XEt even the limitéd4refonms providéd
© for in the Eﬁrzgteg}Agr@emgnt were resented by Turkey as an

- affront to‘her so?ef@igntyo@lrrBulgaria wa.s 1ikewi$e ingens
gedgAbut-er a different,reasgng she wished to see broader
‘action und@rtakenouz  Bulgariﬁn wrath centered on the part
played by AustrLa in Macedonian reform and eontrlbuted to a
further d@t@rloratlon of relations between the two countries 43 
. Relatlons between Austria end Bulgaria varied in the
years between 1897 and 1907. Until the turn of the cenbtury
‘they were marked by greet cordiality, Ferdinand, im a typi-
cal shift of m;nisﬁe:s'to“meat the cufrent demands_ef‘hig
_'fareign pqli@ygﬁg r@pla@ed his ?ussephile_cabinet with one
more orient@drtowa?d.Aﬁstriao_ No prpfound_change in rela-
tions was involved, how&vgrg_asrdiffergnges_Q?er‘Magedohia_

precluded any close understanding. Moreover, Austria doubted

thuking Po 290

thulgaPiag of courss, was fary’ from blameless in her
Macedonian activities. The Serbian view (Dr. M. Boghitsche-
witsch, Die Auswlrtige Politik Serbiens 1903-191l, I, #120)
that Bulgarian foreagn policy at the turn of the century
was dedicated to the future annexation of thé province
thrqggh any means avallable is probably not far from the
~trub o .

uﬁTuking po 290

4kblmitﬁl Jotzoff, Zar Ferdinamd von Bulgerien: Sein
-Lebenswerk im Oriént, Po 2330 -




whether Ferdinend®s bblicy couldAbs successfully influenced.lt5
The value of Bulgaria es a counterwelght to serbis be-
came inerea51ngly evident to Austrla after 19039 tﬁs year4in
which the pro=-Austrian Obrenov1§ dynasty in Serbia was ve-
moved by:aﬁ assassinatiqniextremély’brufgl_@venbbyrBaLkén
standards. With the advent to pbﬁer of the Karageorge§i€
dynasty %erbla fell ‘more and more: under Bussian influenceo
By this time, however9 Bulgarlan differenc@s with Au3w‘
: trla over Macedonla wWere too deep %o be bridged immedvatelyo o
A further obstacle to Austrials w1sh for closer relations
was Bulgarlavs dlstrust of Austria's alllance w1th.Puman1ao
Ferdinand had become alarmed atb the renewal of the alliance
'1n l902h and had abpealed to Russia for protectmono NegOu '
tiations eulmimated in ths?hlghly,seqretARusso=Bulgariap,
military eoﬁvéntion of’ Mayg 1902;7ﬁhiéb.was defensive iﬁ
@haracter and which bound Russia to uphold Bulgarlaﬂs tere
ritorial inbegfityou? ‘ A
;_Moreqverg Bulgaria éntered.into an alliance wi;h,éerbia"

in l90h’tvoffset Austrian influence in the Balkan3048 TAt

hSTuklng ppo 26 £o Apparently even at this tlme Fera
dinand?s unrellablllty was recognized.

héSee po by, 8 Qrao Just why'Bulgaria became alarm@dv
in 1902 is obscure. - ‘ o i

h7Thls conventlon w1ll be eon31dered in greater detail
in Chapter Vo _

kBErnst UOvHelmreichg The Dlplomacv of the Balkan Warsg'
;l9l?ml9l39 po Lo
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thé same‘time.a tfeaty of friendship was signed which pro-

' ﬁided for bfoad egonomic co-operation Eetween'thb-twofpowersa
Bulgaria, however, doomed the whole project to failure.by
presehting_?h@Atéade provisionsufor“ratification‘by‘her as=
sembly in d@fianée of Ehe seorecj prOViSiQnﬁohg. Austria
thereupén attempted to'intimidate Serbia inﬁo cancelling

the tﬂeaty with Bulgaria on the gfound that it was 1ncome -
patible w1th exlsulng Austro=-S8erblan trade agreementsasc
Serbia refused bo comply; and the notorious plg war", so
harmful to politiga;'andleconomic»relations bétween Serbia
aQQ.Augﬁria,.com@enced9 'EhewBu;garian_indiscretion had the
ﬁ’furtheﬁlemfect of poisdning relations between ‘the two Balkan
-neighbors and re&a@ed the treaty of alli&nce to meaningless
‘pa‘peresl C : . ; PR | . . . ,

In 1906 the”gfoundwork was laid for the resumption of
Austro-Russian rlvalry in the Balkans by the appo;ntment of
Izvolski as Russzan foreign mlnister and Aehrenthal as Au5a
tr;anAforeign minister. Izvolski viewed the emphasis cn

Far Eastern affairs as a mistake and aimed at the reestab-

hglbidog PP T Lo Accordxnm to Boghitschew;tsch (IIIQ
Po 125, 1. 3), the Serbian king b@lleved that Ferdinand hime
self had - 1nformed Austria of the negobiatlcnso ' ,

56May9 Po 4010 ‘It is the writer's impression that Aus=
tria was notb: aware of the ﬁreaty of allianceo,

A SlIt is. qnestlonable whether the Macedonian provigions
of the treaty of alliance could have been implemented in th@
faes of Ser%OmBulgarian rivalry in that province.



1iShmeﬁt of_Bgsgian influeﬁge in th@ Balkanao Aehrenthal
matched IévolSki:invambitiong his aim was. to reassert HapSw o

52

' burg'influénC@ in Balkan affairs and thefeby 5how Europe |
that Austrianﬂungary was not headed for obllv1on as was bew"
ing so freely predicted at the tim@¢53 Yet the begimning of
‘ﬁhis téhuré as Au§trién for@ign ministew wés chéractefized by
51ncere efforts to lmpfove the wWretched felablong with qerbla _'

~and to upbold the modus v1vendl with Russia.

' ~As the llmits to good - relations With SerblaSL and ?us=_
s;agg became 1n036381mg1y evident, ﬁehrenthal turned hl$ at=

#eﬁtion”po‘Eulgariag~HThe”Qhanqeswfor an AustrOmBulgar;an

v'(’rapprqcheﬁentkwere-furthefe& by the fact that Macédgnia;was'

: :@om1dng§r é Stumplipg‘block?“as Aebrenth@l»by 1908 Was con-=

vinced éf tbeAhopeleésnews of reform;schemesgsé and.by th@
: 57

absence of a Bulgarian mlnority in Aussr¢a=hungu?yo

: SaFer a penetrating analys1s of Aehrenthal“s poliecy, see
Oswa%& He Wedel, Austroweerman Dlplomatic Relationss l908=191h9 .
ppo 1 foh : )

53May9 ppa 387 To.

, 54A1though economic warfare between\the two countries
was lessened in bime, Serbian agitation over Austrlan con=
trol of Bosniamﬁercegovina ceﬁﬁinued unabated.

A SSAusbrian relations wmth Russia Wer@ adversely affected A
by the division of Europe into two groups: the Dual Alliance;
with Italy as & nomingl third member, and the Triple Entente,

- composed of Russia, France, and England, wbﬂeh was rapidly
assuming mors - concrete formo. ,

Somucin, po 3L,

“STIFredenﬁist'passions in Serbis and Rumania had caused -
© Austrian agreements with these countries to be of doubtful valuss
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An1m031ty ‘toward Serbla also drew the two countries
vc1oser togethero’ In answer to Ferdlnandﬂs 1nquiry as_tc
' ;AustriaVs attitude in the event of a SérbOaBulgafiantcdna ’
;fflictD_Austria'proﬁise@ Bu1garia'her bénevolentrneutra;ityo =
“In case:of a Bulgarian clash with Turkéy==always a pbssi= '
bility because of the inflamed Macedonian si tuationfmAustria;'
wquld do what_§§Q cou1¢ ﬁo-restraim Sefbiaoss_ In 1907 and
early 1908, ths?efqreétgbcqmmugity of:iﬁterestsvgaused Bul-
;gariavand'Aust?ia to coé¢§erat§ in Balkan affairs°594‘i

1In January, 1908 Achrenthal annownced Turkish approval
 ‘of sur%eys for a~rai1road'crossimg thé éanjak'of'ﬁovibazar‘kf 

and eonnecting the Bosnlan and- Turklsh railroad systemsoéo;

o Although the other pGW@PS had made no objection when infora

: med of the plang publlc 1ndignatlon caused themAto reverse
‘the w-ms_lftlon_flf _Austrian action in sesking Turkish con-
sent to;ﬁh@ railroad project wgsLViewea'as inéémpatible with .

a continued firm stand by Austria on the issue of Mscedonian

: 58Dle Grogse ?olitik der huropélschen KabinetteD 1.871=
191l, XXVI, 9290, Tschlrschky to Bulow, December 3, 1908,
Hersafter cited as Go Ps References are to the document

number rather than to the pageg unleas etherwmse indicated)o. "

59Serb1an gources attrlbute 2. sinister tw;st to Austro= -

Bulgarian comopewatlon at this tlme (Boghltachewitschg Ig
#120, 121), ‘ :

. 60ynder the prdVisions”of %he Treaty of Berlin AuStrla
‘had the right te build.such a railroad €Sosnosk¥9 IIQ hé6) o

61May9 po AOBO



62 Fear of Austrian economic penetration was another

reformo
reagon for alarmo Austria was doubtless inberested in”a new_ SR
route %o Sal&nika which would bypass Sefbia"and;thereby'be ‘
gsafer, But the commercial and strategiec aspects of the seh@mé
were second&ry'to the political eonsiderationso Aebrenthal
wighed to. raise Austri&“s international Drestlge by an active
Balkan polleyo In this he succeeded, but at the cest of re= |
newed tension with Russia063 This controversy, which in-
creased Balkan‘an%agonismsg may be viewed as a2 prelude %o

the serious Balkan dlfferences which were to plague Europe

down to the outbreak of the first WCrld Waro

6271e Vecedonian reform proposals, already seriously un-
‘dermined by Austro-Russian diff@f@nc&sg came to an end at the
time of the Young Turk Revolution in July, 1908, The impact
of this event on Balkan affairs will be taken up in Chepter II.

, 63Y@t when Rusgsia, at the request of Serbia, advanced a .
plan for a Danube=Adriatic railroad line, Achrenthal made no
objection., His acquiescence. is usually attrlbuted to German
pressure (Wedel, p. 53)-



CHAPTER II
AUSTRIA AND THE BULGARIAN DEGLARATION OF INDE?ENDEN{’}E

The achlevement of lndepeqdence had long been one of
the foremost aims of Bulgarian foreign policyo" In accord=-
gnpe:thh the prov;sionsrof the. Treaﬁy_of Berlin Bulgaria
‘was sﬁill_techm;cally a part of Turkey. Because the @@eé )
larabion of independence on Oé%ober 5, 1908 marked a-sigw
- nificaﬁﬁ changé in Bu1garia7s internatiqnal status and was
a@cbmplished with‘some'Auétrian'suppoftg the reasons for
its OCQQT?enée at this time and thé»Aﬁsﬁrian role in the ac-
“tion will be treated in some detail, | |
The[Bulgérign declaration 6f indepeﬁdengg was not to-

'ntal;y_unéxpectedg for rumors of-such én actiog_hadwbeén dig=
VQQSsed dvervthe.ye&rsgb Only the cifcumgtances of its pro=
.elamatlcn surprised the ?ewer30 '

~ From the ‘time of his accession on, Ferdinand.had been
anxious to rule over ‘an 1nd@penden$ Bulgaria and to assume
the title @kaingo‘;His~wish may be &tﬁribut@d'in part to
his persenal vanity; i% doubtless irked him %o be only the
-ruler of a principalisy subservient to Turkey when other Balov
'kan -8tates had independent klngsol Yet the d@clarauion of |

, lEo Jo Dillong “The Near Eastern Crlsisg" The ContemPOm
- rary RevieW9 XCIV (November, 1908), 518,
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independence was repeatedly postponed.

| The first ségious:consideration of7Bulgarian;indepena_
dence was in 1890, when a Bulgarian request forrsugh status
was seconded by,Austriao‘ This move proved unsugéessfulg how-
ever, as Turkey's qppositiqn éould not be surmoﬁntedoz

In the years after 1900 fhere were repeated rumors of

the -imminence of Bulgarian in§6p@nden0693‘but as Eefore'Ferm
dingnd remained merely a prince. In thsse years'Eussiauandr_

Austria were both reluctant to disturb the Balkan status guo, .

especially since the implementation of Ferdinand's desire
would entail an open breach of the Treaty of Berlin,

”- The &eclar@%ion.af Bﬁlgarién independence was viewed as
highly probable in 19079 the- twentleth annlve STy of Ferdi-
| nand“s rule as Prince of Bulgarla,and a flttlng oeca51on for
hlm to crown his achievements with.an end to Turkish overm.. |
lordship and with the assumption of the title of klngo Yet
When Ferdinand broached the subgeob of a declaraﬁion of inp
dependenceg the ?owers agaln told him o waitoﬁ Even Austria
oppeged the declaration in 190795 desplte her grow1ng co=
operation with Bulgaria ln Balxan affairs°ir |

At the time of the;YoungvTurk Revolution of July, 1908,

aTuking Po 220 S c | ,
3Mad019 Do 529 1029 10u9 1103 Tuklng ppo 22, 30 £o

&For the attitude of the various powers9 see BO,DOS V9
2619 3.1’16. G‘o 3‘309 mlg 89770 ' .

51b1d9
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“however, the situatign in the Balkams_was,éltsbédo‘ ThéAﬁéW '
rulers of Turkey were generslly hailed as a great improvement
v@ver‘thé despobic regim& of Abdul‘ﬁémido It was wid@1y:h@pe¢
that Turkey would now be ablejto‘handle h@fuown5affairsph}Th@_'
wave of enthﬁSiasmiwhiéh gr@eﬁé&’ﬁhs Young“Turks“ccmpleﬁed :
tbé;un&ermining Qf the Maeedbnian‘reform projectégand céused
a'm@mentaryhupsurge igﬂgéodvfeeling ampng the feuding Bandsi-
of Macedenian~paﬁriot§o7 Yet as the predominently nationalist,
r‘rathervthan r@fg?mistg character of the Ybﬁgg Turks'beéaﬁe
ingreasing;y appgreﬁtg_the first reagtion changedrto one of
7:;aﬁxiety r§gardingﬂthe-fgture moves of“ths ZbungvTurkgp_lIﬁ'
gppgar@@_highlyvpossib;e that they might attempt to reassert
- Their waning au@hﬁrityg @specially}in.Bulgari& and Bosnia- |
Hercegovina. _ »; , -

| Ferdlnand had at flrst adopted a pollcy of watchful waitm
ing to see Wnat ‘the Ybung TurksV next step would beog He was
under grea?‘pr@ssure fromupublig opln;on ﬁofdo something abqut’i/

10

Macedonia while the Turks were still weako The imagination

6wede19 ppo Su fo

7Charles Do Hazen, BEurope Since 18153 Ig 5800 '
'81*@1«109 IT, 62, |

‘»gBo Doy Vy 263, The Serbs, of course, accused him of

' seeklng to sabotage the Young Turks from the very begimning

{Boghitschewitasch, I, #120). 0On the other hand, an Austrian

igurce {Sosnosky, IIQ 140) attributes the same 1ntentlons to
8. Serbs. ,

lOBo 309 V9 Appendlx Ig Pe 8160



of thevBulgérian‘peoplé had long bgén fired with the prospect
of uniting Macedonia WithvBulgariag thereby achieving,a.state
of near San Stefano proportionsrgn& approgiﬁgting thekBui@
garian Empire of the Middle Ageso_ Ferdinand9 however, Seémed
' far more 1nterested in achieving lndependence and.the tltl@
vof king than in adding Mac@denla‘to Bulgarlaol$‘ Therefore
as he too grew moyre apprah@nsive about the intentlons of the
.Young Turkss he selzed upon an insult to the Bulgarlan repm
resentative in Turkey as an excuse for posztlve actlono

Although Turkey still possessed namlnal sovereignty over :
.Bulgarlag untll th@ Ybung Turk Revolution little attemp% had -
been made by Turkey to differentlate between the st&tvs of
the Bulg&rian dinlomatic.representativesg who were technicallyv
only dlplomatlc agent89 and those of the other, fullv=mecredited
powersol?_ Thegefor@ Bulgar;a protested whsn G@shovg the Bul= o
gg:ian agent 1n‘ﬁon§tanﬁlnop;e9 was ngt_inv;ted to a diplo-
matic dimner held on Sepbember 12, 1908,

The Turks maintained that Bulgaria wag only a vassalgi
not a sSovereign @tat69 and that their actlon Wwa.s legally cor=
1 rectolB The Turkish.pressg moreover9 broughﬁ out the fact

that Bulgaria was more than glad to be cons;dered‘a'TurkiSh

1lIbid¢9 2619 Buehanan o Greyg Dlllong po 5190

12Mombehile Wintchiteh, La crise bosniaque €l908=1999)
et les puilssances europgennegg I 2630

L37his was certainly true, but as a British source points -
out, an action which was bound to antagonize Bulgaria was of
doubtful w1sdom.€Bo Do, V, 266, Buchanan to Grey).



‘29 o

Vprov1nce when commercial relatlons with Turkey Were lnvolved 1h '5i

- ..as her vassal status assured her preferentlal treatmenﬁa -

Bulgarlag hcweverg considered this Turkish.action tantaw

1“'mount to a slap in the face and w1thdrew Geshov from.Constanm |
';tlnopleo At thls time a Bulgarlan deelaratlpn of indepen= Ji*'
'*dence waé again viewed as - likelv015 | o
' Another incident affectinv Bulgarla‘s relatlons with
‘:Turkey involved the_OPiental Rallwayg whlch.was al Turklsh
company whose c&pital was . supplied by German and.Austrian f; _jE?f
. 1nvestorso During a strlke on the Iine in Septemberg ‘Bul=

vwf garian soldlers were used to run - the tralns through Bulgarl&n

e terviteryor When the strlke ended on . September 209 Bulgarla

- \refused to hand over th@ line to the returnlng rallroad.worm'

k@rsolél\Althcugh phe-disputa involved a private;cempany,

: Turkey intérvéned aﬁd deménded the, imﬁediate'returnkof'the'
| ;réilroado Bulgaria refused to’ comply on- the ground that tb@
I»_operatlngbmethods of the company were contrary te Bulgarlan_

.:iﬁb®P85+Sol7r“z "

“tBecausevGerﬁah and Auétriaﬁ invéétméntg Werefinvélvéda*

this incident had wider remifications thsn the Geshov affair.

: 1hNintch1tch9 Ig 26&, The Tlm@s (London)g September 219
1908; po- SOA ,

‘} 158, Do, v9 266 Nintehibeh, 19 263° .

léTh@ Bulgarian actien 1n.ths Oriental Rallway quesbion :
s has been viewed as a retaliation for the Turkish slight to
. Geshov (Bernadotte. Eo Schmittg The Annexatlon of Bosn:.a9
' 1908‘=1.9099 po BO)oy :

- 17nintehiteh, I;'aéu fog'Jétzoffg pp§-171 £o
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Germeny whose financial stake was greater9$8 lodgad a pro=
test»agaiﬁs%'this action and demended the return of the rail-
roaa'tobits rightfﬁl OWH@PSolg Austria also prétestedgzO

butAéhé.GermanS'SQon'realized thé@ her words me@nt litﬁié'

- in #iew of her diSinclinaﬁibn to annoy Bulgariagal so that
Germany‘for all‘practioal pUrposes was foré@d to éct nilat-
rallyozg , ’ S -
v It is ev1dent from the German dlplomatLG docum@ntSZB that
Germany and Austria were not in accord over the proper policy
tg belpupsueéuwlth r@ggrd_to,Bulgarlaoah This difference of
opinion was‘prgbably~duevpa:tly'to the divergent views ofvthé

. two gllies on tbe,PQSitiQQ of‘Turkeyg but more importahtly to

the fact that at this time Austria was very definitely inter-

18G'o pog XXVIQ 89539 St@mriﬁh o BﬁlOWa
191pid.
«2OIbldog 8956 89570 h
2lIbld09 895’)—!-9 89579 896)‘1'0_ ) .
zzln the oplnlon of Marschallg the German ambassador at
Constantinople, Turkey wotlld wait for a move by*the other
powers {in this case, Germany and.Austri&) before taklng any
real action (Ibid., §96l)c:v' ,

23The Austrian doctments are silent on the Orlenﬁal
‘Railwey 1n01dento- «

2)‘I'G Poy XXVI, 891-1—79 89511-9 89649 8968
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.'ested:inbgai@ing influeﬁée in Buigafia?QS |
 Austria, like Baiéaria, was'qomcerned with the implicaw'
»ttions éf“the Young Turk Revolﬁzionc She feared that Turkey
might now attempt to reaestabllsh her authorlty in Bosnia-
Heroegov1nao The change of reglme in Turkey only fortlfleﬂ
the desire of Aehrenthalg the Austrlan forelgn mlnlster9 to
annexsthe)provinoes formally and thereby strike‘at Pan-Serb
' agitationo2§ i‘f | ' | B | |
| Sinee th@ announcement of Bulgarlan indenendence pre=
ceded the Austrian proclamatlon of the annexatlen of Bosniaa
fHercegovina by only one day927rspeculation naturally arose
’  in dlplomatxc clrcles concernin the 81gn1flcan@e of the 7
'elose tlmlng of these two actions which wer@ in deflance of
-the_Treaty OfWBQﬁllﬂo ,Desplte the incldenﬁs described above
which covld serve as a pretext for the Bulgarian decleration,
it seeméd likely;>in view of the history of Bulgarian attempts
to secure support from,elther Austria or Russia for such an

~lactlong that Bulgarla Would not declare 1ndependence wzthout

‘ 25This ig seen especlally clearly in Aehreﬁthal?s state=_*
ment to Tschirschky (Ibids, 8959, Tschirschky to Foreign Of=
fice, Septémber 26, 19087, in which the Austrian’ foreign -

minister speclflcally said that he wanted to cause no real

trouble over the Bulgarian selzure of the Bailway as he needed
_the Bulgarlanao i o

géwedelg PP 55 for '
27The Bulcarian‘d@claratloﬁ was made on Octobe? 5, while

the Austrian annexatlon of Bosnia-Hercegovina was proclalmed
on October 6, .
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- first consulting ene or both of these powersak Reports were

 1'current that Bulgaria had approached Russia for assistanee

28 Tt

1n»dep1ar1ng independence but nad been turned downo
was éiSo kﬁéwn that Ferdinand and Aehrenthal had communi-
cated with one aﬁotﬁer aﬁd as recently as two weeks befeée
-thé declaration of Bulgariah indeﬁendénce and the annexéfién
 of Bosnlamﬂercegovina had met for long: talks 1n.Bvdapesta29
The story of the part played by Austria in tha declaram

ticn‘of Bulgarian independence is lmpertant for the $tudy
of Austro=Bulgariah‘relaﬁions becausé it reveals Aehrenthal's
diplomatic methods as well as the clever pollcy pursued by
:Ferdlnando‘ For these reasons detalled autention.w;ll be
,fgivenino the negotlatlons between the two countries prior
. to‘thevdeclaration,éf ind@pendencec | '

| Even,béfore the Youﬁg,Turk'Revolﬁiiong Aehrenthal and
Ferdinand discussed the Baikan.situationo Aebordiﬁg to Aeh-
renthal’s report ofbconvérsaticns with the Prince ﬁhioh took

" place on March 13 and 1l, 1908, Aehrenthal informed Ferdinand

2850 Dog Vv, 266 Dlllong p. 518, Tn fact, indspendence
was declarsd in the face of Russian threats (Ibido., 283;
- Usterreich-Ungarns Augsenpolitik von der bosnischen Krise
- bis zum Kriegsausbruch 191lL, I, 160, Hereafter ciced as
‘@:ﬁo A, References are to the document number rather than
To the page, unless otherwise indicated). It seems prob-
able that Russia opposed the declaration of independence
becaunse it was not made under Russian sponsorshlp (Jotgoft,
Po 190), just as in 1885 she had opposed the union of Eas-
tern Rumelia with Bulgarla for Lhe same reason.

29@=U Aog 19 87,
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'thatishould cirQuQSﬁaQOSS'fgrpe-gn_alte:&tiqn in theABélkan

status quo»Austriq would no% stand in Bulgariafs wéy 30

This was a slightly guard@d ref@rence to Bulgarian 1nd®p®na
denQQOBi. Aehrenthal s report ends with the statement that
ne did not view any action by Bulgaria as likely and that
“h@rs§WLpphgfoﬁnds~f6r’conflict be%ween Aﬁ$trian and Bulgarian;’
interestssd> | o

~ In outlining Austrisn foreign policy in a memorandum of
August 9, Aehventhal spoke of the possibility of using Bul-
~garia in combatting Serbias Through furﬁherinngulgarian
aspiratlons in Macedonla agalnst Serbia9 Aehrenthal belleved
3'that the way would be prepared for Austrla to. flnish off her  }
troublesome nelghboro A strongg enlarged Bulgarla indebted |
“to Austria was viewed by the Austrlan foreign mlnlster as
a usbful instrument of ﬂapsburg Balkan pollcy033 It is ob-
vious, therefore, from this memorandum that Aehrenthal de-
| finitely plammed to support Bulgaria, although nothing spe-
- cific was sg@d(qongepﬁimg the Austrian attitudeitoward-a

'Bulgarian declaration of independence.

BOIbidog ls Slmllar sentiments were expressed in Aeh-
‘renthal¥s 1 letter to Ferdinand of August 5 (Ibid., 27).

31lrne two men also dlscussed_Rumanla?s position in

- such a situation, as her attitude would be important should
a Turco=Bulgarisn conflict follow a declaration of inde-
pendence, Aehrenthal advised Ferdinand to seek better re-
lations with the Rumanlan.klng (Ibldog l)o

BEIbldov_ |
BBIbidos 32,
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In the- meantime Aehrenthal was preceed1ng W1ﬁh hls planS':
for the annexatlon of. B@snxaaHercag®v1n&03h Thls step was

35

deflnltely de01ded.up@n on September 10° ‘at a Crown Ceunclla

‘Aehrenthal met w1th.Izvelsk19 ths RuSSl&n foreign mlnlsterg._f"'

- qt Bachlau en;September 16 to discuss Balkan m@tt@rsg oS-
pecially the'annexat;on @f‘B®snia=Herc@goviné;and,the’Straitso
Ih the ceursé of this disousSién; aéé@fdiﬁg té‘Aehrénthal“s
VHnetesg the Russian dgreed that a Bulgarian declarati@n of
}independence weuld be a - p@ssible r@sulu of the Bosnlan an-
© noxation and that mo atbempt wowld be made to prevent such;  L:
an &Ctl@nogér : L ' »7 7 .
- 0m S@pt@mber 23 and 249 durlng an @fflclal visit by
‘;rFerdinand to Bud&pest9 the Bulgarlan prince ccnferred with
4VAehrenthala Aehrenth&l”s rep@rt @f this cenversatl@n 13‘
'especlally 1mp@rtanﬁ 1n d@terminlng mbeth@r ta@re was: any :
cqllus;onrpeﬁwegn thsAtW@-mgno Aehrentbal first revzewsd
the.deciéi@ns reaehed'étiBuchlaufw;Lh Izvolsk;Q to th@ ef="
feet thét the two foreign mihigteré:had agreed énba common
"n®1iey in th@ Balkans9'as Aehrenth&l felt this kn@wl@dg@
would be @f valu@ t@ th@ Prineeo A@hrenthal comtinged:as

- follewss

ghlbldog uog EaS*imo

BSIbldoa 150 B S AP

Bélbidﬁg 790 ‘Izvolskl subsééﬁéntiy deniéd ﬁhat Bal= = -
- garia had been mentiened at the Buchlau meeting (Bo Dog v, '
o 2939 Bartla to Grey@ October Ag 1908) : .
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Izvolski and I are agreed that we will strive
to uphold the present de facto possessions of
Turkey as long as possible. A poliecy which
would be directed against the integrity of
Turkish possessions could therefore not count’
on our support. On the other hand, I would
not place any obstacles in the path of the
realization of any other wishes of the Prin-
cipality; in this respect, however, I could
only speak for myself and would have to leave
it to him (the Prince) to assure himself of
Igvolagki's consent. I am naturally not in a
position to give him definite advice as to the
attitude which would at present best corre-
spond to Bulgarian interests, since he best
knows the wishes and needs of his country. I
only wished to call his attention to two points
in view of the international situation: -on
the one hand, the Principality should not pur-
sue an adventurous policy which could not ob-
~tain the support of the Powers; on. the other
~hand, it should be taken irito consideration
that Bulgaria should not neglect an opporbunibty
perhaps favorable for achieving her legitimate
wishes and should not fail to maks use of the
superiority which the Principality enjoys in .
the Balkans because of iTs army....l did not
conceal from the Prince that as a vesult of
the recent events in Turkey our posgition in
Bosnia and the Sanjak had become more diffi-=
cult and that in view of this we might there-
fore soon make decisions in this regardo37

‘Although Aehrenthalls statements'do not reveal a d@%v
finite agreement with Ferdinand, they certainiy aséured the-
Prince of the b@nevoient attitude of Austriavin.thé event
Bulgaria declared her in&ependehcég The statements concern-
IingV“amy other ﬁiéhes of the Principality” and "the legitiw
mate wishes" of Bulgaria pfesuﬁably refer to»BulgaPian in=

depeﬁdenee and may be viewed as an encouragement tc,Fefdinando

376=Uo Ao, I, 870 (Translated by the writer)ei
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- However; Aehrenthal’s reférence’to thebintegrity of
Turkish Dcséessiéns preSumably app1iés to Mécedonia'and is

1nbended to warn gerdlnand agalnst taklng any actlon thereo

: Alsog Aehrenthalfs warnlng to Weralnand agaznsu an adven«

turous policy whlchrcouldknot be supported by the Powers is~”
probably & further indication of Aehrenthslis desire to have
M&eedonla remain 1ntacto ' o 7. B i‘ ) S
The last sentence quotedg in which Aehrenthal intimaues
thabwAusﬁria'WLll‘probap;y soonrtake.spme action with regard'
ﬁo‘Bosniamﬁercegovina aﬁd the Sanjakg_may,béfregarded as an
_ lnoentlve ﬁo Ferdinand for quick action. _ o
Eespite ﬁhe probablllty hhat more was sald between Aeh- )
Penthal and Ferdlnand than is recorded in Aehrenthal?s notes9
it is hlghly unllkely that any deflnite arrangem@nt was made
rr‘between the two men concernlng the dates for declaring an-

8

Vrnexation and.independenceo3 _ Nor is lt.llkelyg in view of

. the subsequent negotlatlons between Austrla and Bulgarla for

an all;an36239 that Ferdinand and Aehrenthal planned other »
‘joinﬁ»qgt?gnlin the Balkens at this time. Ferdinand’s visit
to Budapest was likewisetnét éngineeréd by Aehrenthai for

‘the sole puroose of encouraglng Ferdinand.to act° Ferdlnand

© came to Budapest to pay an cfficial call on Emperor Francis

38Se@‘hc 78, infrao

39 hese negotiatlona will be con51dered in some debail

v_;n Ghapter IIT.
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Joseph and the date of his visit had been set in JuneotO
| Therqugstion‘naturally arises as to why Aéhrenthal was
so interested in discussing Bulgarian independence and his
annexation schemes with the Bulgarisn prince. As is shbwn
by the_doéumen$§ referred to above, Aehrenthal hoped to use
Bulgaria agalnst Serbia, Aehrenthal believed that by sup-
porting Bulgarian wishes Bulgaria_ﬁbuld be indebted to Aus-
'tria for her independence and hence be more Willing to Tfellow
'Aust?iavs lead in Balken affairs. fhefefore Aehrenthal could
xoffset ﬁhe advantage_ﬁhich'ﬁussia had-seéured in tbe Balkans
now that Serbia was following a pfoéﬁussién-policyo More
 particularly, Achrenthal may bave planned o use the Bul-
;éarian declaration-éf independence as a céyer fér his dwm

action, hoping that Bulgarian'ind@pendenceg rather than‘%her

- WOy, p.; XXVI, 8947, Romberg to Bllow, June 20, 1908.
Despite the cordial reception given Ferdinand and the lauda- -
tory speech delivered by Francis Jeseph {(Nintchiteh, I, 2703
The Times (London), September 25, 1908, p. 5) which have been .
widely interpreted as evidencé of definite encouragement to A
Ferdinand (Nintchiteh, I, 2703 Jotzoff, p. 163; "Foreign
CAffairs:’ A Chronique,” The Fortnightly Review, XC (Novem=
ber, 1908), 867 f.)}, it seems clear vhat Francis Joseph him-
sélf was kept in the dark as to Aehrenthalls plans regarding
Bulgaria (Go Po, XXVI, 9088; B. Doy V, 397; Wintchiteh, I,
281; Tukin, Po. 3lL). Moreover, there were réports that Fer-
dinand had left Budapest infuriated with the Austrian Em-
peror (B-U. Ao, IT, 1318, no ¢35 Bo Do, IX, 42, and Appendix
IITI, po 777, Memorandum of Wickham Steed; Madol, pp. 121
£o)y with whom Ferdinend had not been. on really good terms
since the conversion of Ferdinand's son Boris to the Ortho-
" faith. Therefore it seems clear that any serious sncourage-
ment to Ferdinand was given to him by Aehrenthal alones
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Bosnian annex atlong would clalm the attention of the ?owersoul
”It'ggemg_qlear”t@atiAehrenthalfs decis;on to.annex

§§§niaéﬁérceg§§ing wgs»no%}@pptingentvon a simultaneous ace-
tion by Ferdinand, s the annexation was definitely aecided
upon on Septembor 10, as mentioned above, Norsover, on
September 18 Aehrenthal informed the Austrien ambassador
in Constantinople that amnexation would occur early in Octos
berotZ It is true that at Buchlau Aehrenthal viewed Bule
garian»ind@éendence aS.likelyg'an@ it.mgy'bé'ppesumgd tha%'
Aehrenthal.took nptehof the rumors.or Bu;ggrign igd@penm o
: denceuBiand the favorablé situatiénjfor sueh‘an”ggtigﬁhkvand
fdeéided-to“encoprage Eerdinéndo‘ Yet all these events took
ﬁiace béfore the Budapést meetingg the only éhanéefAehPeﬁ=
: thal and Ferdlnand had to confer w1th one another since M&rchng
v : Ic is n@b 80 llkely thaﬁ Ferdlnand would have undertaken
~ the declaration Ofrlndependence without A@hrenthal“s Velled
support. He may well have feared that a conflict with Tur-
key, possibly aided by other'Balkan:statesg WOuld.resuit;45'

. certainly his reluctance to-resort~to force has been amply

hlmntchitchg Ig 2700 Madolg ps 125,
""2@‘;60 Aeg Ig 810 | )
’43N:s.mchltch,, I, 273,

&hThe Geshov and Oriental Railway incidents were imporm
“fant in gaining Bulgarian popular support for such a step.
It was widely believed that one reason for Ferdinand's action
was to avoid fubture arguments over Bulgaria's status and to
end the railroad dispute by a falt aecompllo

hsFor the Turklsh attltudeg see Go POQ KXVIQ 89359 89630
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, attestedohﬁ Moreover9 there are many reports of Ferdlnandﬁs
wavering in the face of such.a grave decision despite The
:knowledge that Austria was beh;nd himo47 |

Both Aehrenthal and Ferdlnand subsequently denled that
A~.thelr actlons were related AB In the llghttgf the dlplomatlc
- documents, Aehrept@al Wgu;d,appear to have more to:explai@,
__awajg ‘His statements pn'thevpcssibiiity of a Buléarian dec=
laration of independence are highly contradictory, ranging
_fromiébsolutg deniéls that he knew such a declaration to be
imminenth? to statements that the Bulgarien action could bo
‘,expected mamentarilyosq_ Remarks whiéh'wereAbarticularly
damaglng to his positlon.were thoae made by Khevenhﬁllerg

- the Austrlan ambassador 1n Parlso' Thls diplomat net only

informed the French ?resident in advance of the ferthcoming

» hﬁgo DOQ vg 2615 B-U. A09 01, 11829 Go ﬁgg XXVIp 73803
brMadOlg ppo 1399 1880

lla. ’-WBO Doy Vs 275, 2773 Tukin,, Bp- 31;. fos Nekludoffg Do
?-I-SFOI» Aehrenthalls den1a1s9 see §-U. A., 1'1:9 1182; IIT,
2547, (Document # 257 carries considerable weight, as it
is found in & communication to a new minister in Sofia in
1911, years after these events took place). -For Ferdinand's
denials, see Bo Doy IX, 86, 150, (Document #86; where he

dénies collusion w1th.Francis Joseph only, may or may not
have been an evasion by Ferdinamdc {See Po 37, ne 40,

supra). |
.Lﬁ!i? 2?9 v, 2890
503, Po, XXVI, 8936,
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~ ennexation of,BosniauHercegovina5;:%utAreport@dlyladded that .
, the_Bulgariaﬁrdecla;atiomvqf independence would precede the
Austrian action by one daygsz_ &l@bough,ﬁhaveﬁhﬁllerAmainé
tained that he had made no such reference to Buigarian in-
dependen0953 and although Aehrenthal stated that the Ambasm
' sador had exceeded hls 1nstructlens if he had made such a
remark954 their denials were not believedogs

- Aehrenth&lﬂs reputation for upright dealing was 11kewise
~undermined by a seriles ofngxchanges_w1th Goschens the British
ambassador iﬁ Vi@ﬁnao.leoschen had been asked by his govefnwir
ment to sound out Austria on her attitude toward a Bulgarlan_
declaration of independence, as the British minister in So-

‘fia had been sending alarming dispatches pointing to the im-

Sl@mU Aoy I, 118 128, 3119 zwe¢te B@ilageo Francis
Joseph's Tetfer announcing the annexation was not to be de-
livered until October 6 or 7 (Ibid., I28)., Because of Khe-
venh¥ller!s premature announcement, the French President
lsarned of the annexation proclamation before Izvolski did.
The latter was, however, informed of its date by a letter
from Aehrenthal dated September 30 which he had not yet
received (Ibido., 103). The Germen emperor was likewise ~
highly annoyed that he was not the first to be offlclally
informed (Ibldog 182)0 ,

‘525, Do, Vo 2935 29u9 306 Go ?09 89879 8993° @ago A
I, 133,

53¢b1d09 31u9 4690_(
SliTbidoe, 2815 Bo Doy vg 381,

55Even Friedgung (Eeinrich Frledjungg Das Zeibalter des
Imperialismus, 1884-191l, II, 230) views Khevenhvlleris
"statoments as evidence that Aehrenthel agreed to Ferdinandis
act. See also Bo Doy IX, L2, Minute of Sir BEdward Grey.
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56 A@hr@nthal Dr@feseed his. dlsbalief

minenée'@f such'aimevégf
in these rumars and stated that he wauld have -to await cer-
r@b@ratlve reports from.th@ Austrlan represenﬁative 1n S@f1a57
before takingAany aet;@n as(request@émbyfth@ British govern-
meﬁtOSB - Two days»after_th;svdeaial“t@ Goschen, when the Bulm

 garian'éedlarati®n of ind@pendenoe was a fait acceompli, the

British dipl@mat agked A@hrenth&l f@r &n explanati@n of his
'e&rller st&temento Aehrenth&l then gave his W@rd of h@ner that
he had ne 1dea that the Bulgarian d@el@ratlen would bﬂk@ plaee
80 soanor Gosehen felt that the Forelgn Minister Was Sbill "
being evasive and that his W@Pd of henor applied enly t@ uh@ 1k
exaet date of Bulgarlan indepenéenc@os? -G@sch@n was f@rtl=

_ fied in thisvbeliefiby~r@p@rts_tbat the Austrian ambassader

in Rome had made Statements regarding the imminence of Bul-

561bidog V, 275, 277, Buchanan ©e Grey. The Bulgerian
.- foreign minister had, however, assured Buchanan thsit inde-
. pendence was not b@ing considered at present {IbidOQ 272,

- September 29, 1908) . , '

57This Austrlan @ipl@m&% had been en 1eave in Vi@nnao

5830 Doy V9 2899 Octeber 43 1908, Aechrenthal said at
this time That he had recently warned Ferdinand against an
adventureus Balkan pelicy and that the Bulgarlan prince had
taken this advice te heart. This statement is interesting
in the light of Aechrenthalis netes on his talk with Ferdinand
in Budapest (8-U. A., I, 875 see . 35, supra) which alse
~ usé the terminology "adventurous pelicy.” oinee it is the

‘writer's eplnion that this’ phrase refers to Macedonia, Aeh-

fﬁren%halvs ‘statement to Goschen is further evidence of the

evasive metheds used by the Austrian foreign minister.
Goschen himself viewed Achrenthal's statements as inten-
tionally misleading (B. Do, V, 291)o

 59Tbid., 381
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garian independenceoéé Moreover, before hisltalk wiﬁh.A@hp
-rentha;9>thé Germgp mihister in‘Viénna, Tschirschkyg'told
Goschen that in his opini&n_Bulgafian i@dependehce would;;
precede the annexation. The Gérman'ambassadpr also dis-
played acourate knowledge of the dotails of the actions.
‘Goschen naturally found it hard to believe that the Germsn
ambassa&or'and the Austriaﬁ ambassédor}in Rome should know
more concernlno the timing of amnexatlon and independence

6
than Aehrenthal dldo“;w

o It is obvzous from the dlblom&tlc documents why Tschir= -
schky knew so much sbout Achrenthalls plenss In a talk with

Tsohirsclicy on Sepbember 28, Aehrental told him of Bis be-
ilief"thatuBulgarié>quldls¢on declaré her independence, as

public sentiment demanded éuch an actlons Mopeoverg'&ehr@ns
‘thal declared, in view of this’Auétfia could no longer hesi-
,tate in annexing Bosnl&aﬁercegOVLna 62

- Nor are these isolated examples of Aehrenthal's varying:

601pid,
61l1big.
' ”62Go Pog XXVIQ 89360 This document is evidence ‘enough .
for the editors of the German documents to d@cl&re that Fer-
dinand and Asehrenthal had reached at ledst a tacit agreement
while in Budepest (Ibido., 8953, po 75, ne)s It is likewise
interesting to rote That the Germans knew nothing of Achren=
- thal's Bulgarian plans as late as September 26 (Ibldag 893u9
. Aehrenthal to Bllow); Aehrenthal even said he thought Bul=
garian independence was unlikely to be declared soon (Ibldog
953, September 26),
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stat@ments as eo his knowledge of Bulgarlan independen08063.
In generalg it woulo _appear that Austrlan alplomats and ,
$§chir§chky had been wgl} 1nf9:m§dg_put_cnat Aehrenthal wi$h@d
to dehy to Turkey and The signatories of The Berlin Treaﬁyg ' ‘
esPecially England.‘9 that any prearrangement eXlstcd w1th.Fermv
idinando§§ w“A> |
Fordinand was likewise enxious o deny that he had acted
in collusion with Achrenthal, He wished bto avold the im=
‘ pfessioﬁ*that Bﬁlgarian indépendénée Was'aéccmpliShed’with'"
Austrlaa helpg as this would have a bad effecu on Bulgarlan
~relations with Russia and other Sl&v stat95065 ;“H7 ’
ration of ndspendonce was that the scbion yas forced wpen |
hin by his ministers in view of popular pressure in Bulgariao*®
© This interprotation is based upon the following kmown facts
of Ferdinand's behavior_at this time. -After his talks with
Aehrenthal,at Budapést on September 23 andrau?,Ferdinand re-
tired td‘his Hungarian eatatééu Thsré on September 26? he
was visited by his premier; Malimqvgﬁwhp returned to Sofia

within two days. Afterwards a number of telegrams were ex-

63?@? other conflicting reports on Aehrenthalgs plans
regarding Bulgaria, see Ibid.,; 8953; po. 75, HOs Boghitvsche-
WitSChg Ig #799 &nd @’:"Uo Aog Ig 10}.}.9 12)4.3 13 © B .

6hBogh1tsehew1tschg.IIIQ Ps 53,
65N1ntchitch9 I, 282, |
66)Madol, ppo 125 f.; B. 3309 IX, 20, Oartwright to Hare

dinges Ibido, V, 277, Buchanan to Grey; Tukin, pp. 3l fo:
Jotzoff9 pPp. 165 ffa
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changed'by Ferdinand and Mallnovo The:?rincgwthen;left in
a grean hurry for Bulgaria. Hg wgs met at R@sehukg,a Town '
on‘thgibgpubggwby his minisugré}on Octpbsrv&gm.en Qctobér;s;
the declaration of independence and the assumption bﬁvFef% B
dinand of the title of”tsaré7 wers préclaimed at the ancient
coromation city of Tirmovo, . o

According bo those who have attempbed to minimize Ash-

renthalts part in the declaration, FerdinanQ’was furiouswafg
tgf a talk with EmperoryFranciéyjpéephée éndpﬁecided that
Aehrenthal was merely trying to ﬁsa'him.to‘fg:thér his own
éﬁd$§¢?_ Hé thereupoﬁ detérmined not to declaré indépend@ﬁc@;A
<'at pr@sento' The reason for Mallnov's qulck trlp to see Fer-
dlnand ‘was to convince hlm of the urgency of an independence
declarat;onpﬂ Afger: Mﬂ1inov left and Ferdinand continued to
vacillate Tegardinguigdependence? he was bombarded with tele-
groms, the latter ones telling him that independence could
no longer be delayed bub must be proclaimed immediatelyo7?
Ferdinand then hurriedly departéd_for Bulgaria and m@t.his

ninigters. At Buschuk the declaration of independence was

67The title of tsar, with its associations with the past
greatness of Bulgaria, was apparently decided upon béfore
Ferdinand's return (Bo D., V, 2759 Buchanan bo Grey).

| 681‘bid09 IX, 42, Findlay to Hardinge, Avgust 17, 19093
B-Uo Ao, 11, 1318, n. ¢; Madol, ppo L2L fo3 Bo Do, IX, Ap-
. pendiXx IIIQ\pQ\j779 M@mor&ndum of Wickham Steaed.

69Wadolg pﬁ\\125 o

66 7GIbld09 ‘Bo Eog Vo 2779 Buchanan to Greys Jotzoffg PPo
2166 T,
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definiﬁely decided upon and declared the next dayOTLv o

’ " This type of explanation for Ferdlnand“s declaratlen of
indepepdgnoengqnta;pswgbv}qus defectso Despite Ferdznand?s

knowﬁ Sensitivity te snubé572 such as h@ reportedly recelved,

fromi?ransls Josephg it is question&ble Whether he would

have glven up ﬁhe idea of Bulgarlan,lndependenceg the attalnél

m@nt of which was a keystone in his foreign policye More= |
oveﬁ9 Ferdinandﬁs reliance on his ministers and their influ-

73

ence over him has perhaps been exaggeratedo i%_i$ there=
fore just as possible that Malinov's quick trip‘ﬁo see Fer=
&inaﬁd was dﬁe to a summons from,FePdinand'&nd ﬁhatvthe two
~men discussed the arranaements for the declaratlono74 :

\ The content of the telegrams exchanged by Fer&inand and
Malinov is an interesting aspect of the story. Pro-Ferdinend
sogréesg_asrstated‘aboveg maintain that in them Malinov was
trying to comvince Ferdinand Ofwthé_nged for a declaration
of independence and that Ferdinand was resisting such a step9 

yielding only when he returned to Bulgariao75

7180 D09 IXs 209 ﬁartwrlght to Hard¢ngeg Tuklng ppo 4 P

' 72§ompare an incident with the German Emperor {@an Aoy -
1T, 2185, Mensdorff to Aehrenthal, May 27, 1910) .

131t scoms more likely, on the contr&ryg that Ferdinand
had his ministers well under control (Jotzoff, po 2233 N@a
kludoff, ppo. 7 £fo )o‘

7)-¥'Nintchiteh9 I, 2720 ) |
- 75Madol; pp. 125 fo3 Bo Dw IX, 20, Cartwright to Har-

dlngeg Ibides, V, 277, Buchanan to Grey; Tukin, pp. 3h £o3
Jbtzoffg Ppo 165 o
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Those aaxi@us te exén@rat@‘A@brenthal efﬁawpart in the
Bulgafian d@elafati@n-alsa'r@fer to thesé;t@l@gr&msg”but>im'
a different wayo Th@y maintain thatfthe Austrians wgwe:ablé
te read %hé messag@s @xehang@é.bny@rdinan&-and Maiinav and.
therefore knew that ind@pendenée wa.s immin@nfo: Iﬁ-this wéy.’
,Aehrenthal 1earmed of Ferdinand's plans. Austrian abilit?
~ to read the Olphﬂf messages is used,te “eoan01l@ Aehrenthal?s
denial of e&llusi@n W1th.Bulg&ria with the statemﬁnts made
by Khevenhiiller in Paris. O R ”‘
7 : Tbe_vali§ity of th@semgxplahatiéﬁs'sgeﬁs«f@ hinge on wheth-
er ené‘ageepts'éhe viawp@ipt'tbatrFerdiﬁaéﬁ diéwimdeéd Eesi; v

tate in aecléring independence, For if Ferdinand remained in

76Thls @t®ry is beged on inf&rmatlan received by the
British charge diaffaires in Sofia from an Austrian friend
and sent by private letter te Hardinge en July 27, 1909 {Bo .-
Doy IXy; Po bl)o Although the Austrian deocuments contain mo
- mentien of Austrian knowledge of the Bulgarian eipher, sim= -
ilar statements are made by Madol (p. 126} in his blography
of Ferdinand, which relies heavily on persenal communica="
"~ tiens frem th@ Bulgarian ruler. Madol's use of this expla-
nation is significant, since he did met include the British
diplomatic documents in his biblisegraphy. Yet Madel main-
tains that France was alsc able te read the messages which
passed between Ferdinand and his ministers, in what appears
to be an attempt to explain away Khevenh¥ller's indiscreet
statements., In the writs?'s opinien, French knewledge of
the centents of The telegrams sent by Ferdinand and Malinov -
is hard te reconcile with the practieal difficulties ilmvelved
in 1ntercept1ng the messages. - The Austrians, hewéver, could
. easily have 1ntsrcepted the m@ssages as they drrived in or
~left Austria, {(Fer an appraisal ef Austrian actlvity in"
breaking cedes after the turm of the century, see Fletchei
Pratt, Secret and Urgent: The. st@ry of Codes and’ Ciphersg
Po-233). Other highly divergent gouUrces also Contain re-
- Torencés to the contents of these telegrams {Jotzoff, pos
166 £o5 Bo Doy ¥V, 277, Bueh&nan te GreyD Gcteb@r 29 1908
and Nlntchf?chg I, 277)o
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- Augtria-Hungary to allay suspiclon and left only at the lasgt
moment bo declare indspendénceg77 the telegrams could well
have described arrangements far'thé‘evento 'In that case, if
the &ustri&né could read the messages, Achrenthal would have
kmown when independence would be declared. On the other hand,
if Ferdinand was really undecided whether to declare indepen-
dence end only made up his mind when he returned To Bulgaria,
the most the Austrians could have learned fronm the‘telegrams
was that Malinbv and Ferdinand’s otheﬁ ministers felt that
‘ihdepénd@nce ghould be declared 5003078

With regpegﬁ fo the divergent interpretations of Ferdi-
nand!s behavior prior to'ﬁhe»deelaratioh.of ind@pend@m@ég the

one concerning his indecision geems most plausible. Thig in-

77Bo Doy Vy, 275, Buchan&n t@ Greyg suggests %hig inter-
pretatlono

78Another confusing issue conecerns the dates for the B
occurrence of annexation and lndependenceo The date for an-
nezation was set in September for the early days of Ocbtober
(8=Uo Aoy, I, 81) and was definitely Tixed by Achrénthal in
his letter to Izvolsky as October 7 (Ibid., 103). The de-
termination of the date for Bulgarian independence is more
- obscure. Moreover, there has been much discussion of which
action was to teke place first: amnexation or independences.
Aehrenthall! s post-annexation r@m&rk that Bulgarian indepen-
dence was an unpleasant surprise te him (B. Do, V, 381, Go=-
schen to Grey, October 1l) has been used as The starting
point for the view that Ferdinaend fooled Achrenthal by de-=
claring independence prior to the Austrian amexation of
Bosnia-Hercegovina (Tukin, p. 36, n.}. Certainly the an-
neoxation wasg moved up one day from the date Achrenthal men-~
tioned to Izvolsky. For discussions of the timing of the
two eventsg see Nimbehitch, I, 273 ffo3 Bo Doy, IX, 20, fart-
wright to Hardinge; Ibid., Appendix III, pp. 776 ffOQ Memo=
‘ran&um of Wickham Steea and Dillong Po 520,



"ii‘terpretation admlts that independence was planned but maine-

-tains that Ferdinand lacked thie nerve essential for its exa_;»"i'

~'7’,,.'ecu‘i;i.cm and did n@t give his final sanctionluntil convinced B

fﬂby his ministers at Rugchuk that the actlon was absslnteky

ﬁ'necessaryo79

The whole questlon of the exact part played by Aehren=;_-,f'

"thal 1n the Bulgarlan declaratien of 1ndependence has 1ong ,

>fbeen Subject to disputeoag It seems most 11kely that Aehrenm;f:fg

.  tha1 Was well aware of Ferdlnandvs 1ongstand1ng d651re to .

- 79Nekludeff9 po: 14; see 81so Be 909 v, 2759 277, Bu-
. chanan. to Grey, October, 1908; and The Times (Londen), Qc-

| ~tober 5, 1908, p. 5, -citing an article in Le Temps. .This

“would explain Malimov's visit to. Austria as an attempt to
bring Ferdinand back to Bulgariao It is in keeping with
~the opinion of many observers that Ferdinand was irr@solute
" {Bo Doy V, 261, 275, 277; Boghitschewitseh, III, pp. 12l -
fFf o3 and others), ‘as well as with Ferdinandfs mood of ex~

vl.treme agitation when he was forced to go through.w1th.hlsrv

‘part in the first Balkan War, as reported by Nekludeff

- {pp. 105, 115)9 who as Russian ambassador to Bulgaria at
“that time was in a. good positlon to study Ferdinana?s chara
’ aetero _ : o .

- 80

' tween Aehrenthal and Ferdinand ares WNintehitch (I, 273)3
‘Boghitschewitsch (III, pp. 51 f.); Schmitt (p. 31); the . _ -
editors of G. P. (XXVI, 8953, p. 75, n.); Turkish officials

" (Ibid., 8969, Marschall to Foreign Offlce)g the Serbian

foreign office (Boghltschew1tschg I, #4121, Circular fromr’
the Minister of Foreign Affairs, July 20, 1909). Those

- _believing that Aehrenthal merely gave Ferdinand an indi-

_cation of his plans ares Tukin (pp. 33 f.); FPiedjung .=
- (II, 230); Wekludoff {pp. 1l f£s); J. von Szilassy (Der Un-

tergang der Donaumonarchie, p. 182, as cited in. G. Po, XXVI,
9562, po O3y no); and B. Doy V, Appendix.lg po 8197 Foreign

»,;foice Memorandumo Those Who believe thadt there was def-

initely no collusion between Aehrenthal and Ferdinand are:
Molden (Berthold Molden, Alols Graf Aehrventhel: Sechs Jahre .
Hussere Politlk 8sterreich~-Ungarns, ppP. 62 T.) and Madol
_€ppa 125 f )e Sosnosky (II, 195 £f.) was noncommital.

‘Sources conv1nced of a deflnlte prearr&ngemsnt‘be='~” -
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declare 1nd®pendence and reallzed that the blme was favorabl@ .  "

fer 1te Through giving the ?rlnce obllque encouragement Aehe ;1

"renthal hoped to ease the Way for hls own plan of annex1ng ‘

fBosnianHercegov1nao The evidencep 80" often conflictingg does “fi_’

 ,'no"c9 howeverg appear to warvant che conclusien that the two

'men plott@d together ané agreed on: the exact dates Wnen the

' ktwo events shauld take placeo



' GHAPTER IIT
'AﬁSTRGoBULGARIAN'NEGQTIATIQNSVFOR AN:ALLIANGE;:190851909

L The Bulgari&n declaratlon of . independence-of Qctober ;;
359 1908 and the Austrlan annexation of . Besnia=Herc@gev1na:;‘
:en the follewing day met with pr@t@sts by many Eurep@an : .
‘powerso Although Aehrenthal had hoped that th@ Bulgarlan S

B action Would serve to make his tWﬂ step easiergl the revefse o

 fwas trueo In additlon to being eharged with actlng contrafyz
:ta the Treaty of Berllng Aehrenthal was accused of consp1r=

- ing w1th Bulgariao The: annexatl@n ef Bosnia precipit&ted a

”ullwscale dlplomatlc erisis whiah broughﬁ Russia and Aung=

trla to the verge of war and helghteneé internatlonal tens,

- si@ncz, B o | e ;

A C Yet the Bulgarian declaration of ind@pendence did n@t
ﬂ D&SS unnetlced in- the midst of th@ dlplomatic activ1ty surs
iraundlﬁg the annexatlon of Bosniao Turkeyg the country mostv

A ‘affocted by the Bulaarian declaration as Bulgaria was stlll o
_ nominally a Turkish.possession, entered strang probes%s o

' ,against th@ 1llegal actiona As had been foretold by the

1See ppo 37 fog-' Eraa

EFor thoroughg scholarly treatmenu ef the Bosnlan crlwif7~:”

*Jsis; see Schmitt and Nintchxtcha, :
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Auétrian and German ambaésadprs in Gsnstantinopleg3 Turkey
was especially perturbed that Eastern Rumelie was included
in the Bﬂlgarian‘declaratiéncu The fact that amnexation was

5

coupled with Bulgarian indepéhd@nce was galling,” as the
Turks felt that Bulgaria woﬁld neﬁ _have éec1ared her ind@w
p@ndence without Austrian suppcruoé Tarkey was likewise
vcone@rned over the fubure status of Macedonia if she agre@é
to the Bulgarian actlono7 Yet Turkey was confident that a
ccnference would be @alled and ﬁherefor@ took no warlike
measures.

British officiel reaction to Bulgarian independence was -
to treat it separately from the Austrian agti@ngg. Britain's

chief-int@rest lay in forestalling a possiblevwar betwéen

38U Aoy I, 100, 1019 1085 G. ?og XV, 89636
ﬁBo Doy V, 362, 370, 382o |
5GD Boo XXVI, 8993.

68-Uo Ao, Ty 149, Thus the Turkish reaction to Achren— .
thal!s annexation was stronger than it might otherwise have
been, as the Austrian foreign minister was held responsible
for Bulgarlﬂﬂs &ction too (Vintchitchg I, 28& folo

TSehmittg Po l260

8T’lﬁ§i¥19 po 3707

 9Phe British fol® that the Bulgarian action showld nob
be condemned as much as the Austrian one, as Austria was a
signatory of the Treaty of Berlin (B. Do, V, 396, October 19,
1908),  Friedjung (II, 245) bewails the fact that Britain '
made a strong protest about the illegelity of Austrials ace
tion but took no firm at&nd against the Bulgarlan declara-=
.tlono



B < Turkey and Bulgariaak

- s
10
The Serbsg whe were precestlng strengly against Austrla*s‘:'
| actlon 1n Bosnlaaﬂercegov1na which they viewed,as a blow 8=
gainst thelr-?anmSePb~asplratmonsg assumed a mlld.attltude
, teward tbe Bulgarlan declaratlonoll Mllevanov1g; the Serbian 4
:foreign mznisters ‘who was maklng a tour of European capltalsg
"recommended a reserved but correct attitude toward Bulgarla
 'and hoped that the Bulgarlan questien would. ‘not. be cembineé ,
>Wlthnﬁh@ issue of‘Austrian annexatienolz. fet ?a§109 the Serai
ubian premierg was angry at Buloarla for joinlng ‘W’i'i;}'z.Aus*i:ma}7
| the areh ensmy of Slavdomﬁlgb" o

'*j Ru531a9 upon hearing rumors of the Bulgarlan declaratlon

of 1ﬁdenendence9 had informed the Bulgarlans of her opposmtlono

- Although.Russia“s attitude remalned the - same after the declamm

'.ratlong'lt was belleved that it Was noc the actlon,ltself
’7wh1cb.she ob;ected to so-much as the fact that it was axecuted

- under Austrian auspiceso h Yet she toe Jelned the other poWw ,f

-‘Lj.ers in refusing to recegnize Bulgarlais actiona‘A

Austria d@clarsd her eppos1tlon to racognitlon ef Bulm

:  10B Do Vs 362 and Nlnutesg 3709 3829
lHelureich, po 1o |
| 12Boghiuschswitsch¢ ID #290 . o
‘ ‘lBIbldog #ZAO ?a§ié also mentioned that the uerbo« Do
Bulgarian Treaty of 190l promised the maintenance of bthe sta~
Stus g og‘althou%h,that treaty was now defunct for all pracw-uif”
tlcal purposes. (see ppo 20 f°9 sugr&}e-” ' -

th@tzoffg P 190 B. 909 vg 334g Nicelson to Greyo 5
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garianvindependenc@ until the gquestion of the Oriental Rall-.
way was'se%fl@dolg Y@ﬁ Aehrenthal, in an attempt te ge®
.BuSSian éupport for Bulgarian iﬁd@péndence; reminded Izvol-
ski that their discussions at Buchlau hé@ included the pose
sibility of Bulgariaﬁ‘independancég his ov&rtureg_héweverg
Was Pebuffedolé i o -
i Austria had likewise been eounselllng Rumania to adopt
a peac@ful_aﬁtitude toward Bulgaria even before the decla-
ration took place.t! Austria was sﬂceeésfulg as in the end
%umania‘was thé énly power o offer_Ferdinand immediate con=
,gratulationsolg | |
Germany was nla@ed in an unfavor&ble light because ef
the Austrian and Bulgarlan actions. It was especially em-
barrassing for her to beyaccused by Tufkey of having wofked
clésely with Austria in bringing about ann@xation and Bul%
”.garian independencéol9 She wes annoyed at Aehrenthal’s Bul=
- garian policy, as she fel® she had‘ﬁat been fully inférmado

Germany's policy had l@ng'been'to.support.Turkng now she

lSGo Poy XXVI, 89729 8-U, AOQ ID lélc H@weverg ‘when
Bulgarlﬂ ghowed little interest im the railway question,
Aehrenthal , who did not wish to lose Bulgaria, promised a
friendly attitude should Bulgaria get into difficulties w;th
Turkey (Ib1d09 319, Achrenthel %o Thurn, Gct@ber l7}o '

161p1d,, 143, 1605 Be Doo Vo 3270

+71pig., 208, 109, 124, 138, 139

181bid0, 18l |

wmmchi%@hg 1, 285 Pos Go Pw ng 89699 89800


mailto:A@hremth.al9

was charged w;th havxng eonspired to weaken h@r 20 "-7 7 -
-v | The effect of th@ ?owers“ dlSlncllnatlen to Pecogniza
:the Bulgarlan action was ) place P@rdlnand in 8. posltion

51m11ar o the one he was in at the tim@ of his accessieno.,

o Tn@ dlplomatlc representatlves were extrem@ly careful te

avoié any st@p9 5ueh as &ddr9351ng hlm as Tsar9 Wthh.Wﬁuld
- show acquieseence in his actien02¥

Turkey?s aim in pretestlng against the Bulgarlan éecl&w
.-ratlon was t@ receive ~some kind of cempens&tion,fer her loss_;f
A;of the trlbute received from.Bulgarla and‘Eastern Rumellaoazft;
fﬁThe Whole question ef a settTement w1th Turkey, the chief
‘gobstacle in the path of recognition of Bulgmrlan.lnd®p®ndu
:@nceg hinged on seme Bulg&rﬁan restltutlon Tor the loss 1n=

23

"Acurred by the ?crueo - San@ Bulgarla was epposed at flrst
to such a settl@mentg thls questlen lea to threats and counw'
Aterthreats ef bellig@rent aetionc | ‘

- On October lu‘Ferdinaﬁdp Without censultlng hls mlnlsﬁersg

- . ZOY@t Germﬁny had definltely giv&n~Austrla her Support
‘befer@ the- anmexation (Ibido,. AXVIQ‘ 937) and had later
held to her stand €Ibid09 398 Yoo o

. 2lygaol, po 1.290 o
. 22B,D., V- 3629 @»U Ao,, I, 251,3 2750 L

i 23A conf@rence to settle Balkan Droblems had been sug=
~vgested9 but the plan came to - naught because of differences .
” among the Entente powers as to what would be discussed and ..
‘becatuse of the. Austrien refusal te attend unless the acecept= . .
. . .apnce of. the Bosnlan annexation was agreed upon in advance. - °
?fSee BO‘DQQ Vg ppo 412»&60 and Go Pog XXYIB Ghapo cxcvia_g
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sent a letber to.#hﬁ French President giving assurancés'gf
his peééeful iﬁtentioms teward Turkey aﬁd ple&ging‘his will=
ungn@ss to cemp@nsa%e Turk@y for her lossesezh This action
was followed by thc dispatch of a Bulgarian @Lficlal to be=
. gin negotiatlons With.th@ TurkSQZS
| Ferdinand’s premise of cempensation precipitateé a sew
rious crisis with his mlmlsﬁersg who were opposed to any pay-
gﬁmt te Turkey. Their pressure was so strong that Ferdinaﬁd ."
‘oven Gried bo get the French President mot to publish his

stﬂteméntsggér ?aléologu@g th@_Frenéh'miﬁisteP iniﬁéfiag
managed to dissﬁad@ Ferdinand from this step on thé‘ground

that it would appear that Ferdinand was going back om his

ZuThlq move has been attributed by Madol, Ferdinand's
biographer, to the ‘peace=loving character of the Prince (p.
132). Although Ferdinand's horror of war is amply docu-

‘ mentedg it would appear that there were other reasons for
his action. According to Schmitt (p. 127) and Tukin (p..
38), Ferdinand's message to the French President was mobi-
vated by a French threat that the Powers would demand the
return of Bastern Rumelia if Bulgaria started a war. It is
Tukin's opinion that Ferdinand realized that he was in a
dangerous position and that he would have to negotiate bhe-
cause of Buropean opinion if he wished to be recognized.
For other sources on this subject, see G. Po, XXVI, 9281,

- 9282, Badelin to Foreign 0ffice, and Bs Do, V, 3960

QSGO Po, XXVI, 9282, Germany decided to support the
French move to apply pressure on Ferdinand, as Blllow felt
it was not in conflict with his policy of clese Balkan co-=
operation with Austria (Ibid., 9282, 9288). The Austrian
attitude was bto avoid any act that might be interpreted as
recognition of Ferdinand's action while keeping as good ve=
lations with Ferdinand as possible (8-U. Ao, I, L3k,

266, Po, XXVI, 9288,
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word and weuld lead to more complieations027
When Perdinand finally convinced his mlnisters of the

mec@ssity for negotiation928

it was agreed to start.w;dh
Turkey?s terms: bthe settlement of the Oriental Railway
qﬁestion and compensation for the Eastern Rumeiian tribute°29l

VIn‘Novemberg'l9089 TurkeyAand Bulgaria began.serious
negotiations. Bulgaria soon felt that Turkish demémdsy e8=
pecially for the capitaliiétion of the 1¢ng anpaid~Bulgafian
‘tributeland,for Bulgarian.assumpﬁion éf 2 share of the Turk-
ish state debt, ﬁere excessiveoso At this point Bulgaria
appealed to the Entente power59 who had convinced h@r of the
need for negotiatlonse3l

Aehrenthal now took a mére activé part in the Bulgarian
dispute:with_Turk@yo32 He sent notes to the Entente powers
informing them of his Williégness to assist in médiating the

2TMadoly; po 1356

Zg?artly in view of pressure by the Powers and partly
- by the French actlion in delaying &a loan CSchmittg Po 127}

297ukin, ppo 38 fo
’30go Pos XXVI, 9287, 9289,
311bide, 9287, 92895 B-U. Ao, I, 51Lo

BETufk@y had for all practical purposes bypassed Aeh=
renthal with respect to the negotiations with Bulgaria., Aeh-
renthal had hoped to be able to help Bulgaria and thereby '
continue his influence there (Schmitt, po. 124), but until
now he had considered it wisegt not to vake too active a
part in Bulgarian affairs because of the widely held view
that he was r&@ponglble for the Bulgarlan declaration of in-
dependence (Tuklng pq 39}0 :
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He thereupon advised the Bﬁlgaﬁi&n government

33

question.
of his step and recommended that their attitude toward‘Tur=
key be one of conciliation, yet firmnes303h
Although i% appeared that somé decision would be reached.

between Turkey and Bulgaria, the negotiations were temporarily
broken off at the end of Novembercgs

| In line with Aehrenthal's desire to achieve closer re=
lations with Bulgaria; he cailed ﬁhe attention of Thurn, the
 Austrian minister in Sofila, to the political importance éf 2
?easonaﬁle sebtlement with Bulgaria on the railway issue.
Thurn was instructed to inform the Bulgarian government'of
Aehrenthalls viewpoint on the current TurcoéBulgarian nego-
tiationso If the question of the Oriental Railwaj and the
payment of the Eastern Rumelian tribute were cleared up, it
would then be possible for Austria to give Bulgéria diplo=
matic support in achieving recognition of hér independence
‘and'to use her influenee in Turkey so that the Bu;gari&nM 
trlbute and a share of the Tarkish debt wouvld not be includ-
¢d in a Bulgarlan Settlement w1th Turkeyo36

These instructions to Thurn mey be viewed as a prelude

33@=Uo Ao, I, 516, Achrenthal to Berchtold, Kheven-
hilller, and Mensdcrffs November 5. ,

BMIbldog 5219 Aehrenthal to Thurn, N0vembef 6.

35G0 Poy, XXVI; 9293, Bomberg to Foreign Offleeg De= :
cember 2o

36§g§§ épg I9 6559 Aehrenthal %o Thurn, NoV@@ber 260
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to the negotiations between Austria and Bulgaria for an al-
vlianoeg  $£@0@ the Austrian attempt to conclude an alliance
with Bulgaria revealed the basie‘differences between the.twe
countries and since its faiiure had a substantial impact én
-Subsequeﬁt Austrc=Bulgarian relations, the course of the ne=
gotiations will be dealt with in some detail.

| The impetus to én alliance was given Austria'by a sug-
géstion from.Bﬁlowg.thebGerman Chancellor, on November 30
that Austria méke dvertures to Bulgaria‘for an alliance point%‘f'
ed againét Serbia. ‘Bﬂlow“s chief reasén for the prqpbsal was
that 1% would.make‘Russiafsbentry into a Balkan war more dif-
ficult, as popular opinion would be divided in a war pitting
Serbia and Bulgafia against one‘another;'_TherefoPe peace in
the Balkéns would be more likely537 As an inéentive to Bul-= .
- garia ﬁo form such an alliance, Bllow pro@oéed ﬁhaf Bulgari§
be éwarded a piéce»of Serbian ﬁerrﬁﬁqry'aﬁ thé'puﬁégmekoan_
Sucéessful-Aus%rowBulgarian war against Serbia. Austria.for

her part would announce in advance that she haékno'designé:on'.f

_ 37Bﬁl@w?s reasoning is extremely interesting, as it ap-
pears that he wished to help Russia out; and thereby aveid
a general war, by limiting the appeal of Pan-8lav agitation .
(Go o, XXVI, 9292, Blilow to Tschirschky, November 30). Iz=
volski would not have gone. to war in any case, however, as
- he repeatedly told the Serbs that they could not count on
help from Russia (Boghitschewitsch, I, #2li, October 29, pas-
gig)o At any rate the German attitude toward Bulgaria re=
veals a change from their earlier stand (see p. 30, supra).
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Serblan territ@ryo . L el o
A Aehrenthal was pl@&samtly surpriSed aﬁ the German pr@m¥ ?~f
ﬁosalg Which fiﬁted hls plans for Bulgarlao He malptalnedg  ;'ff'
B h@%®ver9 tn&t th@ snlutlon @f th@ Grieﬁtal Eallway quesﬁlan ‘

,and the paym@nt @f the Easvern Eumelian tributa would have

S _t@ be ppereqniSibe$ fer suah an actiene Desplt@ his beli@f“

lr¢;that Bulgaria Wauld na%urally gravitate toward Austrla f@r

o h@ln in case ef S@rieus difficulties thh Seﬁbia and Turkey9

~‘-‘;:.]"j.ﬂAehrenthal said he wauld b@gzn negetiaﬁienso In A@hrehthal“s~

1._.ep1nlon9 1ﬁ weuld be geed policy %o further th@ difxerences

4'?.beﬁwg@n Serbia &nd Bulgarla 39

Wlth the implement&blen of Bﬂlewvs pl&n in mind9 Aehﬁ

'(-F@nthal asked Thurn' who should b@ csntacted in case of pos=”vv15 "

sible seereﬁ negotiatiensghQ _Sever&l days later Thurn r@?-

, 38Bﬁl@w9 locs cit09 @=Go ADD I9 678 Sz&gyéhy to Aehr@nw L
thel, November 30. 1t wag Ghought that a Bulgarian indis-
cretion as to the terms of the alliance would have enly good
@ffects on the attitude of Bussiay Turkey, and Serbiao

39Ga Pog XXVI 929&» Tschirschky to Bﬁl@w9 Deconber 3°

" iflt is debatable Wheth@r Bileow and Aehrenthal agreed on the

purposes .to which the AustreaBulgarian alliance would be
put. - Aehrenthal séems to have gone beyond Bilew!s peac@ful

""goal of using the alliance %o forestall a war. It is well

known that one of the foremost aims of Austrian foreign p01=
icy at this time was to bring about the downfall of the hated

- Berb. state {8<Uo Ao, I, 32). Certainly with respect to Bﬁlww?s
preposal, Aehr@ﬁthal expressed his willingness mnot to appro-
prlate Serblan territory, but he did speak of temporarily oc= .-
cupying Belgraa and se@klng war reparations (Tschlrgchkyg 1@co B

”\Cito)

S hg@aﬁe Aoy I, 6979 Aehr@nthal o Thurn9 D@eember 5. Ach~=
‘renthal” was not more explicit, as he had not yet received a
r@p@rt on the r@@@pﬁmon of - his prepeaals -of N@vgmber 26,



60
pert@d that Bulgariﬂ was Willing to resume dlseussiens on
the Ori@ntal Bailway questianoul Th@ Bulgarian f@r@iga MiﬁF

tater, Paprikov, alse @xpr@ss@d his pleasure at the Austrlan

' promlse %o help achisve recognitionm of Bulgarian independ-

en@@oggtiY@t Thurn wasvunder'ﬁh@ impressibm_ﬁhat Bﬁlgaria

was far from cager for éloSer rélatiens'ﬁifh_ﬁﬁstria beéaué@
of the Dual MbmaréhyRS’own‘eurPegﬁ diffi@ulti@s"éve? the an-
nexation @f Bosmiaq Zm Thurn opinion, one way %o atéracﬁ
Bulgaria would.be for Au%trla to take scm@ d@cisive step re=
garéing th@ ppebLem.@f P@cegnitien of Bulgarian independence
without malking it-comtimgeﬁt upon Turkey. Thurn felt that
the Bulgarién government wasg very definitely shiftiég toward.
’ﬁuSSia as the b@stbway to s@ivé Bﬁlgari&“s present pfableisoh3
Siﬁce an alliance with.&ustrlﬁ would be % direct affront ﬁe
Russia9 Austrla would h&ve to promlse Bulgaria sem@thing éefa
lnit@ Whl@h she @@uld not obtain elsewh@re and which.would inm

velve no rlsks for h@?ohh

hlibiéog TOL, Thurn to Aechrenthal, D@eember ?o

h2gee. Po 579 gt grao

h3@=Uo Aoy I, 702, no by, states that Ferdlnand.was mueh
affected by Russian displeasure and was thinking of forming o
pro=Russian ministry. On December 11 (Ibid., 726) Thurn re-
ported rumors that am alliance between Serbiq and Moantemegro
under Russian auspices was being plannced. Feor a report of def-
inite Russian-ingpired propesals te Bulgaria which would assure
‘her part of Macedonia, sce Ibid09 736 Achrenthal teo Thnrns
Deceomber L2.

} Wizgen here wWe note Thurn's belief in the basically @pw
portunlst character of Bulgarian foreign poliecy. Thurn was alse
aware of the importance to Bulgaria of geod velations with Russia.
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As t@ the person to be consulb@d on secret neg@%iationsg
‘Thurn felt that it should be Fordinand himself b@cause of " the
 unstab1e p951tien of his cabinet. In view ef the unreliabil= A‘f
vj»lﬁy of the Prlnce cautlen sh@uld n@V@rtheless be taken to |
gee that he did not u3° Austrian effers as a bargainimg p@lnt
“fWith,RUSSiath The h;gh m;litary clrclss should be won overs A
‘Thurn believadg if any/sert of military co=operation between
;the tWo countries was centemplatedohé
| D@spite th@ pessimlstie tone of Thurn?s r@pert on the
:1ikelih®od of an Austro=Bulgar1an alllanaeg Aehrenth&l de=
eided to proceed with his planso: waeverg hs first attempted
1;‘be redassure th@-Bulgarian government that Austrla-wauld noﬁ"

assume a part of ‘the Turkish state debt to settle Austria“s

gwn dispute W1th‘Turkey9 as Aehrenthal realized such an &c@ion -

weuld.pregudice Bulgarian neg@tiatlons with.Turk@yn Aehrem= .
thal also reiterated hls proposal of support o Bulgarla in 1u

her dispute w1th.Turkeyoh7 Instruetiens were then sent t@ ;: e

’jThurn to apprgach’werdinandvs private secretary9 chrevié
>as a prellmlnary to more definite negotiatiensof It was to
be impressea upen him,ﬁhat an. agreement with Serbia and Turm‘

7 key weuld net eerrespond ta the real 1nterests of Bulgaria

‘uSThese warnlngs Were later repeated {@aﬁo Agg 19 77o)of,~
. hﬁlbi&09 7029 Thurﬂ to. Aehrenthalg December 70 |
- mzbmos 7349 A@hrenth&l to Thurng ‘Dec@mber 120<



méarly as woll as would an alliance Wiﬁh.gustriaoag

Dobrovié assured Tbuvn'thaﬁ'és long as Ferdimand was
ruler of Bulgaria he would not permit Bulgaria terjain with
Turkey and Serbia. Dobrovié also mentioned that in a com-
flict between Serbia and Austria, Bulgaria would remaln neu-
tral. Thurn then indiﬁateduto thé Prince's secretary that
this would not be endughzif Buigari& wishéd to profit from
such a war.t? | '

- A few days later Aechrenthal received a report om a com=
versation held with.G@nérél Nik@laevg the Bﬁlgariaﬁ minister
of Waraso Wikelaev cited the definite offers being made to
Bulgaria by Russia, but stated his opinion that am alliance
with Austria-Hungary, a develepment which he Weuld_greet with
enthusiasm, weuld be more useful to Bulgariaogl In view of
the fact that Nikolaev mentioned that Bulgaria must soon make
1p her mind whether te j@in Austria or Russia, Thufn congid-
ered Wikoleev's statements as a definite imvitation to con-=

crete propesals.

uﬁlbiéog 735, Achrenthal ﬁ@ Thurn, December 12.
h9Tpido, TL6, Thurn to Aehrenthsl, December lli.

50Thurn considered Nikolaev an important personage
(Ibido, 770}c The British minister in Sofia, however,
" viewed him as a nomentity (Bo Do, IX, 25, Findlay to Grey,
July 28, 1909). Nintehiteh (IT, 73) attributed the gen-
eralis d@finmtely pro=German temd@n@ieg to his respect fer
the German war m&ehin@o

51 B=Uo Aoy Ig 779, Thurn te Aehrenthal, December 173
Ibldog T7L, Hranil®v1é o Conrad, December 17.



fv;’rachieve thls gealo,

Y@t d@spit@ Eik@laev?s enc@uraglng remark89 ther@ were 'C§.'

H}is1gns of future dlfflcultieso} Nmkolaev maintained that it :‘h
;weuld not be easy for Bulgariag a Slav nationg t@ fight Ser=i;;.;ﬁ

' 'b1a Wlth.Austrian h@lp» as her actl@n would be v1awed as '
‘;treachery t@ the ?an=$l&v eauseQ' In- leolaev?s @plni@ns a ?
5Twar against Turkey would be far m@re p@pular9 as Bulgaria ji,j

ivwas eager to obtain Macedonia and Would make any effort to;i,fgi

5o SR . _
' Qn December 229 the Bulgarlan gevernment agaln appealéd
.}te the ?®wers because of & provecative speech delivereﬁ by

';1the Sultan a f@m dayg earli9r653_ Austria thereﬁp@n pr@posed

' fthat th@ F@wers make goint representatlens at Censtantlnepl@

‘,;t@ cause Tuﬁkey %o use mpdcratlom in her demand& regardlng

[jBulgariaosa Izvalsk1 thought that a fixed am.unt sheuld be -
'lpaids and.hls view receivea support fr@m.France and Englanda

jGreyp the Briti&h f@r@ign secretary9 69351aered Turk@y more

-;conciliatory than Bulgaria and refused to supp@rt Aehrenthal?s  f' 

Szlbido Tukin (po hh) c@n81ders these statemsnts by
: ﬁik@laevs Who wWas d@finltely pr@wAustrlany highly enlight-
" ening, as they reveal the basic: difficulty involved in an -
alliance between Bulgaria and Austria. Bulgaria was far
‘more interested in gaining Turkish.territory €Macedonla)
~ than in adding a- part of - Serbia to her p@SSGSSlGRSc

. B3g.y, 4o, I, 786 Thurn to Aehrerithals G. Po, XXVI,
29298, Pe 52, n. 3. Among other things the Turks had effended
Bulgaria by linking the declaration of 1ndependence with the
Austrian annexation of Bosniao o , ) .

5&@=ﬁ° Aog I, 7979 Circular9 December 260 -



6ly
stepo 95_ The:@fere'Austrig?s inﬁerventién-imvBulgariaTs be-~
'half failea_t@_§¢hieve any_benefiqig;;resultso , |

. On Christmas Dayklzvélski»d@livefed a speech to the

Duma calling for the formation of a Balkan Leaguse. 6__Germ
- many's ?eégtienrwas‘tg ene@gragé Aebfenthal to c@ntinnévhis
attempts te achieV@ cleser Pelati@nS'with Bulgaria as gooen f'
as pessib19057 Aehrenthﬁl 1nf@rmed.8ﬁl@w that he had beon _
hesitating bec&use @f the untrustWQrthln@ss of- F@rdlnand9‘ »
" but_that he believed that the common sense of the Bulgariem
;p@@plé weuldzeause them té,see the‘é@mmunity of interests &
between the twe c@untrieso58v
o Aehr@nth&l then told Tsehlrschky of th@ prepesals te be
‘ m&de to Bulgaria c@ncernlng ‘the pesxti@n of the twe @tates

in. th@ event of a war 1n the Balkanso A war between Austrl&

558, Do, Vs 492, mg_ 495,

: 56This speech even mentioned the possible inelusion eof
Turkey in such an alliance (G. P., XXVI, 9299, Marsehall to
Blilow, Decomber 28)., For the text of this speech, see The
Times (Londen), December 26, 1908, p. 5. TFor soeme time past

- Russia and the other. Ent@nte powers had béen trying te con-

- vinee Serbia of the heéecessity for' cleser relations with Bul-
garia €BeghltscbeW1tsch, I, #22, g&ssim) - An Entente-inspired
Turco=Serbian agreement had alsse failed to materialize €Ib1aog
IIT; pp. 99-101l5 Bo Doy V, Ll3; Helmreich, ppo l? £o)o =

, 5760 POQ XXVI, 9298, Blow to Tsehirschky, Decenber 280

 Blilew later instructed the German minister in Sefia te se¢e
what he could de te support the Austrian ¢ffort feor an alli-
ance with Bulgaria (Ibid., 9302S po 5279 no i, Bﬁlew te Rom-

bergg Januvary 1&9 19095 - _

, 58@=Uo Ao, I, 828, Aehrenthal te Sz@gyenyg J&nuary 29
' 13839 G Po, XXVI, 93019 Tschirscbky to Bﬁlowg D@e@mber 309_
1908,



~*aﬁd Serbla would net 1nvalve Bulgaria°”howeverg Austrla g
. ,fwould make no - ebjectﬁons ir Bulgarla wlshed to add the ?1roﬁ‘ii;»“
“area Qf Serbla to her p@ssessiens in retuvn f@r Bulgarlan ”
,,uid 59 In a war be%ween Bulgarla and Turkeyg Austrla would -
;t restPa1n Serbia from,taklng any actlonov Bulgarla and Aus=,
'-trla Weuld fight together in a war, against the ccmblned ef-
forts of Turkeys Serbiag‘and‘Montenegr@oéo, Aehrepthal dld
llnot W1sh.to b@ more exact as to arrangements in the last ‘
;»case menti@ned as he h@ped to aveid.premising part ef Fa=
']cedonia to Bulgarla for fear Ferdinand would inform.Turkey iﬂﬁ
@f tbe prcmise in erder to 1mpreve the Bulgari&p pOSltiOﬂ
Wlth regard to Turkeyoélf Such a Bulgarian indiscretlong‘
‘ Aehrenthal belleveﬁg wnuld gravely damag@ Austrzavs -OWn ne=
- g@tiations with Turkeyoéz- . ' - ‘ |
Thurn.was then 1nstructed t@ reaé these prcposals dia‘
’recbly to Ferdinandg but notning‘was te be given.to hlm.ln
kwritlngo‘ After readlng the pyopesals properg Thurn was t@

~add. that Austria was w1111ng to cencede to Bulg&ria the ‘area

 59Ibides B-U. A09 12 8359 Aehrsnthal %o Thurns January
3, 19095 ,

, 60Tschirschky9 leco cito
61'Ibldo ) 7
62p e hrenthal - alse expressed his desire to bring an.&ustron

 Bulgarian alliance 11%@ 11ne with the ex1sting Austroaﬁum&mi&n
alllanceo o , : o



R o6
of Pirct°63 |
Since Thurn had rec@ntly'been on leave in Vienna964
"Ferdinand did not w;sh tc receive hlm.lmmedlatelyo‘ He- pre=-'%
ferred to wait until a sufficlent amoumt of time had elapse&l
80 that a talk between the two men would not @ccasion ad=
verse eomments as to the subject of thelr discussieno 5 It
Vwasg”theref@reaanot umtil_January 11 that Aehremtba; re=
‘ceivedgé,report ef Ferdinand®s feéétion Eovhié:prop@salsc
| After a long réoital to‘Ferdinamd ef'thé:maniféld rea-
sons. for an,&greem@nt between Austrla and Bulgar1a9 Thurn .';
<read the proposals and then informed the ?rlnce of Aehren=‘
thal“s willingness t@ have Bulgarla extend her terrlbory in
the direction of Pirota Ferdinand tben made the highly sig=-"

niflcant remarkgA"In that dlrection.enly9” Thurn 1nterpreted

o this as 1ndicating that Tcrdlnand could be won over te an

.@lliance @nly by the promise ef Maced@nian territ@ry966'

63@§U0 AOQ I9 8359 Aehrenthal ta Thurng January 30.
Thege imstructions mentien that Piret was to be offered .

‘J:M'Bulgaria for aid in a joint war ageinst Serbia and Turkey 1

as well as in a war against Serbia alone. Aehrenthal alse
" belleved that General NikelaGV’should ‘be informed secretly
@f these proposalsov’;- e _ o . :

6&For this reason the German dgcuants (Tschirschkyg-

5 ’1300 cito) conbtain more definite references to the exact pr@m;v"
" posals to be made than do the Austrian dacumentss as Thurn

o owas. presumably informéd of them directly (Aehrenthalg locs
. Cites G’ zog mlg 3029 Po 526 Mo L ) :

65@mn Aoy T, 8729 Thurn.ua Aehrenthalg January 106-
661bid99 8829 Thurn to Aehrenth&lg January 12



"_chleving terrltory in Macedonla vather than in Serblaa

'F@rdinand then s&id that he weuld have te consult his »

k'mlnisters befor@ cemmittlng himself on. such an meorﬁant iva_c': (

sue o Hé suggested that Thuvn tell Malinov @f the pr@pesals
80 that it would n@t anpear that Ferdinand had- t&ken the 1naf
itlativeo The Bulgarlan ruler also believed that leolaev N
vshould be 1nformedo 'Ferdlnand sald that in. the meantime he
iwould con31der the prowesals and let Thurn kn@w h@wg in hlS' -

op1n10n9 negetiatlons could best be centlnuedo

Ferdlnandralso seemed coneerned about the peésiblé-ré%f f =

;_actlons of Russia and England to such.an allianceg but Thurni_?i»
reassured. hlm that no tr@uble was to be foreseengras Ru831a'7
was teo weak to fight and England.would,hardly ge to war over gf:U
such a remete matter 67 R _ - / |
This talk between Thunn and Ferdlnand 1s ef great 1mwf‘

portan099 as it reveals Feréinandvs pre@ccupatlen Wltﬂ B
68

"'G@nnected w1th thls is his fear ef Russiao Ferdlnand was

aware ef Russian displeasure at his declarlng 1ndependenee
With.Austrian heln and realized tbat gelnlng Austria in a
war against Serbiag a brother Slav state, WQuld be hlghly

 danger@uso~:Hls_remarknthat‘bis,m;nisters must be comsulted f"':

6?Ibido As a further deterrent to Russian actlen Thurn
mentioned The Austro=&&nman alllan099 the terms ef which were .
known to- Russiao , : A

6800mpare Nikolaevﬂs statements en Maeedanlag P 633; @

S gr‘ae N
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'may be viewed as a cever for his own 1ndeclsion and. relucm"
‘tanoe t@ cemmlt hlmselfeég )

On January 13 Thurn reperted leolaev9s v1ews on the‘
Austrlan prcnesals as expressed te Hranilovzeg the Austrlan
V'milltary attach’ 79‘ Nik@l&ev was favcr&bly impressed by |
'thsms but he thought the best ferm f@r such.an agreement
Lweuld be a millta”y conventlong,as it weuld.net be affected
by a- change in minlsterso Yet leelaevg_the prOEAustrlan |
mlnister of warg menci@ned yet anather obstacle to a defiw,"”
'nite alllance° Bulgaria was - stlll worried about ﬁhe effect
on. Bulgarlan negetlaticns Hlth Turkey of an.&ustrlan assumpa
.-tien\of part @f the Turklsh sﬁate debt as a settl@ment @f ‘

the Bosnlan Lssueo Hranilavig adv1sed hlm.that thls was ne

Aﬂf'ground for. cencerng as Austria Would suppert Bulgarla in a 7:

i[refusal to pay pqrt of the Turkish state debto Turkeyg he

”saidp could not rlghtfully demand _this, as Austria h&d re=‘* P

' 1
,fused to &ccept such a settlemenco7

69F@r a 51milar interpretatlong see Tuk1n9 Po Aéov

. 7081nce Nikolaev spoke only Bulgarian9 all alscu381ons
With him were conducted by the Bulvarlanmspeaklng attach€,

71@4U A09 Ig 887Q Thurn to Aehrenthal, . January 130 '
Desplte “the fact that Nikolaev brought up the matter of Ausg=
- btrian assumption of part of the Turkish state debt rather
" than the actual ground for settlement, payment £ér Turkish
state property in-Bosnia, Nikolaev's remark is nevertheless
- of interest, as it reveals Bulgarian anxiety over the chances

for a favorable agreement with Turkey. Austria had repeatedmﬂ-‘-l

- 1y promised Bulgaria her support in this matter. Aehrenthal .
o had 1nsiructed Thuﬁn on- January ll to remind the Bulgarlan _



| | 69
_ This. was a referenoe te the %gr@ement sign@d on  January
_ 129 190972 by Turk@y‘and Austrla regarding ﬁh@lr disput@
vsver the annexation of Bosn1&=dérceg@v1nao73 ATtheugh the
-assumptlon by Au&trla @f a part of th@ Turklsh state debt
had been censideredg the &greement pr@v1ded fer the payment
by Austrla of twe and one half milli@n Turklsh pounds for
. state pr®p@rty in the f@rmer Turkish nrev1nceso7g’
~ The pr@blem of Maceéenia centlnued te plague Aebrenthﬂl*s

: ‘oforus te achleve an alliance with Bulgaria., The Bulgarian .

government of his willingness te suppert Bulgaria on this
issue. Indeed, Aschrenthal maintained that ene reason for.
the Austrian insistence on paying for. atate property rather
than fer a part of the state debt was to make Bulgaria's
negotiatiens easier (Ibid., 878, Ashrenthal to Thurn, Janu-
ary 11). Paprikov, the Bulgarian foreign mlnlsterp cer=
tainly viewed the Aastr®=Tufklsh agreement as a faverable
‘precedent for Bulgaria (G. P., XXVI, 9304, Romberg te Foreign.
‘Offic99 January 13). Moreover, en January 12 the Turkish
negotiator asked for Austrian assistance in effecting a .
Turce-Bulgarian sebttlement €®mUo A., I, 880, Pallavicini to

'~ Aehrenthal). This request is In Tine with the Turkish de-

gire for an alliancé with Bulgaria {B. Doy V; 513, Cartwright
vo Grey, January 135 517, January 17)o Grey, the British
foreign secrotary, approved of the idea, as he believed thab
guch an alliance might make a solution of the Turce-Bulgarian
dispute easier (Bo. Do, V, 515, Grey te Cartuwright, January
16), This move, howeverg proved unguccessful Sehmitt, Po 131).

72Th@ final form of this agreement was not, howaver, .
signed until February 26 (William L. Langeér [Ed. and Comp.) ,
An Emcyclopedia of Werld History, p. 756).

73Th;s agreement helped Aehrenthal considerably in the
international erisis over the snmexation, as it was after all
Turkish territory whlch.Aastrla had. appropriated’ (Ibldo)o

Thg.y, 4., T, 868, Cireular, Janiary 9; G. Po, XAVI,
9258, Tsch;rsehky to Bilow, January 96














































































































































































































































































