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On 14 September 2026, the Greek Ministry of Foreign Affairs commemorated the National
Remembrance Day for what it describes as the genocide of the Greeks of Asia Minor,
associated with the 1922 destruction of izmir.[1] Tirkiye rejected the statement as
unfounded and recalled Article 59 of the Lausanne Peace Treaty concerning Greeces
responsibility for acts contrary to the laws of war in Anatolia. This exchange shows that
historical remembrance requires completeness, conceptual discipline, and legal precision.

The Historical Record of the Greek Occupation of Anatolia

The historical setting of the 14 September declaration cannot be confined to the events of
September 1922. Greek forces landed at izmir on 15 May 1919 following a decision of the
Allied leadership at the Paris Peace Conference, and the landing developed into a Greek
military occupation and advance in western Anatolia. Reports of violence prompted the
Allied Powers to establish an Inter-Allied Commission of Inquiry in 1919. The Commissions
report recorded violence and pillage against Turkish inhabitants of izmir on 15 [[]] May
and found that Greek soldiers had participated, while military authorities had been late to
restore order.[2]

A further Allied inquiry in 1921 concluded that, in the Greek-occupied parts of the
Yalova [IIIIII] area, Turkish villages were being destroyed and the Muslim population
displaced.[3] Toynbees contemporary observations and these inquiries demonstrate that
the period cannot responsibly be reduced to a one-sided narrative of victimhood.

The destruction of izmir in September 1922, frequently invoked as the defining symbol of
this period, must also be assessed in the context of the Greek armys documented
withdrawal strategy in western Anatolia, which involved the systematic destruction of
numerous towns and villages. In this context, research by AVIM non-resident scholar
Maxime Gauin, drawing on contemporaneous French, British, and American
documentation, has challenged allegations of Turkish responsibility and advanced
evidence pointing to Greek and Armenian responsibility for the fire.[4]

The Genocide Concept and the Lausanne Treaty Record




This documentary record also makes conceptual precision indispensable. The term

genocide is not a general synonym for wartime suffering, forced displacement, or large-
scale loss of life. Under Article Il of the 1948 Convention on the Prevention and

Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, it concerns specified acts committed with the intent

to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group as such.[5] The

Convention postdates the 1919 [III1 conflict; it is therefore not invoked here
retrospectively as a legal determination. A contemporary ministerial declaration cannot

replace rigorous historical inquiry or legally disciplined assessment.

Article 59 of the Lausanne Peace Treaty records Greeces recognition of an obligation to
make reparation for damage caused in Anatolia by acts of its army or administration
contrary to the laws of war. Turkiye subsequently renounced its claim for reparation in
view of Greeces financial situation.[6] This provision should also be read within the wider
Lausanne settlement. The settlement restored the Karaadac area, near Edirne, to Tlrkiye
as part of the territorial arrangements agreed with Greece. Although Article 59 does not
itself identify Karaagac as compensation, the territorial transfer has been widely
understood as connected to the reparations compromise reached during the Lausanne
negotiations. The arrangement illustrates that the peace settlement addressed the
consequences of the Greek occupation through concrete legal and territorial
arrangements, not through a one-sided memorial narrative. A credible public discussion
must acknowledge this record and the suffering of all civilian communities. [Z]

Selective Historical Memory and Regional Dialogue

Against this background, the principal concern is not commemoration itself but the
transformation of commemoration into a selective instrument of interstate discourse.
When historical tragedy is presented through an exclusive and legally imprecise
victimhood narrative, it risks entrenching antagonistic perceptions, marginalizing the
documented suffering of other civilian communities, and diluting the meaning of atrocity-
related legal concepts. Greeces declaration invokes the duty to preserve memory and
prevent falsification of history; those aims require inclusion of the occupation period and
the contemporaneous international evidence concerning violence against Turkish and
Muslim civilians.

Turkiyes response, by recalling Article 59 of the Lausanne Peace Treaty, draws attention
to a treaty-based dimension absent from that declaration. Official commemorative
discourse should therefore be grounded in comprehensive archival research and legal
consistency, while academic and public debate should recognize the suffering of all
civilian communities without converting historical memory into a source of contemporary
antagonism.

Ultimately, historical memory deserves respect only when it is comprehensive, evidence-
based, and legally precise. Omitting documented violence against Turkish and Muslim
civilians during the Greek occupation of Anatolia is incompatible with the principle that
history must neither be erased nor falsified.

A balanced approach, attentive to the full historical and treaty-based record, is essential




for scholarly integrity, reconciliation, and regional stability.
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