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Anadolu’da Modern Hafiza,
Sivil Magduriyeti ve Savas

Edward J. Erickson

Ne yazik ki, Tiirkiye disinda pek ¢ok insan, Tiirk Kurtulus Savas: tarihini biiyiik
Olcekli mezalimler ve sivillerin magduriyetiyle iligkilendiriyor. Bunun nedeni,
1919-1923 doneminde Kiiciik Asya/Anadolu'daki olaylar1 ele alan olgusal ve
kurgusal Bati literatiiriiniin biiyiik boliimiiniin iki temayr one cikarmasidir:
Savaglar sirasinda sivillerin yasadigi magduriyetler ve sonrasinda savasan
taraflarca kabul edilen Kkitlesel, zorunlu niifus miibadelelerinin o6liimlerle
sonucglanmasi. Yiiz yil sonra, Tiirkiye'nin Karadeniz'deki kars1 kiyisinda patlak
veren savasla birlikte, sivillerin magduriyeti konusu yeniden cirkin yiiziinii gosterdi.
Dolayisiyla, hem “Modern Hafiza’nin Anadolu'daki savasi sunus bi¢iminin dogru
olup olmadigimi incelemek ve gozden gegirmek hem de yaygin olarak yanlis
anlagilan bir kiiresel anlatiy1 diizeltmek {izere Tiirk tarihcilere yon gostermek icin
uygun bir donemdeyiz.
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Modern Memory, Civilian Victimization, and the War in
Anatolia

Edward J. Erickson

Unfortunately, outside of Turkey, many people associate the history of
the Turkish War of Independence with large-scale atrocities and civilian
victimization. The reason for this is because the preponderance of western literature,
factual and fictional, dealing with the events in Asia Minor/Anatolia during the
period 1919-1923 highlights two themes; civilian victimization during the conflicts
and the fatal outcomes of the massive, forced population exchanges agreed to by
the participants after the war. One hundred years on, with war raging just across
the Black Sea from Turkey, the subject of civilian victimization in war has again
reared its ugly head. It is, therefore, an appropriate moment to examine and to
review the accuracy of how ‘Modern Memory’ presents the war in Anatolia and to
suggest a direction in which Turkish historians might go in order to correct a
widely misunderstood global narrative.



Yunanistan Tarafindan Anadolu’da Islenen
Insanlik Suclari
ISGALCI MAGDUR OLABILIR Mi?

Tiirkiye’nin Rum Isgali ve Propaganda 1919-1922
Jeremy Salt

Hile, carpitma, abartma, uydurma, diipediiz yalanlar ve gercegin ters yiiz
edilmesi savas propagandasinda siirekli kullanilan araclardir. Bu teblig 1919-22
yillar1 sirasinda Yunan ordusunun Anadolu’nun iclerine dogru ilerlemesi etrafinda
Tiirkiye'ye kars! yiiriitiilen propaganda savasinin bazi yonlerini inceleyecektir.
Savastan 6nce diismanin moralini ¢okertme ve savas siirerken de iistiinliigii elde
tutmay1 hedefleyen propaganda - ‘diisiinmeyi durdurmak siiphenin basglangicidir’-
sozii uyarinca duygularin somiiriisii lizerine insa edilir. 1919-22 savasi Yunanistan'in 25
yil icinde Osmanli Imparatorlugu/Tiirkiye'ye iiciincii saldirisiydi. Cografi
genislemeyi hedefleyen bu agresif savaslarin hepsi dogrudan ya da dolayl olarak
benzer savaslara kars1 ahlaki ya da iki yiizlii kamuoyu tavri sergileyen hiikiimetler
tarafindan desteklenmisti. 1897 ve 1912-13 savaglarinda galibin savas ganimetleriyle
isin i¢inden siyrilmasia miisaade etmeleri 1922 yihnda Yunan ordusu geri piiskiirtiil-
memesi halinde aym seyleri yapacagimin gostergesiydi. Yunanistan’in propaganda
savasl Avrupa tarihinin derinlerindeki kokli Tiirk ve Miisliiman karsit1 6nyargi-
dan dolay1 1919 yilinda avantajh baglamigti. Ayni sekilde Eleftherios Venizelos'un
hayran ve arkadasi, Osmanli imparatorlugu'nun Yunanistan tarafindan isgalinin
mimar1 David Lloyd-George gibi 6nde gelen Avrupal siyasetcilerin zihinlerinde de
bu kokli yanhhik goriilmekteydi. Bu koklii tarafgirlik bildirinin kisa baslangic
noktasini olusturacaktir.
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Propaganda and the Greek invasion of Turkey 1919-1922
Jeremy Salt

Deceit, dissembling, exaggeration, invention, outright lies and the inversion
of reality are the tools always used in war propaganda. This paper will examine
some aspects of the propaganda war waged against Turkey in 1919-22 as a Greek
army moved further into the heart of Anatolia. Propaganda is based on the
exploitation of emotions - ‘to stop to think is to start to doubt’ as someone once
said - aimed at morally invalidating the enemy even before the shooting starts and
then maintaining the momentum as the war proceeds. The 1919-22 campaign was
Greece’s third attack on the Ottoman Empire/Turkey in 25 years. These were
aggressive wars fought for territorial expansion, backed directly or indirectly by
governments which took a moral but hypocritical public stand against such
wars, because in two cases (1897 and 1912-13) they allowed the victor to get away
with the spoils of war and would have done the same in 1922 had not the Greek
army finally been routed. Greece’s propaganda war got off to a head start in 1919
because of deeply ingrained anti-Turkish/anti-Muslim bias in the writing of
European history, and deeply ingrained as well as in the minds of such senior
European politicians as David Lloyd-George, the British Prime Minister, the
friend and admirer of Eleftherios Venizelos and along with him, the architect of
the Greek invasion of the Ottoman Empire (as it still was) in 1919. This deep bias
will be the brief starting point of this essay.
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Miitareke Sonras1 Samsun ve Cevresinde Pontuscu
Faaliyetler ve Askeri Tedbirler

Biinyamin Kocaoglu

Samsun merkez olmak iizere Trabzon’a kadar olan bolgede kurulmus olan
Pont Kralligi'n1 yeniden ihya etmek sevdasinin tarihi kokleri Osmanl
cografyasinda Yunan Devleti'nin kurulusuna kadar uzanmaktadir. 19. Yiizyiln ilk
yarisinda Osmanlr'dan ayrilarak bagimsiz devlet olan Yunanistan o tarihten beri takip
ettigi Megali Idea cercevesindeki dis politikasinda Pontuscu faaliyetleri siirekli
desteklemistir. Daha I. Diinya Savasi yillarinda savas ortamindan istifade ile
bolgedeki Rumlar Miisliiman Tiirk ahaliye yonelik tedhis faaliyetlerini giderek
arttirmiglar bolgede asayissizlik yaratmislardir. Miitarekeden hemen sonra
Tiirkiye'nin sistematik bir sekilde isgale ugramasi Pontuscu faaliyetleri daha da
arttirmistir. Samsun ve cevresindeki Pontuscu Rumlar Miisliman Tiirklere
yonelik tecaviiz ve saldirilara girismisler ve biiyiik katliam olaylarini
gerceklestirmislerdir. Bolgede giderek artan Pontuscu faaliyetler karsisinda
devlet ciddi askeri tedbirler almak zorunda kalmigtir. Bu cercevede miitarekeden
hemen sonra Kafkas bolgesinde bulunan 15. Firka, Batum iizerinden Samsun’a
nakledilmistir. 15. Firka Nisan 1919 basglarindan 1921 y1li ortalarina kadar bolgede
Pontuscu Rumlar ile ciddi miicadeleye girismistir. Ozellikle Samsun’da Nebiyan
bolgesindeki Rumlara yonelik tenkil harekatlariyla olaylarin oniinii almaya
caligmis ve etkili asayis tedbirleri almigtir. Bu calismada basta askeri arsiv belgeleri
olmak iizere ana kaynaklar kullanmilmak suretiyle Samsun ve ¢evresindeki Pontuscu
faaliyetler ve bunlara yonelik olarak alinan askeri tedbirler ortaya konulmaya
cahigilacaktr.
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Pontic Activities and Military Measures in and around
Samsun after the Armistice

Biinyamin Kocaoglu

The historical roots of the ambition for reviving the Kingdom of Pontus,
which was established in the region as far as Trabzon, with Samsun being the
centre, date back to the foundation of the Greek State in the Ottoman geography.
Greece, which was separated from the Ottoman Rule and became an independent
state in the first half of the 19th century, constantly supported Pontic activities in
its foreign policy within the framework of the Megali Idea, which it had pursued
ever since. By taking advantage of the war conditions even during the First World
War, the Greeks in the region gradually escalated their terrorist tactics against
Muslim Turkish people and created public disorder in the region. The systematic
occupation of Tiirkiye immediately after the armistice further escalated Pontic
activities. Pontic Greeks in and around Samsun carried out sexual assaults and
attacks against Muslim Turkish people and committed major massacres. Against
the increasing Pontic Greek activities in the region, the State had to take serious
military measures. Within this framework, immediately after the armistice, the
15th Division, located in the Caucasus region, was transferred to Samsun via
Batumi. The 15th Division was engaged in serious struggles with Pontus Greeks in
the region from the beginning of April 1919 to the mid-1921. Especially in Samsun,
the Division tried to curb the events through the relocation operations against Greeks
in the Nebiyan region and took effective measures to ensure public order. This
study will try to reveal Pontic activities in Samsun and its surroundings and the
military measures taken, by using especially military archive documents as
primary sources.
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Yunan Isgal ve Eylemlerinde Dini Motivasyon: Atina ve
Istanbul Rum Kiliselerinin Isgallere Yonelik Tutumlar:

Ramazan Erhan Gulli

Yunanistan'm Izmir’den baslattig1 Anadolu’yu isgal siirecinde Atina ve Istanbul
kiliseleri isgalin destekgileri arasindaydilar. Ozellikle Istanbul Patrikhanesi
Venizelos'un kontroliinde, kendi ifadeleriyle “kurtarilmamais (gayr-i miistahlis)”
Rumlarin temsilcisiydi. Venizelos'un savas sonrasi durumla ilgili diisiincesi,
“Megali Idea” icin 6nemli adimlar atilabilecegi yoniindeydi. Bu adimlar icin de
patrikhane en oOnemli kurumlardan biriydi. Anadolu’yu isgal eden Yunan
ordusunun “mazlum Hristiyanlar1” kurtarmak ve savag sonras1 Osmanl Devleti
tarafindan giivende tutulamayan Miisliman veya Hristiyan yerel halkin
tamamini giivende tutmak amacinda oldugu propagandasi yapilmaktaydi. Bu
yiizden Miislimanlar da isgale direnmemeli hatta Yunan yetkililere destek
olmalar1 saglanmaliydi. Kizilhag gibi kurumlar araciligiyla bu propaganda yogun
bir sekilde siirdiiriilmiis, Yunan ordusunun yaptig1 katliamlar da Hristiyan ahali
ve diinya kamuoyuna, bolgeye uluslararasi gorevle gelen Yunanlara yapilan
saldirilar1 engelleme cabasi olarak aktarilmak istenmisti. Bu yiizden Kkilise,
Rumlara ve diger Hristiyan unsurlara Yunan ordusuna destek vermenin sadece
siyasi bir sorumluluk degil dini bir vazife oldugu propagandasi yapmaktaydi.
Yunan isggali kilise icin, basta Hristiyanlar olmak iizere bolgedeki mazlumlar:
kurtarma hareketiydi.

Rum kiliselerine bu propagandalar1 yaptiran Venizelos, ayni zamanda
Tiirkiye’de yasayan tiim Hristiyanlarin birlikte hareket etmeleri ve kendisinin
diger Hristiyanlar adina da s6z sahibi olmasim saglayabilmek i¢in de ugrasmaktaydi.
Bu sayede Itilaf Devletleri nezdinde kendi giiciinii ve konumunu takviye etmis
olacakti. Bunun i¢in o6zellikle — Tiirkiye’deki diger kalabalik ve 6nemli Hristiyan
unsur olan —Ermenilerle Rumlarin birlikte hareket etmelerini saglamaya calismisti.
Venizelos'un direktifleriyle Patrik Vekili Dorotheos da Ermeni Patrikhanesi ile
yakin iligkiler kurmus, iki gayrimiislim grup arasinda miitarekenin hemen ardindan
baslayan is birligi siireci, toplanacak baris konferansinda ortak hareket etmeye
kadar varmasti.

Atina Kilisesi ve Istanbul Patrikhanesi, ayn1 zamanda Ingiliz Anglikan Kilisesi
ile de yakin iliskide bulunmaktaydilar. Siyasi olarak Ingiltere yanlsi olan Venizelos -
un politikalarina uygun olarak Anglikan Kilisesi ile birlikte hareket etmek ve
kilise iizerinden Yunanistan’a gerekli siyasi destegi saglamaya destek olmak
temel hedefti. Miitareke donemi boyunca sik sik Anglikanlarla Ortodokslarin
birlesmesi fikri de giindeme getirilmisti.

Bu tebligde Atina ve Istanbul kiliselerinin faaliyetleri basta olmak iizere,
isgal sirasinda uygulanan dini propaganda ve isgali mesrulastirma cabalar:
incelenecektir.
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Religious Motivation Behind Greek Occupations and
Actions: The Attitudes of the Greek Churches in Athens
and Istanbul Towards the Occupations

Ramazan Erhan Gulli

In the occupation process of Anatolia, which was launched in Izmir by Greece,
the churches in Istanbul and Athens were supporters of the occupation. Especially
the Patriarchate of Istanbul, under the control of Venizelos, was representing the
“non-liberated” Greeks, in their own words. Venizelos’ opinion on post-war
situation was that important steps could be taken for “Megali Idea”. The Patriar-
chate was one of the most important institutions for such steps. It was propagandi-
zed that the Greek army occupying Anatolia aimed at rescuing oppressed Chris-
tians as well as protecting all the local people, both Muslims and Christians, who
could not be protected by the Ottoman Empire after the war. Therefore, Muslims
should not be resisting the occupation, rather they should be urged to support
Greek authorities. That propaganda was intensely maintained through institu-
tions such as Red Cross and the massacres perpetrated by the Greek army were
reflected as attempts to prevent assaults against Greek officials who came to the
region for an international mission. Thus, the church pursued a propaganda
towards Greeks and other Christian communities, according to which, supporting
the Greek army was not only as a political responsibility, but also a religious duty.
According to the church, Greek occupation was an act of saving the oppressed
people in the region, especially the Christians.

Venizelos, who convinced Greek churches to make such propaganda, was also
trying to bring all the Christians living in Tiirkiye to collaborate, and to enable
himself to act on behalf of other Christians as well. Thus, he would enhance his
own power and position before the Allied Powers. For this, he tried to convince
Greeks and especially Armenians, another populated and important Christian
community in Tiirkiye, to collaborate. Upon instructions of Venizelos, the Deputy
Patriarch Dorotheos, established close relations with the Armenian Patriarchate;
the cooperation process between the two non-Muslim communities, which had
started right after the armistice, had reached the level of collaboration in the peace
conference that was to be held.

At the same time, the Church of Athens and the Patriarchate of Istanbul had
close relations with the Anglican Church. In line with the policies pursued by
Venizelos, who was the supporter of England’s policies, the main goals were to
collaborate with the Anglican Church and to help provide the needed political
support for Greece, through the church. The idea of integration between the Anglicans
and the Orthodox was frequently put forward during the armistice period.

In this paper, the religious propaganda during the occupation and the
attempts to legitimize the occupation, particularly the activities of the Churches of
Athens and Istanbul will be discussed.

11
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Yunanistan’in Anadolu’da isgalleri ve Soykirim Siyaseti
Mustafa TURAN

I. Diinya Savasi sonunda imzalanan Mondros Miitarekesi'nden hemen sonra
Anadolu’da isgaller baglamigtir. Savas sirasinda miittefik devletler aralarinda
yaptiklar gizli anlagsmalarla Anadolu topraklarini paylagsmislardi. Dogu Akdeniz'de
kuvvetli bir Italya gérmek istemeyen Ingiltere, bu anlasmalarla Bati Anadolu
bolgesi Italyanlara birakildig1 halde bir hayli ge¢ de olsa Itilaf devletleri safinda
savasa katilan Yunanistan’a Izmir ve cevresinin birakilmasin saglamistir. Paris
Konferansi'nda Izmir’i isgale hazirlanan Italya'nin itirazlarina ragmen izmir’in
Yunanhlar tarafindan isgaline izin verilmistir. Bu gelisme Yunan Megali ideas:
(Biiyiik Ulkiisii) acisindan biiyiik bir firsatt1. 1821 Mora isyanindan itibaren Batilh
devletlerin destek ve himayesinde siirekli toprak kazanan Yunanistan, I. Diinya
Savag1 sonunda milli emellerine bir adim daha yaklasmis oldugu diisiincesiyle 15
Mayis 1919 tarihinde Izmir’i isgal etmistir. Yunan isgali Izmir’le snirh kalmamis
bugiinkii 12 vilayet Yunanllar tarafindan isgal edilmistir.

Yunan isgalinin belgelere Yunan “iggal ve mezalimi” olarak yansidigini
gormekteyiz. Gercekten de izmir’in isgalinden baslayarak kurtarilmasina kadar
Yunan isgaline ugrayan her yerde katliamlara girisilmis, her tiirli zuliim icra
edilmistir. Bu itibarla Yunan iggali Yunan mezalimi ile esdeger olarak telakki
edilmistir. Yunanistan, I. Diinya Savasi'nin galibi olan devletlerin himayesinde
iggalleri siiresince insanlk sucunun Gtesinde Anadolu’da tam bir soykirima
girismistir. Yunanistan’in Miisliiman Tiirk Milletine kars1 soykirima girismesinin
tarihi sebepleri oldugu gibi hukuken Bati Anadolu’ya sahip olmak icin bolgede
niifus kesafetini degistirmek istemesi soykirim siyasetinin bir geregi olarak
goriilmiistiir. Yunanistanin isledigi suclar konusunda basta Ingiltere olmak
iizere Batili devletler de masum degillerdir. Esasen Sark Meselesi cercevesinde
degerlendirilirse Yunan siyaseti ile diinyaya yeni bir diizen vermek isteyen Batili
devletlerin emperyalist siyasetleri ayr1 ele alinamaz.

Yunanllar tarafindan yapilan mezalim miittefik devletlerince yapilan
tahkikat raporlarinda da agikca belirtilmis olmasina ragmen, isgalci devletler
tarafindan gormezden gelinmistir. Bu raporlarda yapilan mezalimden bahisle
Yunan iggalinin bir an 6nce sonlandirilmas: gerektigi, aksi takdirde yapilan zuliimlerin
Kuva-y1 Milliye'yi giiclendirecegi ifade ediliyordu. Gercekten de Itilaf devletlerinin
Yunan zuliimleri kargisindaki tutumlar1 ve isgal altindaki Istanbul yonetiminin
acziyeti Tlirk milletinin bizzat miicadele etmek inancin1 kuvvetlendirmistir. Bu
itibarla Yunan mezalimi mesru miidafaay1 dogurmustur.

Neticede dort yila yakin bir zaman kendilerine reva goriilen insanhk disi
hareketlere katlanmak zorunda kalan ve biiyiik acilar yasayan Tiirk milletinin
baglattig1 milli miicadele hareketi kargisinda tutunamayan Yunanistan arkasinda
unutulmayacak biiyiik acilar birakarak Anadolu’yu terk edecektir.
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Greek Occupations in Anatolia and Genocide Politics
Mustafa TURAN

Immediately after the Armistice of Mudros was signed at the end of the First
World War, occupations began in Anatolia. The Allies had shared the territories of
Anatolia by concluding secret treaties during the war. England did not want a powerful
Italy in Eastern Mediterranean and therefore ensured that Izmir and its
surroundings were left to Greece, which had joined the war belatedly on the side of
Allied states, despite the fact that Western Anatolia had been ceded to Italians with
these secret treaties. Despite the objections by Italy at the Paris Conference, which
was preparing to occupy Izmir, Greeks were allowed to occupy Izmir. This
development was a great opportunity for the Greek Megali Idea (Great Idea). Greece,
which had been constantly acquiring territory under the support and auspices of
Western states since the rebellion in Peloponnesia in 1821, occupied Izmir on 15 May
1919, expecting to be a little closer to their national ambitions at the end of World
War I. Greek occupations were not limited to Izmir only, 12 provinces of today were
also occupied by Greeks.

We view that the Greek occupation is reflected as Greek “occupation and atrocity”
in the documents. Indeed, beginning from the occupation of Izmir until its liberation,
massacres were carried out in all areas occupied by Greeks, and all kinds of atrocities
were committed. In this respect, Greek occupation was regarded as being tantamount
to Greek atrocity. Greece committed an absolute genocide during its occupation of
Anatolia, beyond the crimes against humanity, under the auspices of the victorious
states of World War I. Besides the historical reasons for Greece’s attempt to commit
genocide against Muslim Turks, it was observed that their desire to legally change the
population distribution in the region so as to legally own Western Anatolia had led to
the policy of genocide. Western states, especially England, were not innocent of the
crimes committed by Greece either. In fact, when considered within the framework
of the Eastern Question, Greek politics and imperialist policies of the Western states
wishing to establish a new world order cannot be addressed separately.

Although the atrocities committed by the Greeks were also clearly indicated in
the investigative reports of the Allied states, these were ignored by the occupying
states. These reports addressed the atrocities and stated that the Greek occupation
should be terminated as soon as possible, otherwise the atrocities would strengthen
the Kuva-yi Milliye (Ottoman Turkish term for National Forces). Indeed, the attitude
of the Allied states towards the atrocities by Greeks and the weakness of the
government in occupied Istanbul strengthened the belief of Turkish people to fight
for themselves. In this respect, Greek atrocities generated the notion of justified
self-defence.

Eventually, Greece could not resist the national struggle initiated by the Turkish
people who had to endure inhuman treatment for nearly four years and experience
great pain, and had to quit Anatolia, leaving behind unforgettable and severe agony.
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Tiirk Ulusal Bagimsizlik Miicadelesinde
Yunan Ordusunun Savas Suclari

Esra Ozstier

Askeri stratejist Sun Tzu, bundan yaklasik ii¢ bin y1l 6nce kaleme aldig1 Savas
Sanat1 adli eserinde savasin bir 6liim kalim meselesi olduguna deginir. Devletin
bekasi acisindan biiyilk Oneme sahip savasin amaci diisman kuvvetlerini
tamamiyla ele gecirmektir. Fakat Tzu’ya gore savasin basaris1 diismanin iilkeyi
tahrip derecesiyle dogru orantili da degildir. Asil olan yakip yikmaktan ziyade
diismanin diren¢ ve motivasyonunu yok etmektir. Dolayisiyla savas sirasinda
uyulmasi gereken evrensel kurallar yani savasin ahlaki/etik boyutu da goz ardi
edilemez. Savasin savas hukukuna (jus in bello) gore yiiriitiilmesi adil savas
anlayisinin temel sartidir.

Yunan Ordusunun 1919 yilinda Megali idea iilkiisiine dayandirdig1 “mesru
neden” sonucunda once izmir ve art bolgesi, akabinde ileri harekata devam
edilerek Anadolu’nun i¢ kesimleri isgal edilmistir. Bilhassa Yunan ordusunun ele
gecirdigi Trakya ve Anadolu topraklarinda savunmasiz ve silahsiz Miisliiman
halka yonelik toplu katliamlar gergeklestirilmistir. Bu manada sivillere yonelik bu
tlirden “etnik temizlik” hedefleri savas etiginin en 6nemli prensibi sayilan ahlakilik
ihlali olarak diisiiniilebilir. Yunan ordusunun harp zamaninda sivil halka yaptig
vahset ve cinayetler ve bunlarin yapilis sistemleri savas hukukuna aykir1 olmakla
birlikte ayn1 zamanda savas sucu niteligi de tasimaktadir. Bu bildiride de Yunanlarin
Anadolu iggali sirasinda ve Sakarya Savasim kaybedip geri cekilmeye basladig:
andan itibaren gerceklestirdigi savas suglar1 Tiirk ve Yunan kaynaklar iizerinden
ele alinacaktir.
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War Crimes of the Greek Army in the Turkish National
Struggle for Independence

Esra Ozstier

Military strategist Sun Tzu, in his book The Art of War, which he wrote
approximately three thousand years ago, states that war is a matter of life and
death. The aim of war, which is of vital importance for the survival of the state, is
to completely capture the enemy forces. However, according to Tzu, the success
of the war is not directly proportional to the extent of destruction of the country
by the enemy. The main thing is to eliminate the resistance and motivation of the
enemy, rather than destroy it. Therefore, the universal rules to be followed during
war, i.e. the moral/ethical dimension of war cannot be ignored. Conducting the
war according to jus in bello is the essential condition of the understanding of just
war.

As the result of the "legitimate reason" which the Greek Army based on the
Megali Idea in 1919, first izmir and its hinterland, and then as the advanced operations
continued, the internal parts of Anatolia were occupied. Especially in the lands of
Thrace and Anatolia captured by the Greek army, mass murders were carried out
against the defenceless and unarmed Muslim people. In this sense, such "ethnic
cleansing" goals against civilians can be considered as a violation of morality,
which is considered as the most important principle of war ethics. The acts of
violence and murders that the Greek army committed against the civilian population
during the war and their perpetration manners are not only against the law of
war, but also constitute war crimes. In this paper, the war crimes which were
committed by the Greeks during the occupation of Anatolia and from the moment
they lost the Battle of Sakarya and started to retreat, will be discussed on the basis
of Turkish and Greek sources.
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Zalimden Mazlum Cikarmak: Bir Soykirim icadi Cabasi

Yiiksel Kiiciiker

Osmanh Devleti'nin Birinci Diinya Savasiyla birlikte tasfiyesi siirecinde Anadolu
cografyasi oldukc¢a sancili bir donem gecirmistir. Mondros Miitarekenamesi'nin
satirlar1 arasina serpistirilmis isgale kapi aralayan ifadeler kisa bir siire icinde
somut anlam kazanmaya baslamis ve Anadolu’nun birgok bdlgesi cetin bir sinav
vermeye baslamigtir. Kazananlar safinda yer alan giicler asirlar boyunca ulagsmak
istedikleri hedeflere hicbir donem bu kadar yaklagsmamiglardir. Bagimsizligini elde
edisinden bu yana siirekli olarak Osmanli Devleti karsisinda topraklarinmi genigleten
Yunanistan i¢in de bu donem umut verici olmustur. Paris Barigs Konferansi
goriismelerinde Anadolu’ya yonelik emellerini her ortamda dile getiren Yunanistan,
bu hevesini fiiliyata dokmek icin miittefiklerinden aldigi onayla 15 Mayis 1919
tarihinden itibaren Bat1 Anadolu’da iggal hareketlerine girismistir.

Bu donemde Yunanistan’in etki sahasi altina almak istedigi bolgelerden biri de
Dogu Karadeniz bolgesi olmustur. Tiirklerle birlikte Rum ve Ermenilerin de
yasadig1 bolgede miitareke sonrasi yasanan gelismeler yakin tarihe ibretlik notlar
diismiistiir. Bolgede yasayan Ermeni ve Rumlar miitareke doneminin muglakliginda,
aralarinda Yunanistan'in da bulundugu birgok yabanci devletin kigkirtic1/yonlendirici
yaklagimlarindan aldiklar1 cesaretle sik sik tagkinliklar ¢ikarmaya calismiglardir.
Bu simarik ve sorumsuz tutum bolgede ¢ok acilar yasanmasina neden olmus ve bolgeyi
geri doniilemez bir siirece sokmustur.

Rumlarin bolgede bir Pontus devleti kurmak hevesiyle attiklar1 ayrilikel
adimlar esasinda iceride ve disarida oldukea sistemli bir sekilde yiiriitiilmiistiir. Oyle
ki yabanci basinda Tiirkler/Miisliimanlar ve Tiirkiye aleyhinde yiiriitiilen olumsuz
propaganda faaliyetleri marifetiyle bati kamuoylarimin destegi devsirilmek
istenmistir. Ote yandan bu dénemde farkh iilkelerde cesitli adlar altinda teskil
edilen Pontuscu organizasyonlarin donemin karar verici iilkeleri nezdinde yapmais
olduklan girisimler de bu ¢evrelerin belirlenen hedefe ilerlemelerinde etkili olmustur.
Gerek bu girisimler gerekse yabanci basinda bolgede yasananlar hakkinda “servis
edilen” haberlerin bolgede yasananlar: oldugundan farkli gostermekten ve bu yolla
bir bilgi kirliligi olusturmaktan 6te bir anlami olmamigtir. Nitekim bu yolla beyhude
bir beklentiye girilmis ancak giiniin sonunda elde edilen netice koca bir hayal
kirikligindan 6teye gecememistir.

Yunanistan ve Pontuscu cevreler o donem yasananlardan gerekli dersi
¢ikaramamig olacaklar ki giiniimiizde de benzer bir yol tutarak tarihi hakikatleri
carpitmak pahasina bir soykirim icadi pesinde kogsmaktadirlar. Ancak tarihin bu
konudaki hiilkmii Yunanistan1 ve bu cevreleri girdikleri bu ¢ikmaz yolda bir kez
daha sukut-1 hayale ugratacaktir.
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Turning Villain into Aggrieved: The Effort of Inventing a
Genocide

Yiiksel Kiiciiker

During the process of dissolution of the Ottoman Empire in the First World War,
the Anatolian geopolitics went through a very painful period. The statements
interspersed throughout the lines of the Armistice of Mudros (Mondros), which
encouraged the occupation, began to acquire a concrete meaning in a short time and
many regions of Anatolia were put to a tough test. The forces on the winning side had
never been so close to the goals they wanted to achieve for centuries. This period was
also promising for Greece, which had continuously expanded its territories to the
detriment of the Ottoman Empire, since the declaration of its independence.
Expressing its ambitions towards Anatolia on every platform at the Paris Peace
Conference negotiations, in order to put this enthusiasm into practice, Greece began
its occupation operations in Western Anatolia as of May 15, 1919 after the approval of
its allies.

In this period, one of the regions where Greece wanted to exercise its influence
was the Eastern Black Sea region. The events that occurred after the armistice in the
region where Greeks and Armenians lived along with the Turks, have been underlined
in recent history. In the ambiguity of the armistice period, the Armenians and Greeks
living in the region often tried to spark riots with the encouragement of the provocative/
leading approaches of many foreign states, including Greece. This spoiled and
irresponsible attitude caused widespread suffering in the region and put it through an
irreversible process.

The separatist movements attempted by the Greeks with the aspiration for the
establishment of a Pontus state in the region were actually carried out in a very systematic
manner, both domestically and internationally. In fact, the support provided by the
Western public opinion was targeted for change by designing counter propaganda
against Turks/Muslims and Tiirkiye in the foreign press. On the other hand, the
endeavours by the Pontic organizations in the decision-making countries of the
period, which were established in different countries, under various names, were also
influential in the progress of these circles towards achieving their set target. Both
these endeavours and the news “served” about the events in the region to the foreign
press depicted a very different image, and thus caused an information pollution. As a
matter of fact, an expectation in vain was created in this way, and the results obtained
at the end could not go beyond a major disappointment.

Greece and Pontic circles have not been able to derive the required lessons from
the events of that time, since they follow a similar path today and endeavour to invent
a genocide at the expense of distorting historical truths. However, the verdict of
history on this issue will once again disappoint Greece and these circles on the
dead-end path they are in.
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Asker Anilarinda Anadolu’daki Yunan Mezalimi
Nilufer Erdem

Yunanlar 15 Mayis 1919’da Izmir’e ciktiklar1 andan itibaren, yerli Rumlarla
birlikte Tiirklere kars1 siddet olaylarina yonelmisler, miilklerini yagmalamiglardir.
Bu durum, isgal giinii yasanan olaylarla ilgili izmir'deki Yunan asker ve sivil yetkililerin
Bagbakan Venizelos’a sunmus olduklar1 raporlardan da tespit edilebilmektedir.
Aydin’a giren Yunanlar igledikleri diger suclar yaninda sehri tamamen yakmais ve
on binlerce Tiirk’ii yerinden, yurdundan etmislerdir.

Yunanlarin Anadolu’da isledikleri insanlik suclar isgallerinin ilk giinleri ile
sinirh degildir. Yunanlar 22 Haziran 1920’de Milne hattindan taarruza gegerek
Balikesir ve Bursa'y1 isgal etmisglerdir. 1920 yazinda Edirne ile birlikte Dogu
Trakya da Yunanlarin eline ge¢mistir. Tiirkler icin durum 1920 yilinda da farklh
olmamis, 6rnegin 1920 yihmin Ekim aymda Iznik on dért noktadan, ayrica
Kopriihisar ve bolgedeki pek cok koy atese verilmistir.

Anadolu'nun enkaz haline getirilmesi islemine Yunanlar 1921 yilinda da
devam etmiglerdir. Sakarya Savasi’'ndaki yenilgilerinin akabinde geri ¢ekilirken
ozellikle Polath, Haymana, Sivrihisar, Mihaliccik, Mahmudiye, Cifteler ve Eskisehir
merkez ilcelerinde yollar {izerindeki koylerde veya kisa bir siire konakladiklar
yerlerde cinayetler islemisler, yollar: {izerinde bulunan kdyleri planh bir sekilde
yakmig ve imha etmislerdir. Ayni durum 30 Agustos 1922’de “Baskomutan
Meydan Savasi”nda aldiklar1 yenilgiden sonra da yasanmustir. Oyle ki Ismet Pasa,
Afyon’dan yol acildigindan itibaren Izmir’e kadar yalniz muharebe meydanlarindan
degil, dort tarafta bitip tiikenmeyen yangin siitunlar1 arasindan gecerek ilerle-
diklerinden s6z etmistir.

Bildirimizde Yunanlarin isgallerinin ilk giiniinden son giinline kadar
Anadolu’da isledikleri suclarin 6rneklerini, Anadolu Harekati’'na katilmis olan
Yunan askerlerinin anilarindan hareketle ortaya koymayi amacglayacagiz. Yunan
yetkililerinin imzaladiklar1 resmi belgelerde, raporlarinda veya anilarinda yer
almayan bu hususlar, Yunan erlerinin giinliiklerinde agik bir sekilde gozler 6niine
serilmektedir. Ozellikle Pliziyotis ve Vasilikos isimli iki Yunan erinin anilari,
1919-1922 yillarinda Anadolu’da yagsanmis olan durumu tiim gercekligi ile gozler
oniine sermektedirler. Ancak Anadolu Harekati’'na katilmig askerlerin anilari
yaninda, yagsanmis olanlara dair izleri barindiran Yunan arsiv belgeleri ve diger
kaynaklardan da yararlanilacaktir. Tespitlerimiz Yunanlarin Tiirk topraklarinda
gerceklestirmis olduklan tahribatin ve isledikleri suclarin sadece belli bir bolge
ile sinirli olmayip, ayak bastiklar topraklarin tiimiinii kapsadigin1 ve bunlara
Anadolu Rumlarinin da dahil olduklarini ortaya koyacaktir.
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Greek Atrocities in Anatolia in Soldier's Memoirs
Niliifer Erdem

From the moment the Greeks arrived in Izmir on 15 May 1919, together with the
local Greeks, they began to commit acts of personal violence against the Turks and
looted their properties. This can also be determined through the reports submitted
to Prime Minister Venizelos by the Greek military and civilian authorities in Izmir,
regarding the events that took place on the day of the occupation. The Greeks who
entered Aydin, among other crimes they committed, burned down the entire city
and caused the displacement of tens of thousands of Turks.

The crimes against humanity committed by the Greeks in Anatolia were not
limited to the first days of their occupation. On 22 June 1920, the Greeks attacked
from the Milne line and occupied Balikesir and Bursa. In the summer of 1920,
Eastern Thrace along with Edirne were seized by the Greeks. The situation of the
Turks was not different in 1920 either; for example, in October 1920, Iznik was set
on fire in fourteen different locations, as well as Kopriihisar and many villages in the
region.

The Greeks continued to wreck Anatolia in 1921 as well. While retreating after
their defeat in the Battle of Sakarya, they committed murders, especially in the
central districts of Eskisehir, in other districts such as Polatli, Haymana, Sivrihisar,
Mihaliceik, Mahmudiye, Cifteler and in the villages on their way or in the places
where they stayed for a short time, and they burned down and destroyed the villages
on their way in a planned manner. Similar events were repeated after their defeat in
the "Field Battle of the Commander-in-Chief" on 30 August 1922. In fact, Ismet
Pasha stated that from Afyon to Izmir, from the time the road was opened, they
advanced not only through the battlefields, but also through the endless pillars of
fire everywhere.

This paper aims to reveal the examples of the crimes committed by the Greeks
in Anatolia from the first day of their occupation to the last day, based on the
memoirs of the Greek soldiers who participated in the Anatolian Operation. These
facts, which are not included in the official documents, reports or memoirs signed
by the Greek authorities, are clearly revealed in the diaries of the Greek soldiers.
Especially the memoirs of two Greek soldiers named Pliziotis and Vasilikos reveal
the situation in Anatolia from 1919 to 1922 with complete accuracy. However,
besides the memoirs of the soldiers who participated in the Anatolian Operation,
Greek archival documents and other sources containing traces of the events that
took place will also be used. Our findings will reveal that the destruction and crimes
committed by the Greeks on Turkish lands were not limited to a certain region, but
covered all the lands on which they had stepped upon and that Anatolian Greeks
(Rum) were also involved.
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Sessiz Gercek: Yunanistan'in Anadolu'da isledigi Suclar
Teoman Ertugrul Tulun

Yunanistan'in, Osmanli Imparatorlugu'ndan bagimsizign déneminde ve
sonrasinda bolgedeki Tiirkleri ve Miislimanlar sistemli bir sekilde yok ettigi
tarihi bir gercektir. Bat1 iilkelerinin Yunan hayranhigi, bu gergegi hep gormezden
gelmeye calismistir. Bunun en kanli 6rneklerinden biri, Yunanistan’in Osmanh
Imparatorlugundan bagimsizhgim kazandig: donemde Mora’daki Tiirklere kars:
yapilan 1821 Tripolice katliamidir. Bu katliamda on binlerce Tiirk-Miisliiman
vahgice katledilmis, Bat1 iilkeleri bu katliama kars1 suskun kalmistir. Bu vahsi
katliama, sayilar ¢cok sinirl da olsa, kars: ¢gikan Batili iilkelere mensup askerler ve
akademisyenler de olmustur. Bu kars1 ¢ikisi veciz bigimde ifade edenlerden biri,
Ingiliz Antropolog ve seyyah Miss Mary Edith Durham’dir. Ad1 gecen 1905 yilinda
sunlar dile getirmistir: “Bir Miisliman, bir Miisliimam 6ldiirdiigiinde, bu 6ldiirme
sayllmaz. Bir Hristiyan bir Miisliiman" 6ldiirdiigiinde, bu dogru bir davranistir;
bir Hristiyan, bir Hristiyan" o6ldiirdiigiinde, bu, hakkinda konusulmamasi daha
iyi olan bir yarg: hatasidir; ancak bir Miisliiman bir Hristiyan’1 6ldiirdiigiinde tam
bir vahsete ulasiriz.” Yunanistan’'in Anadolu’yu ele gecirmeye ¢alistigi donemde
gerceklestirdigi katliamlarin ve Tiirkleri yok etme tegebbiisiiniin 1821 Tripolice
katliamindan c¢ok fazla farki oldugu sOylenemez. Bu konudaki gercekleri
cekinmeden dile getiren bir baska ingiliz Arnold Toynbee‘dir. Toynbee’ye gore bu
katliamlar Yunanh yetkilileri bile rahatsiz etmis ve katliamlardan sorumlu
olanlari s6zde de olsa cezalandirmaya ¢alismiglardir. Yunan Ordusu mensuplarinin
Yalova-Gemlik bolgelerinde Miisliiman niifusu yok etme amaciyla yaptig
katliamlara dair Kizilhag¢ yetkililerinin hazirladigi raporlar da mevcuttur. Bu
baglamda deginilmesi gereken hususlardan birisi, Lozan Barig Antlasmasi’nin 59.
Maddesidir. Bu maddeye gore Yunanistan, Yunan ordusunun veya yonetiminin
“savas kanunlarina aykiri eylemlerinin” Anadolu'da neden oldugu zarar1 tazmin
etme yilikiimliiliiglinii kabul etmis, ancak Tiirkiye, Yunanistan'n savasin
uzamasindan kaynaklanan mali durumunu ve bunun sonuclarin1 géz 6niinde
bulundurarak, iyiniyetli bir yaklagimla Yunan Hiikiimeti'ne kars1 tiim tazminat
taleplerinden vazgecmistir. Lozan Barigs Antlasmasi’min bu maddesi bile tek
basina Yunanistan’in Anadolu’da isledigi savas suglarinin ikrar1 ve delilidir.



The Crime Committed by the Greeks
Against Humanity in Anatolia
COULD THE OCCUPIER BE CONSIDERED AS VICTIM ?

The Silent Truth: Crimes of Greece in Anatolia
Teoman Ertugrul Tulun

It is a historical fact that Greece systematically destroyed Turks and Muslims
in the Balkans region and Anatolia during and after its independence from the
Ottoman Empire. The philhellenes of Western countries have always tried to
ignore this fact. One of the bloodiest examples of this systematic extermination is
the 1821 Tripolitsa massacre against the Turks in the Peloponnese Peninsula
when Greece gained independence from the Ottoman Empire. Tens of thousands
of Turks and Muslims were brutally murdered in this massacre, and western
countries remained silent about this barbaric act. Nevertheless, although their
numbers were limited, soldiers and academics from western countries opposed
this brutal massacre. One of those who succinctly expressed this opposition is the
British Anthropologist and traveler Ms. Mary Edith Durham. She mentioned the
following in 1905: “When a Muslim kills a Muslim, it does not count. When a
Christian kills a Muslim, it is a righteous act; when a Christian kills a Christian, it
is an error of judgment better not talked about; it is only when a Muslim kills a
Christian that we arrive at a full-blown atrocity”. The massacres committed by
Greece when it tried to seize Anatolia and attempted to exterminate the Turks
were not much different from the 1821 Tripolitsa massacre. In that respect,
Arnold Toynbee is another British scholar who loudly expressed the truth on
Greek atrocities. According to Toynbee, these massacres disturbed even the
Greek authorities, and they tried to punish those responsible for the massacres.
There are also reports prepared by the Red Cross officials regarding the massa-
cres carried out by the members of the Greek Army in the Yalova-Gemlik regions
to exterminate the Muslim population. One of the issues mentioned in this
context is Article 59 of the Lausanne Peace Treaty. According to this article,
Greece accepted the obligation to compensate for the damage caused in Anatolia
by the “acts contrary to the laws of war” of the Greek army or administration.
However, Turkey, in consideration of the financial situation of Greece resulting
from the prolongation of the war and its consequences, renounced all claims for
reparation against the Greek Government. Even this article of the Lausanne
Peace Treaty alone acknowledges and proves the war crimes committed by
Greece in Anatolia.
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ATASE, Fotograf Nu 01
Yunanlar tarafindan bir Ttrk
koylist ayaklart bagly, elleri yere
cakilt oldugu halde iskenceyle sehit
edilmistir.

ATASE, Fotograf Nu 046
Yunanlar tarafindan sehit
edilenlerin gémiillme merasimi

ATASE, Fotograf Nu 062
Yunanlar tarafindan tahrip
edilen Alasehir
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ATASE, Fotograf Nu 067
Yunanlar tarafindan yakilan
Alasehir

ATASE, Fotograf Nu 063
Yunanlar tarafindan tahrip edilen
Afyon Istasyonu.

ATASE, Fotograf Nu 085
Yunanlar tarafindan Eskischir’de
yapilan tahribat.
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ATASE, Fotograf Nu 031
Yunanlar tarafindan ayaklarina nal
cakilan Yalova’nin Paga kéyiinden

Hiiseyin Pehlivan

ATASE, Fotograf Nu 099
Anadolu’da Yunan zulmiinden
kagan ve Istanbul’a gelen Tirkler

ATASE, Fotograf Nu 059
Yakilan bir kéy ve meydaninda
schit edilen ve tzerine biytk bir
kutik konan Turk kéylisa.
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ATASE, Fotograf Nu 009
Kitahya’da Yunanlar tarafindan
schit edilen bir Tirk kéylust ve

Yunan askerleri.

KwuraLoa

KIZILAY ARSIVI 738-5
Kitahya’li Ahmet Efendi- Usak
Sabah Mahallesi Belediye Reis ve
azaliginda bulunmus ve Yunan
dostu oldugu halde 30.8.1922’de
Yunanhlar evine taarruzla esya ve
mallarint gasp ve kendisini de feci
surette katlettiler.

KIZILAY ARSIVI 738-1

Usak’in Islice Mahallesi’nden:
Kiitahya/Kunduract Emin Usta fi 30
Agustos sene 1328’de harik itfast
esnasinda Yunanlilar tarafindan sehit
edilmis.
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KIZILAY, 738-3

Buyiik Taarruz sonrasinda ¢ekilen
Yunanlilarin, Bursa ve Usak’ta
yaptiklart yikim ve 6ldiirme olaylarina
ait fotograflar.

KIZILAY ARSIVI

Biytk Taarruz sonrasinda ¢ekilen
Yunanlilatin, Bursa ve Usak’ta
yaptiklart yitkim ve 6ldirme olaylarina
ait fotograflar.

KIZILAY ARSIV,

Bytk Taarruz sonrasinda ¢ekilen
Yunanlilarin, Bursa ve Usak’ta
yaptiklart yikim ve 6ldiirme olaylarina
ait fotograflar.
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KIZILAY ARSIVI

Biytk Taarruz sonrasinda ¢ekilen
Yunanlilarin, Bursa ve Usak’ta
yaptiklart ytkim ve 6ldiirme olaylarina
ait fotograflar.

KIZILAY ARSIVI,

Buytk Taarruz sonrasinda ¢ekilen
Yunanlilarin, Bursa ve Usak’ta
yaptiklart ytkim ve ldiirme olaylarina
ait fotograflar.

KIZILAY ARSIVI

Buytk Taarruz sonrasinda ¢ekilen
Yunanlilarin, Bursa ve Usak’ta
yaptiklart yikim ve 6ldiirme olaylarina
ait fotograflar.
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TTK ARSIVI,

Ahmet Arif Titenk Koleksiyonu,
Dosya 199 / Numara: 1-3

Bir Yunan ikmal birligi

TTK ARSIVI,
Ahmet Arif Titenk Koleksiyonu,
Dosya 199 / Numara: 1-7

TTK ARSIVI,

Osman Ferit Saglam Koleksiyonu,
Dosya:14 / Numara: 84
Afyonkarahisarinda eski Ittihad ve
Terakki Kuliib(ii) [Yunanlilar tarafindan
yakildiktan sonra.]




@ KTU

Yunanlilarin Anadolu’da Isledigi

Insanlik Suclan
o

TTK ARSIVI,

Ahmet Arif Titenk Koleksiyonu,
Dosya 199 / Numara: 1-36
Yunan topgusu

TTK ARSIVI,
Ahmet Arif Tiitenk
Koleksiyonu, Dosya
199 / Numara: 1-37

Bir Turk koytinde

Yunan asketleri

TTK ARSIVI,

Osman Ferit Saglam Koleksiyonu,
Dosya: 14 / Numara: 86

Evleri Yunanlilar tarafindan yakilan ve yikilan

Haymana felaketzedeleri

TTK ARSIVI,

Tevfik Biyiklioglu Koleksiyonu,

Dosya: 149 / Numara: 45

Yunanlilarin muhtariyeti ilan ettikleri zaman
Odemis hiikiimeti kapisinda cektirdikleri bir
grup fotografidir. Fesli bulunan hiitkiimeti teslim
etmek bedbahtlig1 karsisinda kalan Odemis
kaymakam vekilidir. Ve bu zat hadisede ¢ok
aglamustir. Digerleri kamilen Hristiyan ve

yandastir.
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