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ABSTRACT

The Turkish nation rejected the terms imposed by the Treaty of Sevres following the First Balkan War, the First
World War, which led to the collapse of the Ottoman Empire and subsequent struggles. During the National
Struggle, which was fought in pursuit of national sovereignty, the Turkish people suffered considerable losses,
including a large number of martyrs. towing to the challenging conditions of the time, the families of these martyrs
were often only able to initiate formal recognition processes only years later. Similar to other parts of the former
Ottoman territories, the city of Usak also witnessed many such losses. Archival research in the Usak Civil Court
of First Instance indicates that documentation related to martyrdom identification cases begins in 1931. However,
it has been determined that most detailed case files were destroyed over time, and only summary judgment
records—referred to as "decision cards"-have survived. An examination of these surviving documents reveals that
martyr identification cases were concluded each year between 1931 and 1940. Given the large volume of material,
only thirty-six cases were selected for this study—six from 1931, fourteen from 1933, and sixteen from 1934.
Nearly half of the individuals recognized as martyrs in these cases were found to have died beyond the current
borders of the Republic of Turkiye. In two instances, the exact location of martyrdom could not be determined
from the available documents.
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Introduction

Despite a period of relative calm during the reign of Sultan Abdulhamid II, from the early 1800s
onward, Ottoman territories increasingly turned into a battleground (Bilgin & Kayabasi, 2022, p.
1635). At the Congress of Viennain 1815, a policy known as the “Eastern Question” was adopted,
which included the long-term aim of expelling the Turks back to their supposed place of origin
in Central Asia. Viewed from another perspective, this policy reflects a broader intention to de-
Turkify Anatolia.

Before the First World War (WWI) outbreak, the Ottoman Empire had already lost significant
portions of its Balkan territories during the Balkan Wars. In these conflicts, the Usak Reserve
Battalion (Redif Taburu) was assigned to secure the railway lines (Karayaman, 2016, pp. 426—
427). Additionally, Usak suffered considerable human loss during the WWI, with 598 soldiers
recorded as martyrs’ (Kosttikld, 2009, p. 9). According to records from the Usak Recruitment
Office, a further 1,512 soldiers died due to causes not officially classified as martyrdom
(Kostlkll, 2018, p. 23).

1 Although the concept of martyr may be perceived differently in different segments of society today, in general, martyrdom refers
to Muslims who sacrifice their lives for the sake of Allah, religion, and while protecting their honor, flag, and homeland (Ayaydin,
2024, p. 13).
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The Ottoman Empire's involvement in the WWI ended with the signing of the Armistice of
Mudros on October 30, 1918. This armistice imposed sweeping restrictions on the Empire,
particularly in the military domain, effectively rendering its territories vulnerable to occupation.
Consequently, the Mudros Armistice is widely regarded as the event that marked the definitive
collapse of the Ottoman state (Tavukgu, 2020, p. 306). While the Empire disintegrated in the
aftermath of the war, the Republic of Turkiye emerged from the National Struggle led by Mustafa
Kemal Ataturk (Sadak, 1949, p. 449).

Following the armistice, Usak was among the Western Anatolian towns occupied by Greek
forces. The city sustained severe damage during the occupation and in the course of the Greek
army’s retreat. Systematic acts of arson and destruction carried out by the retreating Greek
forces inflicted profound harm on the region’s economic infrastructure and social fabric. This
highlights the extensive toll the occupation took on the local population (Bilgin & Yetik, 2018, p.
641). In an effort to organize resistance, a local congress was convened in Usak (Tutsak, 1995,
p. 294), and a militia known as the Usak Assault Battalion (Usak Hiicum Taburu) was formed
before the occupation in an attempt to forestall it (Kostikll, 2023, p. 54). Furthermore, Usak
served as one of the regional hubs utilized by the Greek army during its occupation of Western
Anatolia after Mudros (Ayaydin, 2024, p. 105). These factors combined to make Usak one of the
towns that suffered the heaviest losses during the period.

The people of Usak experienced both material and emotional devastation before, during, and
after the occupation. The occupation disrupted the region's economic resources, social
structures, and psychological resilience. The magnitude of these effects underscores the far-
reaching impact of foreign occupation and its aftermath on the local population.

During the wars, it was significantly more challenging to verify the martyrdom of enlisted men
compared to that of officers. For this reason, in the 1930s, many citizens of Usak initiated legal
proceedings to have their fallen relatives officially recognized as martyrs. One of the persistent
issues faced by the late Ottoman and early Republican administrations was the inability to
document the human cost of the WWI comprehensively. In this context, the Incoming Document
Registers (Gelen Evrak Defterleri) maintained by regional recruitment offices have proven
invaluable sources (Kosttkli, 2018, p. 20). Through scholarly works based on such archival
materials, it is anticipated that historical consciousness and the sense of belonging among the
people of the region will be further reinforced (Kostikld, 2006, p. 205).

However, significant challenges persist in identifying Usak's martyrs. One of the principal
obstacles is the destruction of official buildings—and consequently their archives—during the
Greek occupation and the ensuing fires. Much of the city’s official documentation was lost in
the conflagration.

Nonetheless, the lawsuits filed in the 1930s by the families of martyrs have provided valuable
insights into this difficult period. The records examined for this study date back to 1931, the
earliest year for which the Usak Civil Court of First Instance (UAHM) retains surviving judgment
summaries. Documents from previous years are absent from the archives. The materials
reviewed in this research comprise the court’s verdicts issued between 1931 and 1940. In total,
69 martyrdom identification cases were adjudicated during this period. Given the extensive
scope of these cases, this article focuses on a representative selection of 36 cases from the
years 1931, 1933, and 1934. The remaining 33 cases from the other seven years are intended
to be examined in a separate future study. Furthermore, the fact that the decision cards of the
UAHM, which is the primary source used in this article, have been evaluated for the first time in
an academic study is regarded an important factor that adds originality to the study.
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Cases concluded in 1931

In 1931, six separate legal cases were concluded at the UAHM, filed by relatives of Usak-born
soldiers who had participated in either the First Balkan War or WWI and were believed to have
died as martyrs. These lawsuits sought official recognition of their martyrdom.

In one such case, F., the wife of B., a resident of Haci Hasan Neighborhood in Usak, submitted
a petition requesting that her husband be officially recognized as a martyr. Despite the
destruction of population registers during the Greek occupation, the court's investigation relied
on the testimonies of A, son of I, born in 1305 (1889), and A, son of H., born in 1306 (1890),
both from the village of Sevindikler. Based on their statements, the court concluded that B., born
in 1300 (1884), had served in the 8th Infantry Division, 22nd Regiment, 2nd Battalion, 1st
Company during the general mobilization and had been killed in action in 1332 (1916/1917)% by
a Russian bullet that struck his left chest at Kusura Pass, near Mosul.®

In another case, C. and A, the wives* of M.E.,°> son of B. from the Sivasli subdistrict,® petitioned
the court to amend an earlier decision dated April 29, 1930 (Case No: 752/653). The initial ruling
had acknowledged M.E.'s martyrdom but lacked a specific date and location, which the military
recruitment office considered essential. The petitioners requested that the year 1331 (1915) and
the location of Canakkale’ be officially recorded. The court, after reviewing the evidence,
determined that M.E., born in 1292 (1876/1877), had served in the 22nd Regiment, 1st Battalion,
1st Company and had died a martyr® at Sigindere in 1331, based on witness testimonies (UAHM,
Case No: 305, Verdict No: 122, March 29, 1931).

In a third case, F., the mother of S., a resident of Aybey Neighborhood, submitted a petition
requesting the recognition of her son’s martyrdom. Due to the loss of official military records®
from that period, the recruitment office could not confirm his death. However, based on
testimonies from S., son of H., born in 1307 (1891), who served in the 6th Corps, 2nd Telegraph
Battalion, 6th Company, and i., son of A., born in 1306 (1890), who served as an orderly to the
Battalion doctor, the court concluded that S. had died' from multiple wounds during a battle
with Serbian forces in the winter'" of 1328 (1912), in the Ruzgar Plain'? between Manastir and
Pirlepe, while serving in the 17th Rifle Regiment, 2nd Battalion (UAHM, Case No: 931/655,
Verdict No: 258, May 31, 1931).

Another case from Aybey Neighborhood involved a petition filed by S., the wife of H., son of KK,
who had served in the 7th Division, 21st Regiment, 3rd Battalion, 1st Company. According to the
petition, H. had died on September 28, 1331 (October 11, 1915), during a major engagement at
Sigindere', Canakkale, when struck by shrapnel from an enemy shell. S. presented two
witnesses: S., son of Y., born in 1311 (1895), and H., son of 0., both from Aybey Neighborhood.
However, inconsistencies in their testimonies—one placing H. in the 3rd Battalion, 1st Company,
the other in the 3rd Battalion, 3rd Company—led the court to reject the claim due to the

2 B. was 32/33 years old when he was martyred.

8 Usak Civil Court of First Instance (UAHM), Case No: 931/382, Decision No: 3, decision dated 17.01.931. Note: Since the decision
dates are given as the last three digits instead of four digits in the Court decision cards, which are the main source examined in the
study, the decision dates stated in the footnotes are given as three digits as in the original document.

4 Although a man was not allowed to marry more than one woman after 1926, when we look at the transactions regarding marriages
before this date, it is understood that this social issue was not ignored (Giinegilmez, 2023, p. 26).

5 Although polygamy was prohibited according to the Turkish Civil Code adopted on February 17, 1926, it is understood that
polygamy was seen before (Arikan, 2018, p. 203).

6 Today, it is a district of Usak (Megik et al., 2013, p. 57).

7797 martyrs were lost from Usak in the Gallipoli Battles (https://canakkalesehitleri.com).

8|t is understood that he was 38/39 years old when he was martyred.

9t is understood that the documents were burned as a result of the Greeks setting fire to official buildings and documents during
the Greek occupation of Usak (Ozgiray, 1997, p. 48).

91t is understood that he was 20/21 years old when he was martyred.

1t corresponds to the end of October.

21t is where the Ottoman Empire fought against the Serbs in the First Balkan War (Ahbab, 2015, p. 106).

18 The place in question is known as Zigindere today (Ozdemir, 2023, p. 21).
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contradictions and the lack of additional supporting witnesses (UAHM, Case No: 666, Verdict
No: 322, June 28, 1931).

In a separate case, M., a resident of Kamer Neighborhood, requested that the court recognize
his son M., born in 1308 (1892), as a martyr. According to the petition, M. had graduated from
school and joined the Balkan War as a ‘kiigiik zabit''4, serving in the 39th Infantry Regiment, 2nd
Battalion, 3rd Company near Manastir, where he was reportedly killed in action in October 1328
(1912). Witnesses included I. Efendi, a 39-year-old from Birhanfaki Neighborhood (Gengoglu &
Akkaya, 2019, p. 20), and K., a 56-year-old also from Usak, who testified to having seen M.
wounded and dying in a field hospital. However, the response from the General Staff noted that
the 5th Corps, not the 4th as the witnesses claimed, was present in the Manastir region at that
time. Given the lack of official records—destroyed in the interim—the petition was denied (UAHM,
Case No: 967, Verdict No: 557, November 29, 1931).

Finally, a petition was filed by S., wife of A,, from Aybey Neighborhood. She claimed that her
husband had been conscripted during the general mobilization and served in the 16th Division,
125th Regiment, Tst Battalion, 1st Company. He was said to have died a martyrin 1333 (1917)
while fighting on the Jerusalem Front. Although there was no official record of his death in the
civil registry, witnesses testified that A. had served with them in the same unit and had indeed
been killed on the Palestine-Jerusalem Front during that year. Upon inquiry, the Erkan-1 Harbiye
Riyaseti'® confirmed that the unit was active in the specified region at the stated time, and the
court ruled in favor of his recognition as a martyr (UAHM, Case No: 538, Verdict No: 636,
December 30, 1931).

As evident, four of the six cases adjudicated in 1931 resulted in the official recognition of
martyrdom, while two were dismissed. Of the dismissed cases, one concerned a soldier from
the Balkan War, and the other from the WWI. Among the six soldiers whose recognition was
sought, two had served in the First Balkan War, while the remaining four had participated in the
WWI.

Cases concluded in 1933

Fourteen separate cases filed by relatives of Usak martyrs who performed their military service
in the First Balkan War, World War |, the National Struggle and the following years for the
determination of martyrdom at the UAHM and concluded in 1933 have been identified.

In the petition submitted to the Court by the son of Martyr S.H. and his daughters F. and H. from
Hamidiye Neighborhood, it was requested that their father H. Efendi was conscripted in 330
(1914) and martyred in the battle that took place in Ganakkale Anafartalar Ortaburun Location
on August 22, 331 (September 4, 1915), while he was doing his military service in the 2nd
Battalion, 2nd Company of the 33rd Regiment of the 2nd Brigade, and that he be recorded in the
population as such. As a result of the examination it conducted, the court determined; With the
testimonies of the witnesses whose names are mentioned in the minutes, who were doing their
military service in the same regiment and battalion, who witnessed M. martyred in the unit
affiliated to the 6th Corps, and with the response letter dated 20 Kanunevvel 1932 and numbered
543-51019 from the General Staff Presidency, it was decided that H. was martyred (UAHM, Case
No: 933/83, Decision No: 6, 02.02.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by M.'s wife E. from Bolme Village'®; It was requested that
the Court determine that his son M. was martyred in the attack that took place on 11 April 331
(24 April 1915), while he was performing his military service in the 8th Division, 22nd Regiment,
2nd Battalion, 2nd Company, 2nd Squad in Sigindere, Canakkale, after being drafted immediately

4 The modern equivalent of Kii¢lik Zabit is ‘non-commissioned officer’ (Karakus, 2023, s. 167).

5 The current equivalent of the institution in question is the "Turkish General Staff" (Tirkmen, 2000, p. 632).
6 Today, it is a town of Usak (Onsekiz, 2021, p. 965)
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following the declaration of mobilization. As a result of the examination it conducted, the Court
determined; In the aforementioned unit affiliated with the 3rd Corps, M. was martyred due to a
Mauser bullet hit, and with the testimonies of the witnesses whose names were mentioned in
the minutes and the response letter from the General Staff, it was decided that M., born in 1307
(1891)", was martyred, that the population record be made accordingly, and that his property
be distributed among his heirs (UAHM, Case No: 81, Decision No: 72, 22.03.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by the wife H., son B. and mother H. of Martyr I.'s son M.
from the Karaagac Neighborhood's; I. It was requested that it be determined that his son M. was
martyred in the Balkan War while doing his military service in the 3rd Corps 8th Division 39th
Regiment 2nd Battalion 1st Company in the Battle of Yanya in the ‘Kanunlaray’'™ of 328
(Nizamoglu, 2014, 1-34). With a bullet to his chest in the battle with the Greeks in the Kanlitepe
Location of Bican Castle. As a result of the examination it conducted, the court determined the
following; The martyrdoms of H., the son of M., a fifty-year-old shoemaker from the Karaagac
Neighborhood, and H., the son of M., born in 99 (1883) from the same neighborhood, and
according to the response letter dated 18 July 932 and numbered 247-50458 from the
Presidency of the General Staff: . It was decided that his son M. would be a martyr (UAHM, Case
No: 933/68, Decision No: 102, 16.04.933).

In the petition submitted by N., wife of S.'s son I. from Kabaklar Village; it was stated that two
hundred liras of bonus were delivered to the Revenue Directorate through the Gendarmerie
Command after S.'s son I. was martyred in a clash that broke out while he was performing his
military service in the Gendarmerie Company. In addition, it was requested that the
determination of inheritance be made for Martyr I., his son R. and daughter F. and his father and
concubines. As a result of the examination conducted by the court; it was understood through
the testimony of the witnesses, the population record and the village certificate that i. from
Kabaklar Village was martyred in a clash with bandits on 27 Kanunevvel 932 and that his
inheritance went to his wife N, daughter F. and son R. and that he had no other heirs. According
to Articles 439 and 444 of the Civil Code, it was decided that two-eighths of the inheritance
would be given to his wife N., three-eighths to his daughter F. and the remaining three-eighths
to his son R. (UAHM, Case No: 933/750, Decision No: 116, 24.04.933).

In the petition submitted by F., wife of A, son of K. from Delihidirli Village; it was stated that A,
son of K., was conscripted during the mobilization. It was requested that the court determine
that he was martyred in Canakkale on February 14, 331 (February 17, 1916), while performing
his military service in the 1st Platoon, 3rd Battalion, 3rd Company of the 34th Regiment of the
12th Division. As a result of the examination conducted by the court; In the letter dated 30.04.933
and numbered 65901 sent by the General Staff, in which the martyrdom and opinions of K., son
of A. from the Nadirler Neighborhood of Givril?® and M., son of M. from the Bedirler?' Village, who
were performing their military service in the same regiment, Battalion and company whose
names are mentioned on pages 5, 6, 7 and 8 of the minutes kept on the subject, were asked, it
was decided that A, son of M., was martyred by a Mauser bullet while performing his military
service in Sittilbahir?? in Ganakkale in the mentioned unit affiliated to the 4th Corps in 331
(UAHM, Case No: 84, Decision No: 143, 17.05.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by A. son I. from Aybey Neighborhood, it was requested
that the court determine that his brother A. son M. was martyred while doing his military service
in Canakkale in 1331 (1915). According to the martyrdom of A, the son of M., and S., the son of
M., aged forty-five, from the Karaagac Neighborhood, who stated that they did their military

7 It is understood that M. was 23-24 years old when he was martyred.

18t is understood that it is the Karaagag District of Usak (Deniz, 2016, p. 71).

191t is understood that the date in question is between December 1912 and February 1913 (Sengdil, 2014, p. 127).
20 Today, it is a district of Denizli (Ceylan and Eskikurt, 2013, p. 123).

21tis a village in the Simav District of Kiitahya (http://simav.gov.tr/koylerimiz).

22|t is the place known today as Seddtilbahir.
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service in the same regiment, Battalion and Battalion with Martyr M., the son of A, and the
answer of the General Staff War History Council dated April 30, 1933 and numbered 190/50366,
it was decided that M., the son of A., was martyred in GCanakkale Sigindere on May 9, 331, while
performing his military service in the 2nd Battalion, 2nd Company, 22nd Regiment, 8th Brigade
of the 3rd Corps (UAHM, Case No: 112, Decision No: 172, 07.06.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by F. Hanim, the wife of Martyr S.% from the Kayl Village
of Banaz District; It was requested that the court determine that her husband A. and son S. were
martyred in the Kirte Front in Seddulbahir in 331 while doing their military service in the 2nd
Company of the 1st Battalion of the 2nd Regiment of the 8th Division of the 3rd Corps. As a
result of the examination it conducted; the court decided that S. was martyred in the Kirte Hill of
Canakkale in 1331 based on the martyrs of S,, son of M.A. from Saban?* Village and H., son of
H. from Kayl Village, was born 309 (1893) who stated that he was doing his military service in
the 3rd Company of the above-mentioned Corps, Division, Regiment and Battalion, and the
response letter from the General Staff Presidency (UAHM, Case No: 541, Decision No: 224,
12.07.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by O., the son of D. from the Kamer Neighborhood, it was
requested that the court determine that his son M.M. was martyred in the Van Front in 334
(1918), while performing his military duty in the 2nd Battalion of the 150th Regiment as a
Sergeant in the Ankara Sample Battalion, and that his comrades with whom he did military
service were martyred. As a result of the examination it conducted, the court determined that;
0.'s son M.M. was martyred in the clash between Sam and Maan? while performing his military
duty in the 48th Brigade, 2nd Battalion, 150th Regiment, 2nd Corps Guest Squadron, and that I,
the son of H.A. from the Hacihidir?® Neighborhood, who stated that he served in the same unit
as M.M., and the martyrdom of H., the son of M. from the Karaadac District, the martyrdom of
M.M. was decided to be a martyr with the response letter from the Civil Registry and Military
Service Department and the General Staff Presidency (UAHM, Case No: 417, Decision No: 279,
18.10.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by U., the mother of M. from the Karaagdag District; it was
requested that the court determine that her son A. was martyred by Russian artillery fire on the
Kotrik Mountain on the Mus Front while performing his military duty in the 3rd Corps 8th Division
8th Regiment Field Cebel Battalion 3rd Company 1st Artillery in the year 332 during the WWI. As
a result of the examination it conducted, the court ruled that; In the aforementioned petition, the
martyrdom of A., the son of M. from the Karaagac Neighborhood, who stated that he had done
his military service in the same place, and M., who was forty-eight years old, from the Aybey
Neighborhood, was decided that A. had been martyred based on the martyrdom record and the
response letter from the General Staff Presidency (UAHM, Case No: 495, Decision No: 278,
18.10.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by M., son of M. from Akse Village affiliated to Usak Center;
it was requested that the court determine that his son H. was martyred in 1332 on the Revandiz?’
Front while performing his military service in the 22nd Battalion, 3rd Company of the 8th Division
of the 3rd Corps, 22nd Regiment, and that he was conscripted into the army in the WWI with his
friends who had done their military service with him. As a result of the examination it conducted;
the court decided that A. was martyred in the battle with the Russians in 133328 based on the

2 While the name of the martyr was written as B. in the place indicated as "Defendant” in the decision card of the case, the name of
the martyr was stated as S. in the "Content of the Case" section below.

2 |tis a village in the Banaz District of Usak.

% |tis a settlement in Jordan (Karakdse and Abdalhamed, 2022, p. 260).

% |t is a settlement in the Salihli District of Manisa (Ceylan, 2012, p. 122).

2/ |tis a district of Erbil in Iraq (Sakin, 2010, pp. 133-152).

28 While the petition submitted by Martyr H.'s father M. stated the date of martyrdom as 1332, the Court ruled that H. was martyred
in 1333.
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martyrdoms of O., son of H. from Yapaglar? Village, who stated that he had done his military
service in the same place stated in the petition, and A., son of H. from the same village, and the
population record and the file from the General Staff Presidency (UAHM, Case No: 207, Decision
No: 276, 18.10.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by S., son of H. from Kudurkdl®° Village, it was stated that
his father, S.'s son H., was conscripted during the mobilization. It was requested that the court
determine that he was martyred on the Mosul Front while performing his military service in the
2nd Battalion 8th Company of the 52nd Regiment of the 8th Division of the 4th Army. As a result
of the examination conducted by the court; According to the martyrdom of H., son of M. from
Karacahisar®' Village and M., son of H. from Kudurkil Village, who stated that they did their
military service in the same company, and the answers given by the civil registry office and the
military branch on the subject, it was decided that H., son of S., was martyred by a cannonball
that hit him in the war with the Russians while he was doing his military service in the 6th
Company?®? of the 22nd Regiment, 2nd Battalion of the 8th Division, 4th Army on the Mosul-
Revandiz Front in 333 (UAHM, Case No: 153, Decision No: 284, 22.10.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by R. Hanim, wife of A. from Kayli*® Village; It was
requested that the court determine that her husband Y. and son A. were martyred by a bomb
thrown by the enemy at the guard post on the fifth of March 332 in the Felahiye Front in Iraq
while performing their military service in the 18th Corps 52nd Division 40th Regiment 2nd
Battalion 1st Company during the WWI. As a result of the examination it conducted; the court
decided that A. was martyred while performing his military service in the 7th Company of the
above-mentioned Corps, Division, Regiment and Battalion, based on the martyrdoms of the
persons whose names were stated in the minutes, the information obtained from the population
and the Presidency of the General Staff (UAHM, Case No: 779, Decision No: 304, 15.11.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by A., wife A. from Bolvadin Neighborhood, from Aybey
Neighborhood; Since it was learned from her friends with whom she had done her military
service that A,, who was born in 1320 and was doing her military service in Diyarbekir in the 1st
Company of the 7th Corps Construction Battalion, died in the Diyarbekir Hospital on 28 April
1928, it was requested that the situation be determined by the court and that the population
record be changed accordingly. As a result of the examination it conducted, the court
understood from the testimonies of the witnesses whose names were written in the minutes
that A. died in the Diyarbekir Hospital while doing her military service in the 11th Company?* of
the 3rd Battalion, 63rd Regiment, 17th Division of the 7th Corps. In addition, it was seen from
the population record of A. from the Armutlu Village of Cay Neighborhood of Bolvadin District,
who passed away, that he married A. Hanim from Aybey Neighborhood in 1926. It was decided
to correct® the population record accordingly (UAHM, Case No: 800, Decision No: 325,
19.11.933).

In the petition submitted to the Court by A, the son of H. from Sabah Neighborhood; it was
requested that the court determine that since his brother I. was missing in the Great War®® in
332, his property was inherited by his father H., since his father was also martyred by the Greeks

29 The current name of the village in the center of Usak is Yapagilar (Acar, 2018, p. 166).

30The current name of the village, which is affiliated to the central district of Usak, is Yesildere (https://www.usakport.com/usaktaki-
koylerin-eski-isimlerini-bliyor-musunuz).

31 ltis a village connected to the center of Usak.

32 As can be seen, although the names of the company in which the martyr served, as stated in the petition, are different from the
company names stated in the decision, there was no problem in deciding on martyrdom due to the data obtained. It has been
observed that similar decisions were made in other cases.

% |tis a village in the Banaz District of Usak (Koger, 2019, p. 65).

34 n the petition submitted to the court by A's wife A, it was stated that her husband A. was doing his military service in the 1st
Company, while in the decision given by the Court, it was stated that A. was in the 11th Company. From here, it is seen that the
number 1 was written by mistake in the decision given by the Court. Because in the petition submitted to the Court by A.'s wife A, it
was written as "First Company" and not with a number.

35 Although A. died while performing his military service, it was seen that there was no decision regarding A.'s martyrdom.

% |t is understood that the WWI is mentioned (Kdksal, 2020, pp. 1396-1422).
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on September 1, 1338 (1922)%, the inheritance from his father was inherited by his mother A.
and him, since his mother A. also passed away in 932, the entire inheritance was inherited by
him. As a result of the examination it conducted, the court determined; Since the testimonies of
the witnesses whose names are stated in the minutes, the certificate received from the place
where he is located and the information obtained from the population record and the
information provided by I. in his petition were understood to be correct, it was decided that the
entire inheritance of Martyr A. be transferred to his brother I. in accordance with Article 439 of
the Civil Code (UAHM, Case No: 848, Decision No: 358, 07.12.933).

As can be seen, out of the fourteen cases concluded in 1933, a martyrdom decision was given
in all ten cases where a martyrdom determination was requested. It was understood that ten of
the cases were for the martyrdom determinations that took place in the clashes of the WWI, five
of them took place on the Canakkale Front, three on the Irag Front, and two in Eastern Anatolia.
It was seen that one case was opened to determine the martyrdom that took place in Yanya®®
in the Balkan War. It was also determined that one case was related to the martyrdom that took
place during the Great Offensive of the National Struggle. It was understood that a total of three
cases were opened for the determination of the inheritance of the salary that was granted as a
result of loss or death while performing military service in different years. It has been determined
that one of the three cases in question was filed by the relatives of a man who had been missing
during the WWI in 1916/1917, another by a man who fell ill while doing his military service in
Diyarbakir in 1928 and died® in hospital. The last one was filed by the relatives of a man who
died as a result of a clash with bandits while serving in the gendarmerie unit in 1932.

Cases concluded in 1934

Sixteen separate cases filed by relatives of martyrs from Usak who fought in WWI were identified
and concluded in 1934,

In the petition submitted to the UAHM by M.’s wife A. from the Karaaga¢ Neighborhood of Usak,
she stated that she had been widowed because her husband was martyred in the military, she
was listed as “widow” in the old and new population registers, her salary was cut because the
neighborhood headman had erroneously listed her as married when she was allocated a salary
for herself and her daughter H., and since she could not engage in any work due to the
amputation of one of her legs, she requested that the court confirm her widow status so that
her salary could be reinstated. As a result of the examination it conducted; The plaintiff A''s
husband M., born in 1308, was martyred*® while performing military service on 16.12.331
(29.11.1915) and it was later determined that he did not join his husband, so the plaintiff's
request was accepted (UAHM, Case No: 37, Decision No: 13, 04.02.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by M.E.'s wife C., from Sivasli District; her husband, H.
requested that the Court determine that her son M.E. was martyred in Canakkale Sigindere in
1331 while doing his military service in the 2nd Company of the 22nd Regiment, 1st Battalion of
the 8th Brigade of the 3rd Corps during WWI. As a result of the examination it conducted, the
Court determined; M.E. was martyred by a shrapnel bullet in the mentioned year while doing his
military service in the mentioned unit, and his son M., who are forty-five years old, from
Hacimsultan' Village and A.'s son H. from Cinoglan“? Village, who stated that he was doing his
military service in the same battalion, testified. It was learned from the treasury that the martyr's
wife C. did not receive the salary given for the martyr's relative. In addition, since it was
understood from the document numbered 51294 dated 14th of Kanunsani 1933 and issued by

87 1t is understood that the incident took place during the Great Offensive, when the Greeks were passing through Usak while
retreating towards the Aegean Sea.

% |tis a city located on the Albanian border within the borders of today's Greece (Nizamoglu, 2013, p. 197).

%1t is understood that A. was 23/24 years old when he died.

0 |t is understood that he was martyred at the age of approximately 23.

41 Today, it is the Hacim Village of the Sivasli District of Usak.

42 Today, it is the Cinoglu Village of the Sivasli District of Usak.
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the General Staff Presidency that the unit to which the martyr was affiliated participated in the
war in the mentioned place on the mentioned date, it was decided that M.E., was martyred in
Sigindere in 1331 (UAHM, Case No: 77, Decision No: 67, 05.03.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by S.'s wife H. from Aybey Neighborhood; It was requested
that the Court decide that her husband S. was a martyr during the mobilization. As a result of
the examination conducted by the Court; it was understood that S. was martyred after being
wounded in the left side and killed during the bayonet fight that took place against the Russians
and Armenians on the right side of the town of Randaviz between Van and Bitlis in the autumn
of 332, while performing his military service in the 3rd Corps 8th Division 22nd Regiment 1st
Battalion 3rd Company, while performing his military service with his regiment on the battlefield
of Revandiz and Palye Front. Since the information that the military unit mentioned by the above-
mentioned persons participated in the Battles of the Revandiz and Palye Fronts from 9 May 332
to 28 March 333 was verified by the response numbered 741-51165 of the General Staff's War
History Council dated 11.02.933, it was decided that the plaintiff's husband M. and his son S.
were martyred (UAHM, Case No: 208, Decision No: 72, 10.03.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by A's wife F. from Akse Village, it was stated that her
husband was conscripted during the Great War, and it was requested that the court determine
that he was martyred in 331 while performing his military service. As a result of the examination
conducted by the Court; S., son of M., M., son of K.H. and A, son of H.M., who also from Akse
Village stated that he did his military service in the same unit, stated and testified that F. was
martyred by a Mauser bullet on Ganakkale Girte Hill** while performing his military service in
331 in the 3rd Corps 8th Brigade 22nd Regiment 2nd Battalion 3rd Company 3rd Platoon 3rd
Squad. It was understood from the information dated 14.12.933 and numbered 847-51292 from
the General Staff that the unit in question participated in the battles in and around Girte on the
specified date. It was also determined that the plaintiff did not receive a martyr's pension from
the treasury. As a result of these, the Court ruled that H.M.'s son A. was martyred on Canakkale
Girte Hill in 331 (UAHM, Case No: 95, Decision No: 98, 17.03.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by Martyr H.'s wife U. from Akse Village; It was requested
that the court decide that the husband was a martyr since it would be proven with the
documents to be received from the population registry and the military branch and the
testimonies of the witnesses that his husband was martyred while performing his military
service in the 2nd Battalion 4th Company of the 22nd Regiment of the 8th Division of the 3rd
Corps in 1331 in Kirte, Canakkale. As a result of the trial it conducted, the court determined that
it was written in the minutes that the husband of the plaintiff, H., his son H., was wounded by a
bomb dropped from an airplane in Sigindere, Canakkale while performing his military service in
the aforementioned place and military unit in 1337 and died on the ferry while being transferred
to Istanbul for treatment; in addition, the martyrdoms of H.'s son M., born in 302 (1886)** from
the same village, and H.'s son M., aged fifty-seven, who stated that they served in the same unit,
were seen. In addition, since it was understood from the response from the treasury that the
plaintiff did not receive a martyr's salary and from the document dated 7 Kanunsani 934 and
numbered 898-51372 from the General Staff, H.'s son H. was decided to be a martyr (UAHM,
Case No: 300, Decision No: 126, 22.03.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by H.'s wife F. from Samatlar Village, it was requested that
it be determined that her husband H. was martyred while performing his military service in 331.
As a result of the reasoning, the court ruled; Based on the testimony of M.'s son M., aged forty-
five, and M.'s son H., aged fifty-three, from the same village who stated that they were from the
same military unit as Martyr H., as well as the responses from the civil registry office, the
treasury department and the General Staff Presidency, it was decided that the plaintiff's

4 The place in question is known today as Algitepe Village of Eceabat District (Akalin, 2015, p. 1465).
41t is understood that he was forty-seven/forty-eight years old when the case was decided, and twenty-eight/twenty-nine years old
when the incident took place.
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husband H. was an infantry soldier in the 3rd Corps, 8th Division, 2nd Regiment, 2nd Battalion,
4th Company in 330, fought in Sigindere in 331, then went to Mosul and was martyred in the
battle that took place in Revandiz in 332 after being wounded by a Mauser bullet (UAHM, Case
No: 314, Decision No: 128, 24.03.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by Martyr I.'s son H. from Akse Village; It was requested
that the Court determine that his father i. was martyred in the war that took place in Revandiz in
June 333, while he was doing his military service in the 2nd Battalion 3rd Company 1st Platoon
of the 8th Brigade 22nd Regiment of the 3rd Corps. As a result of the trial, H.'s son A. from
Yapaglar Village, who stated that they did their military service in the same unit with I., and H.'s
son O., who is forty-six years old, from the same village, stated that they saw I. being martyred
by a cannonball in the year mentioned in the petition, on the ground and while they were doing
their duty together, at the beginning of August, and the supporting opinions were found in the
documents from the civil registry office, the military branch and the General Staff Presidency,
and I. was ruled to be a martyr (UAHM, Case No: 406, Decision No: 207, 21.04.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by M.'s wife C. Hanim from the Aybey Neighborhood; it
was stated that her husband M. was drafted into the army during the Great War and it was
requested that the Court determine that he was martyred by a cannonball on the Gaze Front in
331 while doing his military service in the 2nd Battalion 4th Company of the 8th Division of the
8th Artillery Regiment of the 2nd Corps. As a result of the examination it conducted, the Court
determined that the identities of the martyr M., whose names were written in the minutes, and
who declared that they had done their military service together with the martyr, i., who was
twenty-six years old and from the same neighborhood. Since it was understood that her son K.
and fifty-two-year-old son S. of H. were martyred and that her son M., who was with the 3rd
Corps, was martyred in the winter of the year specified in the petition, in the aforementioned
place, when a piece of shrapnel hit his chest while fighting against the British, C. decided that
her husband M. was martyred (UAHM, Case No: 302, Decision No: 292, 30.05.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by M.A's wife E. from Sarayalti Street in the Konakardi
District; it was stated that her husband A.'s son O. was conscripted into the army during the
mobilization and that he was seriously injured on the Revandiz Front in the Mosul Province while
doing his military service in the 2nd Battalion of the 22nd Regiment of the 8th Division of the 3rd
Corps and became a martyr while being treated in the Revandiz Hospital, and requested that he
be given a pension, as is done for the relatives of martyrs in this situation. As a result of the
examination it conducted, the court ruled that; The court rejected the plaintiff's request for salary
allocation, stating that it was beyond its authority since it was understood from the response
given by the civil registry that the plaintiff's husband, O., born in 1298 (1882), died of ‘zatelcelp®
in Revandiz on September 21, 334 (1918), and that it was a decision to be made by the Ministry
of National Defense, and that it was outside its authority (UAHM, Case No: 438, Decision No:
302, 03.06.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by the father of Martyr A. from Duzllce Village of Banaz
District; he stated that he could not receive the salary allocated to him from his martyr son
because he could not come to the central district due to his illness. He requested that the
salaries he could not receive be given to him. In the report dated 28.08.933 given as a result of
the examination of the Usak government physician, it was stated that the plaintiff was old, had
vision impairment in his left eye, rheumatism in his knees, and arteriosclerosis. It was stated
that he had a heart attack and was so ill that he had to lie in bed. In addition, the report dated
23.06.931 given by the village council of elders confirmed the information stated in the report,
the response given by the civil registry office regarding the issue stated that the defendant was
Martyr A's father and the witnesses stated in the minutes also testified on this matter.

45 The disease in question is pleurisy, which is a disease in which fluid accumulates in the lung membrane (OzI, 2014, p. 109).
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Thereupon, the Court ruled that A. should receive the salaries accumulated from 926 to 933
(UAHM, Case No: 688, Decision No: 342, 20.06.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by S., the wife of Martyr K. from Aybey Neighborhood; it
was stated that her husband K. was martyred in a counter-attack attack in Kirte village on May
22,3317 (June 4, 1915) while he was doing his military service in the 1st Battalion 2nd Company
2nd Platoon of the 22nd Regiment of the 8th Brigade. The Court requested that the Court
allocate a salary to her due to the decision made by the Court on 08.02.934 with the Docket
Number 76. The Attorney H. R. Bey, who was at the Court representing the Ministry of National
Defense, stated that the plaintiff should directly apply to the Ministry of National Defense for the
allocation of salary and that the Court did not have jurisdiction in this matter and therefore
requested that the case be dismissed. The Court stated that as a result of the examination it
conducted, it was decided that her husband K. was a martyr as a result of the documents shown
by the plaintiff, that there was no need to hear another case regarding the issue, and that it did
not have jurisdiction regarding the allocation of salary. In addition, since those who think that
their rights have been damaged regarding the issue should apply to the Council of State in
accordance with Article 19, paragraph A of the Council of State Law, it ruled to reject the request
of the plaintiff S. in accordance with Article 27 of the Code of Civil Procedure (UAHM, Case
Number: 735, Decision Number: 504, 21.10.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by the mother of Martyr A. from Karaagag Neighborhood,
G.; it was stated that the court ruled on 18.10.933 with the number 495, that her son Martyr A.
was martyred by a cannonball fired by the Russians on Kotrik Mountain on the Mus Front while
performing his military service in the 3rd Corps 8th Brigade 8th Regiment 3rd Battalion 1st
Company in the Artillery Field in 332. For this reason, the plaintiff applied to the Court once again
to be granted a salary. Thereupon, the Attorney General H. R. Bey, who attended the Court on
behalf of the Ministry of National Defense, requested that the plaintiff apply to the authority
related to the salary allocation since the Court did not have jurisdiction over this matter and for
this reason, the case be dismissed. As a result of the examination conducted by the Court; The
court stated that as a result of the documents presented by the plaintiff, it was decided that her
husband K. was a martyr, that there was no need to hear another case regarding the issue, and
that it had no authority regarding the salary allocation. In addition, since those who thought that
their rights were damaged in this matter were required to apply to the Council of State in
accordance with Article 19, paragraph A of the Council of State Law, it ruled to reject the request
of the plaintiff G. in accordance with Article 27 of the Code of Civil Procedure (UAHM, Case No:
736, Decision No: 507, 21.10.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by M., the son of Martyr O. from Kures Village; it was
requested that the court determine that his father M.’s son Martyr O. was martyred in the battle
with the Yezidis in the spring of 334 on Zencere Mountain near the Mosul Province while
performing his military service in the 22nd Regiment, 2nd Battalion, 1st Company of the 8th
Division during the WWI, since this would be proven by the martyrs’ testimonies of the people
who served in the same military unit. As a result of the examination conducted by the court; one
of the witnesses presented by the plaintiff, H., the son of I., aged fifty, from the same village,
stated that he served in the same place as Martyr O, that he was fighting with the
aforementioned people at the aforementioned place and time while O. was doing his military
service in the 6th Company. He was in the 7th Company, and that O. was shot with a bullet and
that he later saw O. dead. The other witness, M., the son of A, born in 1993 and also from the
same village, gave a statement along the same lines. In addition, the information stated in the
petition was proven correct with the document numbered 211-50381 and dated 14.06.934 from
the General Staff. In addition, in the response given by the Civil Registry Office on the subject, it
was stated that the heirs of the martyr were his wife Z. and his son, the plaintiff M. In the
response letter given by the Ministry of Finance, since it was determined that his heirs did not
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receive a salary for martyrdom, it was decided that O., son of M. from Kures Village, was
martyred (UAHM, Case No: 298, Decision No: 519, 28.10.934).

In the petition submitted to the Court by K., son of G. from Aybey Neighborhood; it was requested
that the Court determine, based on witness testimonies that his father G, originally from Gazi
Kemal Neighborhood of Gediz, was martyred in the battle against the British at the end of
September 1333 while he was a machinist in a flour factory in Tikrit under the command of the
18th Corps in the Mosul Province during the WWI. In the court held; the witness, M. son I., born
in 1292, from the same neighborhood; joined the army as a mobile gendarmerie in 1330 during
WWI, served in various locations, and that both the plaintiff and that he knew his father, that
after serving on different fronts he came to Tikrit, that he met with G. there, that he saw G. being
martyred in the war with the British at the end of 333, but that they could not bury G. because of
the violence of the war and that they retreated. The other witness, O.'s son H., forty years old,
stated that he was from Muhipler Village in Gediz, that they were sent to Tikrit together with the
father of the plaintiff, and that he saw G. lying on the ground as a martyr in the war with the
British. In addition, the information in the claim and the information in the statements of the
witnesses were confirmed with the document dated 31.05.934 and numbered 194-50357 from
the Presidency of the General Staff. In addition, since it was understood from the response letter
from the treasury that the plaintiff did not receive a martyrdom pension, it was decided that K.'s
father G. was martyred (UAHM, Case No: 80, Decision No: 566, 29.11.934).

Martyr M.'s wife A. from Bozkus Village stated in her petition to the Court that her husband was
drafted into the army during the Great War. She stated that she had applied for a salary to be
allocated to her in 1927, as in similar cases, because he was martyred on the Revandiz Front
while performing his military service in the 22nd Regiment 2nd Battalion 1st Company, but she
could not follow up on the outcome. Among the witnesses mentioned by the plaintiff A, H.'s son
H., aged forty-two, from Akse Village, stated that the plaintiff's husband Y.'s son M. were sent to
Bandirma, and that there M. was assigned to the 3rd Corps, 8th Brigade, 22nd Regiment, 2nd
Battalion, 1st Company, and 2nd Platoon. He was assigned to the 3rd Company. After staying
in Bandirma for six months, they were sent to Tekirdag, and then they went to Lileburgaz and
Canakkale Zigindere, and then they went to Cimentepe and fought for three months, and then
they went to Kirklareli in 331. After spending six months there, they went to Istanbul and from
Haydarpasa, they were sent by train first to Pozanti, and then to Aleppo, Mardin and Mosul, and
that M. was with him during this time. He stated that from here they passed through Erbil and
reached the town of Revandiz, and that M. was martyred by a bomb in a battle with the Russians
and Armenians in Revandiz in 333. The other witness, M., the son of O., thirty-nine years old from
Bozkus Village, stated in his statement that he was born in 311 and was sent to Bursa in 331,
that they went from Mudanya to Derince in 332, that they went by train to Pozanti, and from
there they went on foot to Adana, and then on foot to Islahiye, and from Islahiye they went by
train to Resulayn, and from there they reached Erbil via Mosul. Then, they were given command
of the 22nd Regiment. He stated that afterwards, the plaintiff's husband M. and he were together
in the same regiment and battalion, he was assigned to the 5th Company, after staying in Erbil
for 1.5 months, he saw an attack on the enemy in the vineyards near Revandiz, and that M. was
martyred by a bomb while fighting with the Russians and Armenians. With this information
obtained from the witnesses, together with the document numbered 273-50469 dated
12.07.934 from the General Staff, it was confirmed that the mentioned Battalion participated in
the war in Revandiz in 333, and from the response numbered 1695 dated 14.10.934 of the
Revenue Directorate, it was understood that the plaintiff did not receive a martyr’s salary, so it
was decided that M. was martyred (UAHM, Case No: 272, Decision No: 635, 29.11.934).

In his petition to the Court, O., son of I, from Sarayalti Street in the Aybey Neighborhood, stated
that as a result of his mother’s previous application to the Court, it was determined by the Court
with the testimonies of the witnesses that his father was martyred in the WW1 in Toprakhisar in
Romania while under the command of the 3rd Battalion 3rd Company of the 59th Regiment of
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the 26th Division of the 6th Army, that the document received from the Court was given to the
military branch for the necessary procedures to be carried out, but when the document was
somehow lost, he re-applied to the Court regarding the issue and stated that he learned that a
copy of the decision document was in the population registry, and that his request was to be
granted a martyrdom pension. The Ministry of National Defense intervened in the case and
requested that the case be dismissed because the Court did not have jurisdiction over the issue
of granting a pension. As a result of the examination conducted by the Court, the following;
Although it was determined with the decision numbered 615 dated 01.12.929 that the father of
the plaintiff, 1., was martyred, the court decided to reject the case because they were not
authorized to grant a salary (UAHM, Case No: 877, Decision No: 602, 13.12.934).

As can be seen here, since there are many cases filed from Aybey Neighborhood and Akse
Village, which was among the cases concluded in the same year, it can be concluded that both
many martyrs were given from the same villages and the relatives of martyrs in the same village
influenced each other in filing lawsuits. In addition, it was understood that all of the cases
concluded in 1934 were related to the clashes in the WWI and that a martyrdom decision was
given in ten of the sixteen cases identified. Of the martyrs identified, it was seen that two of them
were martyred while fighting against the Russians and Armenians in Zigindere, Canakkale,
Kirtetepe, Canakkale, one in the vicinity of the town of Randaviz between Van and Bitlis, three of
them were martyred while fighting against the Russians and Armenians in Mosul-Revandiz, one
against the British in Gaza, Palestine, one against the Yazidis in Zencere Mountain in Mosul, and
one against the British in Tikrit, Irag. It was seen that in one of the remaining six cases, while the
woman whose husband was a martyr was receiving a salary for her husband, it was stated by
the muhtar that it had reached the husband by mistake in the records, and that the salary that
had been cut off was re-allocated; in one, it was decided that the salary that had been granted
to her by her martyr's son but that she had not received because she could not go to the market
due to her illness would be given to her; in one, her husband’'s salary request was rejected
because he died of illness in Revandiz; and in three, the Ministry of National Defense intervened
and despite being a martyr, his salary request was rejected due to lack of authority.

Conclusions

The Ottoman State, which had existed for nearly six hundred years in Turkish history, was unable
to continue its existence after the WWI. The State of Turkiye was established after the collapse
of the Ottoman State. It was inevitable that a large number of martyrs and veterans would be
lost due to the chain of wars that took place for the existence of the new state. In this study,
thirty-six lawsuits filed with the UAHM by relatives and concluded in 1931, 1933 and 1934 for
the determination of the martyrs who died from Usak, which was occupied after the Armistice
of Mudros, were examined. It was seen that thirty of the thirty-six losses occurred during the
WWI, three during the First Balkan War, and one during the National Struggle. It was determined
that one of the losses in the following years occurred in 1928 as a result of illness, and one
during a clash with bandits in 1932.

It was observed that sixteen of the thirty-six people who were the subject of the lawsuits were
martyred while fighting within the borders of the Republic of Turkiye today, while sixteen were
martyred while fighting outside the borders. The places where the remaining two were martyred
were not specified. It was understood that the highest number of losses occurred during the
Battles of Canakkale, with twelve martyrs. The number of martyrs here constitutes one-third of
the total number of martyrs in the examined period. Approximately 797 martyrs were given from
Usak in the Battles of Canakkale alone. The number of military losses from Usak in the Great
War was 2,110 people. When the military losses from Usak on the Canakkale Front were
evaluated, it was determined that the rate of Usak's total losses in World War | was
approximately one-third. As can be understood from this, we had many martyrs and casualties
during the Battles of Canakkale. It has been determined that out of the sixteen Usak residents
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who were martyred outside the current country borders, ten lost their lives on the Iragi Front,
four in the Balkans and two in Palestine. Another finding is that almost half of the martyrs in the
examined period lost their lives outside our current borders. When the demographic structure
of Northern Irag was examined until it was invaded by the United States of America (US) in 2003,
it was seen that the Turkish population was high in the region. However, due to the undesirability
of Turkiye's influence in the region in terms of strategic importance and underground resources,
it has been determined that the demographic structure of Northern Irag was changed to the
detriment of the Turks with the US intervention. In light of these data, due to the examination
carried out in a limited time, it stands out as a remarkable finding that ten out of the thirty-six
martyrs given from Usak alone were martyred in Northern Iraq. In addition, it is also considered
a noteworthy issue that there are two martyrs from Usak in the Palestinian territories, where
tens of thousands of innocent civilians, mostly women and children, are being massacred before
the eyes of the whole world. Of the thirty-six cases examined, it was determined that the Ministry
of National Defense of the period intervened only in three cases concluded as of October 1934.
It is understood that the intervention of the Ministry in question was not related to the granting
of martyrdom status to the person in question, but to the process of granting a salary to the
person who was granted martyrdom status. The Ministry defends the view that the authority to
decide on granting a salary is the Ministry, not the Court. It requests that the relatives of the
martyrs who are plaintiffs apply to the relevant authorities within the Ministry for the granting of
a martyrdom salary. However, in similar cases seen before, it was observed that decisions to
grant a salary to those who were determined to be martyrs by the Court were implemented. In
all three cases in which the Ministry intervened, it was observed that the Court had no jurisdiction
to grant a salary to a relative of a martyr, in accordance with the request of the Ministry. Zekai
Apaydin, who was the Minister of National Defense during the period in which the research was
conducted, fought voluntarily on the Adana Front against the French and Armenian forces in the
National Struggle, served as an Adana Deputy in the First Grand National Assembly of Tdrkiye
that led the National Struggle, was among the delegates representing Ankara at the London
Conference held after the First Battle of inoni, and was an advisor at the Lausanne Conference
held after the National Struggle. For this reason, the reason why the Ministry of National Defense
intervened in the lawsuits filed in Usak in 1934 for granting a salary due to martyrdom was not
because Apaydin did not attach importance to the events during the foundation phase of the
country or the National Struggle. It is seen that some of the records in state buildings were also
burned due to the burning of Usak during the Greek occupation. Therefore, when the difficulties
experienced in obtaining the necessary documents in cases filed for determining the status of
martyrdom or to grant a salary are considered, it is concluded that the Ministry aims to prevent
unjust demands in cases brought to the courts. In addition, considering the difficulties
experienced in the process where the country was established after serious difficulties and was
trying to strengthen its own economy and political structure, it is understood that the additional
burden created by financial aid provided to undeserving individuals is undesirable. In addition,
the fact that the Ministry of National Defense has made a martyrdom decision in three of the six
cases it has intervened in since October 1934 shows that there is no question that the Ministry
wants a martyrdom decision to be given. In addition, it is evaluated that individuals living in
TUrkiye in the 1930s filed such cases to find some financial relief due to the economic difficulties
they were experiencing.

The fact that the decision cards of the UAHM, which are the main source used in this article,
have not been addressed in any previous study is considered an important element that adds
originality to the study. As a result of this study, it has been understood that many details in the
history of the foundation of the Republic of Turkiye that have not yet been considered and
examined. In this direction, the sons of the homeland who were lost in other cities of Anatolia
occupied after Mondros, in the First Balkan War, the WWI and the National Struggle can be
identified. It is anticipated that such studies will make important contributions to the subjects
of Turkish military history, Turkish political history and Turkish social history.
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Inceleme Makalesi Acik Erisim

Usak'ta sehitlik tespiti davalari (1931-1934)

ilker Bayram'
1 Bilecik Seyh Edebali Universitesi, Atatiirk ilkeleri Ve inkilap Tarihi Bolimd, Tiirkiye.

OZET

Tirk milleti; Birinci Balkan Harbi'nde, Osmanli Devleti’ nin varliginin sona ermesine sebep olan Birinci Diinya
Savasi’ nda ve sonrasinda Sevr Antlasmasi ile kendisine bigilen gomlegi kabul etmemistir. Bu dogrultuda
bagimsizlik micadelesi verdigi istiklal Harbi’ nde cok sayida sehit vermistir. Zamanin sartlari geregi aileler,
sehitlerinin tespitlerini ancak sonraki yillarda yaptirabilmislerdir. Calismaya konu olan sehitler, donemin Osmanli
cografyasinin tamaminda oldugu gibi Usak’ ta da gorilmustir. Bu dogrultuda Usak Asliye Hukuk Mahkemesi’
nin arsiv kayitlarinda yapilan incelemede kayitlarin 1931 senesinden itibaren var oldugu anlasiimistir. Davalarinin
igerigine ait dosyalarin zaman iginde imha edildigi 6grenilmistir. ilgili arsiv belgelerinden yalnizca mahkeme karar
kartonlarina ulasilabilmistir. Calismada sehitlerin tespiti ile ilgili davalarin 1931-1940 arasindaki her senede
neticelendigi gortlmdstdr. Bununla birlikte ulagilan belgelerin bir makalede incelenebilmesi mimkiin olmayan
sayida olmasindan dolayi; 1931° deki alt, 1933 teki on dort ve 1934 teki on alti dava olmak lizere toplam otuz
alti dava incelenmistir. Bunlardan yaklasik yarisinin giinimuz Tdrkiye Cumhuriyeti’ nin sinirlari disinda sehit
olduklari anlasiimistir. Karar kartonlarinda incelenen sehitlerden ikisinin ise nerede sehit oldugunun tespit
edilemedigi gordlmustur

ANAHTAR KELIMELER
Birinci Dlinya Savasi, Birinci Balkan Harbi, Milli Micadele, sehitlik, Turk askeri tarihi.

Giris

[l. Abdilhamid iktidarinda kismi rahatlama yasansa da 1800’lerin basindan itibaren Osmanli
topraklari garpismalarin yasandigi cografya halini almisti (Bilgin ve Kayabasl, 2022, s. 1635).
1815 senesindeki Viyana Kongresi'nde alinan “BiyUk Sark Sorunu” adi verilen kararin iceriginde;
Turklerin geldikleri yere yani Orta Asya'ya gonderilmesi hedefi mevcuttu. Bu hedefe bir baska
acidan bakildiginda “Sark Meselesi'nin  Anadolu'yu Turksuzlestirme gayesi tasidig
gortlmektedir.

Birinci Dunya Savasi'nin oncesinde Osmanli Devleti, Balkanlar'daki topraklarinin dnemli kismini
Balkan Savaslar’'nda kaybetmistir. Balkan Savaslarinda demiryollarinin gtvenligini saglamak
Uzere Usak Redif Taburu da gorevlendirilmistir (Karayaman, 2016, s. 426,427). Ayrica Usak,
Birinci Dlnya Harbi'nde 598 sehit*’ vermistir (Kostiikli, 2009, s. 9). Bunun yaninda Usak Askerlik
Subesinde tutulan kayitlara gore ayni donemde 1512 asker, sehitligin haricinde kabul edilen
sebeplerle vefat etmistir (Kosttkli, 2018, s. 23). Osmanli Devleti Birinci Dinya Savasi'ndan
Mondros Ateskes Antlasmasi ile ¢ekilmistir. 30 Ekim 1918 tarihinde imzalanan bu antlagsma,
Osmanli Devleti'nin askeri alan basta olmak Uzere tUm alanlarda ciddi kisitlamalarla karsi karslya
kalmasina neden olmustur. Bu durum, Ulke topraklarinin isgale acgik hale gelmesine yol agmistir.
Dolayisiyla, Mondros Ateskes Antlagsmasinin Osmanli Devletinin sonunu getirdigi sonucuna
ulasiimaktadir (Tavukeu, 2020, s. 306). Osmanli Devleti, Birinci Dinya Savas! ile dagilirken Gazi

47 Sehit kavrami glinimizde farkli kesimlerde farkli olarak algilanabilse de genel manada sehit; Allah igin, din ugruna, namusunu,
bayragini, vatanini korurken canini veren Mislimanlara denmektedir (Ayaydin, 2024, s. 13).
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Pasa liderliginde gergeklesen Milli Micadele neticesinde Tirkiye kurulmustur (Sadak, 1949, s.
449). Mondros Ateskes Antlasmasi sonrasinda Bati Anadolu'da isgal edilen yerlesim yerlerinden
biri olan Usak, hem isgal sirasinda hem de Yunan kuvvetlerinin geri ¢ekilisi esnasinda ciddi zarar
gormustur. Bu suregte, Yunanlilar tarafindan gergeklestirilen yakma ve yikma faaliyetleri,
bolgenin ekonomik ve sosyal dokusuna buyuk olglde zarar vermistir. Bu durum, isgalin bolge
halki Gzerindeki yikici etkilerini agikga ortaya koymaktadir (Bilgin&Yetik, 2018, s. 641). Sehrin
isgalden kurtariimasi maksadiyla Usak’ta bir kongre toplanmistir (Tutsak, 1995, s. 294). Bununla
birlikte isgal oncesinde, isgali onlemek maksadiyla Usak Hucum Taburu isminde milis birlik
kurulmustur (Kostikll, 2023, s. 54). Ayrica Usak'in, Mondros sonrasinda Yunanlilar tarafindan
isgal edilen Bati Anadolu'da us olarak kullanilan merkezlerden biri oldugu degerlendirilmektedir
(Ayaydin, 2024, s. 105). Bu durum da Usak'in ilgili ddnemde c¢ok fazla kayip veren sehirlerden
oldugunu gostermektedir. Usak halkihem isgal dncesinde hem isgal sonrasinda uzun yillar hem
maddi hem manevi buyuk ykimlara maruz kalmistir. Bu sureg, bolge halkinin ekonomik
kaynaklarini, sosyal yapisini ve psikolojik dayanikliligini ciddi sekilde etkilemistir. Bu durum,
isgalin ve sonrasindaki zorlayici kosullarin yerel halk tGzerindeki derin etkilerini agik bir sekilde
ortaya koymaktadir.

Verilen mucadeleler sirasinda sehit olan erlerin tespitinin sehit olan subaylarin tespitine gore
daha zor yapilabildigi anlasiimistir. Dolayisiyla bu ¢alismada incelenen 1930'lu yillarda, Usakli
vatandaslarin, yakinlarindan sehit olanlarin, sehitlik tespitlerinin yapilmasi igin mahkemelere
dava agctiklari gorulmektedir. Osmanli Devletinin Birinci Dunya Savasinda verdigi kaybin
tespitinin tam olarak yapilamamasi onemli sorunlar arasinda yer almaktadir. Bu sorunun
giderilmesi adina donemin Askeralma Bolge Baskanliklarinin tuttuklarn Gelen Evrak Defterleri'nin
onemli kaynaklar oldugu anlasiimistir (Kostikld, 2018, s. 20). Bu ve benzeri calismalar vesilesiyle
olusan tarih suuruyla, bolge insanlarinin topraklarina ve vatanina aidiyet hislerinin daha da
kuvvetlenecegi on gorilmektedir (Kostlkld, 2006, s. 205). Bununla birlikte Usak’taki sehitlerin
tespitinin yapilmasinda oldukca gucltk cekilmektedir. Bunun en buyuk sebebi ise Usak'in Yunan
isgali sirasinda yakilmasidir. Bu yanginda devlet binalari ve dolayisiyla buralarda bulunan resmi
kayitlarin gogu yanmistir.

incelenen donemdeki sehitlerin yakinlarinin 1930'larda agtiklar davalar ile bazi ayrintilara da
ulasildigr gortlmdstir. Bu calismada incelenen, Usak Asliye Hukuk Mahkemesinin (UAHM)
arsivindeki karar kartonlart 1931 senesinden itibaren baslamaktadir. Bunun sebebi ise bahsi
gecen seneden onceki belgelerin arsivde yer almamasidir. Bu calisma icin incelenen belgeler,
UAHM'nin 1931-1940 yillan arasindaki kararlarini kapsamaktadir. Belirtilen yillarda, incelenen
konu ile ilgili toplam altmis dokuz davanin karara baglandigi goridlmustar. Ancak tim kararlarin
tek bir calismada ele alinmasinin bir makalenin kapsamini asacak duzeyde genis bir alan
gerektirecegi goz onune alinarak, bu galismada yalnizca 1931, 1933 ve 1934 yillarinda konuya
iliskin karara baglanan otuz alti dava analiz ediimistir. incelenmeyen diger yedi yil icindeki toplam
otuz U¢ davanin ise ayri bir calismada ele alinmasi planlanmaktadir. Ayrica, bu makalede
kullanilan temel kaynak olan UAHM'nin doneme ait karar kartonlarinin ilk kez bir akademik
calismada degerlendirilmis olmasi, galismaya 0zgunluk kazandiran onemli bir unsur olarak
gortlmektedir.

1931 yilinda neticelenen davalar

Gerek Birinci Balkan Harbi'nde gerekse Birinci Dunya Savasi'nda mucadele etmis Usakl
sehitlerin yakinlar tarafindan sehitlik tespiti icin UAHM'de agilan ve 1931 senesinde sonuglanan
alti ayri dava tespit edilmistir.

Usak'in Haci Hasan Mahallesi'nden M. oglu B. karisi F.nin verdigi dilekgede; kocasi B.nin sehit
oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapiimasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme
neticesinde; 300 dogumlu (M. 1884/1885) B.nin vefatina dair bir kaydin var olup olmadidina
baktiklarinda doneme ait nufus kayitlarinin Yunan isgali sirasinda yakilmis olsa da; Sevindikler
Koyi'nden 1. oglu 305 dogumlu (M. 1889/1890) A.nin ve ayni kdyden H. oglu 306 dogumlu (M.
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1890/1891) A.nin sehadetleri ile B.nin seferberlikte Piyade 8. Firka, 22. Alay, 2. Tabur, 1. Bolik'te
askerlik vazifesini yaparken 332 senesinde (M. 1916/1917)* Musul'un Kusura Bogazi'nda
Ruslar tarafindan sol gogsine isabet eden bir mermi ile sehit olduguna karar vermistir (UAHM,
Esas No: 931/382, Karar No: 3, 17.01.931).%

Sivasli Nahiyesi'nden® B. oglu M.E.nin zevceleri®' C. ve A.nin®? verdigi dilekgede; 1292 dogumlu
(M. 1876/1877) kocalar M.E.nin sehit olduguna dair Mahkeme'nin verdigi 29.04.1930 tarihli ve
752/653 numarali kararda M.E.nin sehit oldugu tarih, yer bulunmamasindan ve askerlik subesi
tarafindan da sehit oldugu tarihin 6nemli olmasindan dolayi M.E.nin Canakkale'de® sehit oldugu
1331 senesinin, kararda belirtiimesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme'nin yaptigi inceleme neticesinde;
M.E.nin 22. Alay 1. Tabur 1. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken Sigindere’de 1331 senesinde
sehit olduguna®* sahitlerin sehadetleri ile karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 305, Karar No: 122,
29 Mart 931).

Aybey Mahallesi'nden H. zevcesi F.nin UAHM'ye verdigi dilekgede oglu S.nin sehit oldugunun
tespit edilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; ilgili doneme ait
belgelerin yanmasindan®® dolayi askerlik subesi tarafindan sehit oldugu bilgisinin verilemedigi
bu sebeple K.M. oglu 307 dogumlu (M. 1891/1892) S.nin askeriyedeki kaydinda vefat ettigine
dair bir bilginin olmadigi belirtilmistir. Bununla birlikte S.nin 6. Kolordu 17. Nisanci Alayi 2.
Tabur'da askerlik vazifesini yaparken Manastir ile Pirlepe arasinda Ruzgér Ovasi'nda®® 328
senesinin kis aylarinda®” Sirplarla yapilan muharebede gok sayida yerinden yaralanmasi tizerine
sehit oldugu®® 6. Kolordu 2. Telgraf Taburu 6. Bolik'te askerlik gorevini yaptigini belirten Usak’in
Sabah Mahallesi'nden H. oglu 307 dogumlu S. ve 17. Nisanci Alayr doktorunun emir eri oldugunu
belirten Aybey Mahallesi'nden olan halen Hacihasan Mahallesi'nde ikamet eden A. oglu 306
dogumlu i.nin sehadetleri ile Mahkeme, S nin 328 senesi kis aylarinda sehit olduguna karar
vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 931/655, Karar No: 258, 31.05.931).

Yine Aybey Mahallesi'nde bulunan, H. karisi S.nin yaptigi muracaatta kocasi K.K. oglu H.nin
seferberlikte askere alindigl, 7. Firka 21. Alay 3. Tabur 1. Boluk'te askerlik hizmetini yerine
getirirken 28 Eylil 331 (M. 11 Ekim 1915) tarihinde Canakkale'de Sigindere'de® gerceklesen
meydan muharebesinde disman tarafindan atilan top sarapnel parcasi ile sehit oldugu
belirtilmistir. S. Hanim bu iddiasina yine Aybey Mahallesi'nden Y. oglu 1311 dogumlu (M.
1895/1896) S.yi ve ayni mahalleden O. oglu H.yi sahit gostermistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme
neticesinde; sahit olarak gosterilen Y. oglu S.nin, Sehit H.nin 3. Tabur 1. Boluk'te oldugunu
belirtmesi, diger sahit O. oglu H. ise H.nin 3. Tabur 3. Bolik'te askerlik vazifesini yaptigini
belirtmesi, yani iki sahidin birbirleriyle ortismeyen beyanatlar vermesi, S. Hanim'in basgka bir
sahidinin bulunmamasl sebepleriyle davanin reddine karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 666,
Karar No: 322, 28.06.931).

Kamer Mahallesi'nden M.nin yaptigi miracaatta; oglu 1308 dogumiu (M. 1892/1893) M.nin
okulunu bitirdikten sonra Balkan Harbi'ne kigik zabit®® olarak istirak ettigi Manastirda 39.

48 B. sehit oldugunda 32/33 yaslarindadir.

49 Caligmada incelenen ana kaynak olan mahkeme karar kartonlarinda karar tarihi belirtilirken dort rakam olarak degil son (¢ rakami
verildiginden belirtilen karar tarihleri belgenin aslindaki gibi tig rakamli verilmistir.

0 Glintimizde Usak'a bagli bir ilgedir (Megik vd., 2013, s. 57).

5117 Subat 1926 tarihinde kabul edilen Tirk Medeni Kanunu'na gore gok eslilik yasaklanmigsa da 6ncesinde gok esliligin gortldigu
anlagiimaktadir (Arikan, 2018, s. 203).

521926 senesinden sonra bir erkedin birden fazla kadin ile evlenmesine izin veriimese de bu tarihten onceki evlilikler ile ilgili
muamelata bakildiginda bu sosyal vakanin gormezden gelinmedigi anlagiimaktadir (Glinegilmez, 2023, s. 26).

% Usak'tan Ganakkale Muharebeleri'nde yitirilen evlat sayisi 797'dir (https://canakkalesehitleri.com).

54 Sehit oldugunda 38/39 yaslarinda oldugu anlasiimaktadir.

% Yunanlilarin Usak'i isgali sirasinda Yunanlilar tarafindan resmi binalarin ve belgelerin atese verilmesi sonucunda belgelerin yandigi
anlasiimaktadir. (Ozgiray, 1997, s. 48).

% Osmanli Devleti Birinci Balkan Harbi'nde Sirplara kargl micadele ettigi yerdir (Ahbab, 2015, s. 106).

571912 senesinin Ekim ayinin sonlarina karsilik gelmektedir.

% S.nin sehit oldugunda 20/21 yaslarinda oldugu anlasiimaktadir.

% Bahsi gegen yer giiniimiizde Zigindere olarak bilinmektedir (Ozdemir, 2023, s. 21).

0 Kiiglik Zabit'in glinimuzdeki karsiligi “Astsubaylik"tir (Karakus, 2023, s. 167).
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Piyade Alay 2. Tabur 3. Bollkte askerlik vazifesini yaparken 328 senesinin Tesrinievvel ayinda
(M. Ekim/Kasim 1912) sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapiimasi talep
edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptidi inceleme neticesinde; Birhanfaki Mahallesi'nden (Gengoglu ve
Akkaya, 2019, s. 20) A. oglu 39 yasinda i. Efendi'nin, M. oglu Sehit M. ile 1328 senesinde (M.
1912/1913) Balkan Muharebesi'nde bahsi gegen askeri birlikte Manastir civarinda Sirplar ile
yapilan muharebede kursun isabet etmesi Uzerine sehit olduguna sahitlik etmesi ve ayrica M.
oglu 56 yasindaki K.nin de Sehit M.nin sehit oldugunu, bahsi gegen yerde sargr mahallinde
gordugunu belirtmesine ragmen Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden konu ile ilgili gelen
cevapta; 1328 senesinde Manastir civarinda 5. Kolordu'nun bulundugunun, sahitlerin sehadet
ettikleri 4. Kolordu'nun bahsi gecen yerde bulunmadiginin belirtiimesi ve ilgili kayitlarin
yanmasindan dolayr sehit oldugu iddia edilen M.nin sehit olup olmadigina dair kaydin
bulunmadiginin ifade edilmesi tzerine M.nin sehit olduguna dair tespit talebi reddedilmistir
(UAHM, Esas No: 967, Karar No: 557,29.11.931).

Aybey Mahallesi'nden A. karisi S.nin yaptigi miracaatta kocasl A.nin seferberlikte askere alindigi
belirtiimis ve 16. Firka 125. Alay 1. Tabur 1. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken Kudus
Cephesi'nde 1333 senesinde (M. 1917) sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi
talep edilmistir. Mahkeme; nifusta A.nin sehit olduguna dair kayit olmadigini 6grenmisse de A.
ile ayni yerde askerlik yaptiklarini belirten sahitler, A.nin bagl bulundugu birligin 1333 senesinde
Filistin-Kudus Cephesi'nde bulunduguna ve A.nin orada sehit olduguna sahitlik etmislerdir.
Erkan-1 Harbiye Riyasetine®' konu ile ilgili danisiimasi tizerine gelen cevapta; bahsi gegen askeri
birligin belirtilen tarihlerde Filistin ve Kudus civarinda oldugu anlasildigindan, Mahkeme A.nin
sehitligine karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 538, Karar No: 636, 30.12.931).

Goruldugu tzere 1931 senesinde neticelenen alti davadan dordinde sehitlik karari verilmistir.
Ikisinde ise davanin reddine karar verilmistir. Reddedilenlerden biri Balkan Harbi'ne digeri ise
Cihan Harbi'ne istirak ettikleri anlasiimistir. Sehitlik tespiti yapilmasi istenen alti askerin ikisinin
Birinci Balkan Harbi'ne dordtnun ise Birinci Dunya Savasi'nda istirak ettikleri gortlmastur.

1933 senesinde sonuglanan davalar

Birinci Balkan Harbi'nde, Birinci Dunya Savasi'nda, Milli Micadele'de ve sonraki yillarda askerlik
vazifesini yapan Usakli sehitlerin yakinlari tarafindan sehitlik tespiti icin UAHM'de agilan ve 1933
senesinde sonuglanan on dort ayri dava tespit edilmistir.

Hamidiye Mahallesi'nden Sehit S. oglu H. kizlari F. ve H.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede;
pederleri H. Efendi'nin 330 (M. 1914/1915) senesinde silahaltina alinarak 2. Firka 33. Alay 2.
Tabur 2. Bolik'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken 22 Agustos 331 tarihinde (M. 4 Eylil 1915)
Canakkale Anafartalar Ortaburun Mevkii'nde gerceklesen muharebede kendisine isabet eden bir
bomba ile sehit oldugunun tespitinin yapiimasi ve nifusa da bu sekilde kaydedilmesi talep
edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; 6. Kolordu'ya bagl bahsi gegen birlikte M.nin
sehit oldugunu goren ayni firka ve taburda askerlik vazifesini yapan, zabitnamede isimleri gegen
sahitlerin sehadetleri ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen 20 Kanunuevvel 1932
tarihli ve 543-51019 numarali cevabi yazi ile H.nin sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas
No: 933/83, Karar No: 6, 02.02.933).

hemen ardindan oglu M.nin, askere sevk edilmesinden sonra Ganakkale Sigindere’de 8. Firka 22.
Alay 2. Tabur 2. Bollk 2. Manga'da askerlik vazifesini yaparken, 11 Nisan 331 (M. 24 Nisan 1915)
tarihinde meydana gelen taarruzda sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapiimasi
talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; 3. Kolordu'ya bagl bahsi gegen birlikte
M.ye mavzer mermisi isabeti sebebiyle sehit oldugunu goren ayni firka, alay ve taburda askerlik
vazifesini yapan, zabitnamede isimleri gecen sahitlerin sehadetleri ve Erkan-i Harbiye-i Umumiye

61 Bahsi gegen kurumun bugtinki karsiligi “Genel Kurmay Bagkanlidi"dir (Ttrkmen, 2000, s. 632).
62 GlinimUzde Usak’a bagli bir beldedir (Onsekiz, 2021, s. 965).
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Riyasetinden gelen cevabi yazi ile 1307 (M. 1891/1892) dogumlu®® M.nin sehit olduguna, nifus
kaydinin buna gore yapillmasina, mallarinin mirasgilari arasinda paylastirimasina karar
verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 81, Karar No: 72, 22.03.933).

Karagag Mahallesinden® Sehit I. oglu M.nin zevcesi H., oglu B. ve validesi H.nin Mahkeme'ye
verdigi dilekgede; I. oglu M.nin Balkan Muharebesi'nde silahaltina alindigi 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 39.
Alay 2. Tabur 1. Bollk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken 328 senesi Kanunlaray’'nda® Yanya
Muharebesi'nde (Nizamoglu, 2014, 1-34) Bican Kalesi'nin Kanlitepe Mevkii'nde Yunanlilar ile
yapilan savasta gogsune gelen kursun ile sehit oldugunun tespitinin yapilmasi talep edilmistir.
Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; Karagac Mahallesi'nden 50 yasindaki kunduraci M. oglu
H. ve ayni mahalleden 99 (M. 1883/1884) dogumlu H. oglu M.nin sehadetleri ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-
i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen 18 Temmuz 932 tarihli ve 247-50458 numarali cevabi yaziya gore
I. oglu M.nin sehitligine karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 933/68, Karar No: 102, 16.04.933).

Kabaklar Kéyi'nden S. oglu I.nin karisi N.nin verdigi dilekgede; S. oglu I.nin Jandarma Boligunde
askerlik vazifesini yaparken c¢ikan carpisma sonucunda sehit olmasi uzerine iki yluzer lira
ikramiyenin Jandarma Komutanligi vasitasiyla Mal Mudurlugtne teslim edildigi belirtiimigtir.
Ayrica Sehit I. oglu R. ve kizi F. ve babasi ile cariyelerine yonelik veraset tespitinin yapiimasi talep
edilmistir. Mahkeme'nin yaptidi inceleme neticesinde; Kabaklar Koyi'nden i.nin 27 Kanunuevvel
932 tarihinde eskiya ile gatismada sehit olarak verasetinin karisi N., kizi F. ve oglu R.ye kaldig
baska varisi bulunmadi§l sahitlerin sehadeti, nifus kaydi ve koy ilmihaberi vasitasiyla
anlasiimistir. Medeni Kanun'un 439. ve 444. maddeleri geredi mirasin sekizde ikisinin karisi N.ye,
sekizde Ugunun kizi F.ye ve kalan sekizde Ugunun de oglu R.ye verilmesine karar verilmistir
(UAHM, Esas No: 933/750, Karar No: 116, 24.04.933).

Delihidirll Koyl'nden K. oglu A.nin zevcesi F.nin verdi§i dilekcede; K. oglu A.nin seferberlikte
silahaltina alindigr belirtilmis, 12. Firka 34. Alay 3. Tabur 3. Boltk 1. Takim'da askerlik vazifesini
yaparken 14 Subat 331 tarihinde Canakkale'de sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin
yapilmasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme'nin yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; konu ile ilgili tutulan
zabitnamenin 5., 6., 7. ve 8. sayfalarinda adlari gegen ayni firka, alay, tabur ve bolikte askerlik
M.nin sehadetleri alinmistir. Ayrica gorusleri sorulan Erkan-i Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinin
gonderdigi 30.04.933 tarihli ve 65901 numarali yazi ile M. oglu A.nin 4. Kolordu'ya bagh olan
belirtilen birlikte 331 senesinde Ganakkale'de Sittilbahir'de®® askerlik vazifesini yaparken mavzer
mermisi ile sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 84, Karar No: 143, 17.05.933).

Aybey Mahallesi’nden A. oglu I'nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; kardesi A. oglu M.nin 1331 (M.
1915/1916) senesinde Canakkale'de askerlik vazifesini yapmaktayken sehit oldugunun
Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi talep edilmistir. A. oglu Sehit M. ile ayni firka, alay ve taburda
askerlik yaptiklarini belirten Karaagag Mahallesi'nden 45 yasindaki M. oglu A.nin ve M. oglu S.nin
sehadetleri ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Harp Tarihi Encumen Riyasetinin 30 Nisan 933 tarihli
ve 190/50366 numarali cevabi ile A. oglu M.nin, 9 Mayis 331 (M. 22 Mayis 1915) tarihinde 3.
Kolordu 8. Firka 22. Alay 2. Tabur 2. BolUk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken Canakkale Sigindere’'de
sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 112, Karar No: 172, 07.06.933).

.....

kocas! A. oglu S.nin 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 22. Alay 1. Tabur 2. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken
331 senesinde Seddtlbahir'de Kirte Cephesi'nde sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin

% M.nin sehit oldugunda 23/24 yaslarinda oldugu anlasiimaktadir.

64 Belgede Karagag olarak ismi gegen mahalle glinimuzde Usak'a badli Karaagag Mahallesi olarak bilinmektedir (Deniz, 2016, s. 71).
65 Kanunuevvel (Aralik/Ocak) ve Kanunusani (Ocak/Subat) aylardan bahsedildigi anlaglimaktadir. Bahsi gegen tarihin Aralik 1912 ile
Subat 1913 tarihleri arasinda oldugu anlasiimaktadir (Sengil, 2014, s. 127).

% Glnldmuzde Denizli'nin bir ilgesidir (Ceylan ve Eskikurt, 2013, s. 123).

57 Kiitahya'nin Simav llgesi'ne bagh bir koydtir (http://simav.gov.tr/koylerimiz).

%8 Glndmuzde Seddulbahir olarak bilinen yerdir.

69 Davanin karar kartonunda “Miiddei” olarak belirtilen yerde sehit ismi olarak B. yazilmisken altta yer alan “Davanin igerigi” kisminda
sehidin ismi S. olarak belirtilmistir.
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yapilmasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; yukarida belirtilen Kolordu,
Firka, Alay ve Taburun 3. Boligi'nde askerlik vazifesini yaptigini belirten Saban Koyi'nden’® M.A.
oglu S. ve Kayl Koyt’'nden H. oglu 309 (M. 1893/1894) dogumlu H.nin sehadetleri ve Erkan-i
Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen cevabi yazi ile S.nin Ganakkale Kirte Tepesi'nde 1331
senesinde sehit olduguna karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 541, Karar No: 224, 12.07.933).

Kamer Mahallesinden D. oglu O.nun Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilek¢ede; oglu M.M.nin Ankara
Numune Taburu'nda Sercavus oldugu seferberlikte, 150. Alay 2. Tabur'da askerlik vazifesini
yerine getirirken, birlikte askerlik yaptigi arkadaslarinin sehadetleri ile 334 senesinde Van
Cephesi'nde sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapilmasi talep edilmistir.
Mahkeme gerceklestirdigi inceleme neticesinde; O. oglu M.M.nin 2. Kolordu Musafir 62. Firka
Asil 48. Firka 150. Alay 2. Tabur 4. Makineli Tlfek Bolugu'nde askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken
Sam ile Maan’" arasindaki muharebe sirasinda neticesinde sehit disttigline kanaat getirmistir.
Bu sonuca; M.M. ile ayni birlikte askerlik yaptigini belirten Hacihidir Mahallesi'nden’? H.A. oglu .
ve Karaga¢ Mahallesinden M. oglu 50 yasindaki H.nin sehadetleri, ilgili nufus ve askerlik
subelerinden alinan bilgiler ile Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gonderilen resmi yazi
delil teskil etmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 417, Karar No: 279, 18.10.933).

Karagag Mahallesinden M. validesi U.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; oglu A.nin Harb-i
Umumi'de 332 senesinde 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 8. Alay Sahra Cebel Taburu 3. Bolik 1. Topgu'da
askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken Mus Cephesi'nde Kotrik Dagr'nda Ruslarin top atesi ile sehit
oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapiimasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme
neticesinde; bahsi gecen dilekcede belirtilen ayni yerde askerlik yaptigini belirten Karagac
Mahallesi'nden M. oglu A. ve Aybey Mahallesi'nden 48 yasindaki M.nin sehadetleri, nifus kaydi
ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen cevap yazisi ile Anin sehit olduguna karar
vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 495, Karar No: 278, 18.10.933).

Usak Merkeze bagli Akse Koyu'nden M. oglu M.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; oglu H. ile
birlikte askerlik yapip da geri donen arkadaslarinin sehadetiyle Harb-i Umumi'de silahaltina
alindigi 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 22. Alay 2. Tabur 3. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken
Revandiz Cephesi'nde’® 332 senesinde sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin
yapiimasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptidi inceleme neticesinde; bahsi gecen dilekcede
belirtilen ayni yerde askerlik yaptigini belirten Yapaglar Kéyi'nden” H. oglu O. ve ayni kdyden H.
oglu A.nin sehadetleri, ntfus kaydi ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen dosya ile
A.nin Ruslarla gergeklesen muharebede 1333 senesinde’® sehit olduguna karar vermistir
(UAHM, Esas No: 207, Karar No: 276, 18.10.933).

Kudurkdl Koyd'nden”® H. oglu S.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; pederi S. oglu H.nin
seferberlikte silahaltina alindigi belirtilmis, 4. Ordu 8. Firka 52. Alay 2. Tabur 8. BolUk'te askerlik
vazifesini yaparken Musul Cephesinde sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin
yapilmasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme'nin yapti§l inceleme neticesinde; ayni bollkte askerlik
yaptiklarini belirten Karacahisar Kéyid'nden’” M. oglu H.nin ve Kudurkdl Koyi'nden H. odlu M.nin
sehadetleri ve konu ile ilgili nifus memurlugu ve askerlik subesinin verdigi cevaplar ile S. oglu
H.nin 333 senesinde Musul Revandiz Cephesi'nde 4. Ordu, 8. Firka, 22. Alay 2. Tabur 6. Bolik'te’®

70 Usak'in Banaz ilgesi'ne bagl bir koyddir.

71 Urdiin'e bagl bir yerlesim yeridir (Karakdse ve Abdalhamed, 2022, s. 260).

72 Manisa'nin Salihli ligesi'ne bagli bir yerlesim yeridir (Ceylan, 2012, s. 122).

73 |rak’ta Erbil'e bagl bir ilgedir (Sakin, 2010, s. 133-152).

74 Usak merkeze bagli kdyin gtinimuizdeki adi Yapagilar'dir (Acar, 2018, s. 166).

75 Sehid H.nin babasi M.nin verdigi dilekgede sehadet tarihi 1332 olarak belirtilirken Mahkeme H.nin 1333 senesinde sehit olduguna
karar vermistir.

76 Usak'in merkez ilgesine badli olan koyin gintmizdeki adi Yesildere'dir (https://www.usakport.com/usaktaki-koylerin-eski-
isimlerini-biliyor-musunuz).

77 Usak merkeze bagli bir koyddr.

78 Gordildiugu tzere dilekgede belirtilen, sehidin gorev yaptigi bolik ile kararda belirtilen bolik isimleri farkli olmasina ragmen elde
edilen veriler sebebiyle sehitlige karar verilmesinde bir beis gortlmemistir. Buna benzer kararlarin diger davalarda da alindig
gordlmustar.
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askerlik vazifesini yaparken Ruslarla meydana gelen harpte isabet eden top mermisi ile sehit
olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 153, Karar No: 284, 22.10.933).

Kayl Koyi'nden’® A. karisi R. Hanim'in Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; kocasi Y. oglu A.nin Harb-
i Umumi'de 18. Kolordu 52. Firka 40. Alay 2. Tabur 1. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken Irak'ta
Felahiye Cephesi'nde 5 Mart 332 tarihinde (18 Mart 1916) nobet mahallinde diisman tarafindan
atilan bomba ile sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapiimasi talep edilmistir.
Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; zabitnamede isimleri belirtilen kisilerin sehadetleri,
nufustan ve Erkan-1 Harbiye Riyasetinden alinan bilgiler ile A.nin, yukarida belirtilen Kolordu, Firka,
Alay ve Tabur'da 7. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken sehit olduguna karar vermistir (UAHM,
Esas No: 779, Karar No: 304, 15.11.933).

Aybey Mahallesi'nden Bolvadinli A. karisi A.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; kocasl 1320 (M.
1904) dogumlu A.nin Diyarbekirde 7. Kolordu insaat Taburu 1. Bollkte askerlik vazifesini
yapmaktayken 28 Nisan 928 tarihinde Diyarbekir®® Hastanesi'nde 6ldigu®' askerlik yaptigi
arkadaslarindan ogrenilmis oldugundan durumun Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi ve niifus
kaydinin buna gore degistirilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptidi inceleme neticesinde; A.nin
7. Kolordu 17. Firka 63. Alay 3. Tabur 11. Boluk'te®? askerlik vazifesini yaparken Diyarbekir
Hastanesinde vefat ettigi zabitnamede isimleri yazilan sahitlerin sehadetleri ile anlasiimistir.
Ayrica vefat eden Bolvadin Kazasl Cay Mahallesi Armutlu Koyl'nden A.nin nifus kaydindan,
Aybey Mahallesi'nden A. Hanim ile 1926 senesinde evlendikleri gorilmus ve nifus kaydinin da
bu dogrultuda duzeltiimesine® karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 800, Karar No: 325, 19.11.933).

Sabah Mahallesinden H. oglu A'nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; 332 (M. 1916/1917)
senesinde Biyuk Harp'te® kardesi I.nin kayip oldugu igin mal varliginin babasi H.ye kaldiginin,
babasinin da 1 Eyldl 1338 (M. 1 Eylil 1922) tarihinde® Yunanlilar tarafindan sehit edilmesi
sebebiyle babasindan kalan mirasin validesi A. ile kendisine kaldiginin, validesi A.nin da 932
senesinde vefat etmesi sebebiyle tim mirasin kendisine kaldiginin Mahkeme tarafindan
tespitinin yapilmasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; zabithamede
isimleri belirtilen sahitlerin sehadetleri, bulundugu yerden alinan iimuihaber ve nifus kaydindan
ogrenilen bilgi ile I.nin dilekgesinde belirttigi bilgilerin dogrulugu anlasiimis oldugundan Medeni
Kanun'un 439. maddesi geregi tim mirasin Sehit A. kardesi i.ye devredilmesine karar vermistir
(UAHM, Esas No: 848, Karar No: 358, 07.12.933).

Goruldugu uzere 1933 senesinde neticelenen, sehitlik tespiti talep edilen 14 davadan 10'unda
sehitlik karar verilmistir. Davalardan 10'u Birinci Cihan Harbi'ndeki garpismalarda gerceklesen
sehitlik tespitleri icin oldugu, bunlardan 5'inin Canakkale Cephesi'nde, 3'Unun Irak Cephesi'nde,
2'sinin ise Dogu Anadolu’da gergeklestigi anlasiimistir. 1 davanin Balkan Harbi'nde Yanya'da®
gerceklesen sehitligin tespiti igin acildigi gordlmustdr. Ayrica 1 davanin da Milll Mucadele'de
Buyuk Taarruz sirasinda gergeklesen sehitlik ile ilgili oldugu tespit edilmistir. Toplam 3 davanin
farkl yillarda askerlik vazifesini yaparken yasanan kayip veya 6lim neticesinde baglanan maasin
veraset tespiti i¢in agildigl anlasiimistir. Bahsi gecen 3 davadan 71'inin Birinci Dunya Savasl
sirasinda 1916/1917 vyillarinda kendisinden haber alinamayan, digerinin 1928 senesinde
Diyarbakirda askerlik vazifesini yaparken hastalanan ve hastanede 6len, sonuncusunun ise
1932 yilinda jandarma birliginde gorev yaparken eskiya ile yasanan c¢atisma sonucunda vefat
eden kisinin yakinlari tarafindan acildigi tespit edilmistir.

79 Usak'in Banaz ligesi'ne bagli bir kdydtir (Koger, 2019, s. 65).

80 Buglinki Diyarbakir'in o donemde anildigi hali oldugu anlasiimaktadir (Malay, 2006, s. 143-158).

81 A.nin vefat ettiginde 23/24 yaslarinda oldugu anlasiimaktadir.

82 A, karisi A.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede kocasi A.nin 1. Bollk'te askerlik vazifesini yaptigi belirtiimisken Mahkeme'nin verdigi
kararda A.nin 11. Bolik'te bulundugu belirtilmistir. Buradan Mahkeme'nin verdigi kararda bir tane 1 rakaminin yanliglikla yazilma
ihtimali gortlmektedir. ClinkU A. karist A nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede “Birinci BolUk” olarak yazilmis, rakam ile yazilmamistir.
83 A askerlik vazifesini yaptigi sirada 6lse de A.nin sehitligine dair herhangi bir kararin olmadigr gortlmustdir.

84 Birinci Dlinya Savasi’ndan bahsettigi anlasilimaktadir (Koksal, 2020, s. 1396-1422).

85 Olayin Blylk Taarruz sirasinda, Yunanlilarin Ege Denizine dogru geri gekilirken Usak'tan gegerken yasandigi anlasiimaktadir.

86 Buglinkid Yunanistan sinirlari iginde yer alan Arnavutluk sinirinda bulunan bir sehirdir (Nizamoglu, 2013, s. 197).
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1934 yilinda neticelenen davalar

Birinci Dlnya Savasi'nda mucadelede bulunmus Usakli sehit yakinlari tarafindan UAHM'de
acilan ve 1934 senesinde sonuglanan on alti ayri dava tespit edilmistir.

Usak'in Karagag Mahallesi'nden M. zevcesi A.nin UAHM'ye verdigi dilek¢ede; kocasinin askerde
sehit olmasindan dolayi dul kaldigi, eski ve yeni ntifus kitigtnde “dul” yazili oldugu, kendisine ve
kizi H.ye maas tahsis edilirken her nasilsa mahalle muhtarinin kendisini kocada diye gostermesi
sebebiyle maasinin kesildigi, ayaginin birinin kesik olmasindan dolayi hicbir isle mesgul
olamamasindan dolayr maasinin yeniden baglanmasi icin Mahkeme tarafindan kendisinin dul
olduguna karar verilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigl inceleme neticesinde; muddeiye
A.nin, 1308 dogumlu kocasl M.nin 16.12.331 (M. 29 Kasim 1915) tarihinde askerlik vazifesini
yaparken sehit oldugu® anlasiimis olmasindan ve daha sonra kocaya varmadiginin tespit
edilmesinden muddeiyenin talebinin kabuliine karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 37, Karar No: 13,
04.02.934).

Sivasli Nahiyesi'nden M. E. zevcesi C.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilek¢ede; zevci H. oglu M. E.nin
1331 senesinde Harb-i Umumi'de 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 22. Alay 1. Tabur 2. Boluk'te askerlik
vazifesini yaparken Canakkale Sigindere'de sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespit
edilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; M.E.nin bahsi gecen birlikte
askerlik vazifesini yaparken belirtilen senede sarapnel mermisi ile sehit olduguna, ayni taburda
Cinoglan Koyl'nden® A. oglu H. sahitlik yapmiglardir. Sehit zevcesi C.nin sehit yakini igin verilen
maas! almadigi maliyeden ogrenilmistir. Bunun yaninda sehidin bagl bulundugu birligin
bahsedilen tarihte belirtilen yerde harbe istirak ettigi Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinin
verdigi 14 Kanunusani 1933 tarihli ve 51294 numarali belge ile anlasilmis oldugundan M.E.nin
1331 senesinde Sigindere’de sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 77, Karar No: 67,
05.03.934).

Aybey Mahallesi'nden S. zevcesi H.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilek¢ede; zevci S.nin seferberlikte
sehit olduguna Mahkeme tarafindan karar verilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yapti§i inceleme
neticesinde; S. ile ayni yerde askerlik vazifesini yaptigini belirten yine Aybey Mahallesi'nden 52
yasindaki H. oglu I. ve 317'li M. oglu I.nin yeminle yaptiklari sehadetleri ile S.nin 3. Kolordu 8.
Firka 22. Alay 1. Tabur 3. Boliuk'te askerlik vazifesini yaparken alayi ile Revandiz ve Palye
Cephesi'ndeki muharebede geri cekilme sirasinda Van ile Bitlis arasindaki Randaviz Kasabasi'nin
sag tarafinda 332 senesi Sonbaharinda Ruslara ve Ermenilere karsi gergeklesen stingu harbi
sirasinda, sol tarafindan yaralanarak sehit edildigi anlasiimistir. Bahsi gegen kisilerin belirttikleri
askeri birligin, 9 Mayis 332'den 28 Mart 333 tarihine kadar Revandiz ve Palye Cepheleri'nde
yapilan muharebelere istirak ettigi bilgisi, Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Harp Tarihi Encimeni
Riyasetinin 11.02.933 tarih ve 741-51165 numarall cevabi ile tahakkuk etmis oldugundan
muddeiyenin kocasi M. oglu S.nin sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 208, Karar
No: 72,10.03.934).

Akse Koyu'nden A. zevcesi F.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; kocasinin Harb-i Umumi'de
silahaltina alindidr belirtiimis, askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken 331 senesinde sehit oldugunun
Mahkeme tarafindan tespitinin yapilmasi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme vyapti§i inceleme
H. oglu M. ve H. M. oglu A. 331 senesinde 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 22. Alay 2. Tabur 3. Boltk 3. Takim
3. Manga'da askerlik vazifesini yaparken F.nin Canakkale Girte Tepesi'nde®® mavzer mermisi ile
sehit oldugu beyan ve sehadet etmislerdir. Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen
14.12.933 tarihli ve 847-51292 numarali bilgi ile de bahsi gecen birligin belirtilen tarihte Girte ve

87 Yaklasik 23 yasinda sehit oldugu anlasilmaktadir.

8 Giinlimiizde Usak'in Sivasli ilgesi'ne bagl Hacim Kayi'diir.

8 Giinlimiizde Usak'in Sivasli ilgesi'ne bagl Cinoglu Kéyi'dir.

% Bahsi gegen yer giinimiizde Eceabat iigesine bagl Algitepe Koyl olarak bilinmektedir (Akalin, 2015, s. 1465).
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civarindaki muharebelere istirak ettigi anlasilmistir. Ayrica muddeiyenin maliyeden sehit maasi
almadigi tespit edilmistir. Bunlarin neticesinde Mahkeme, H.M. oglu Anin 331 senesinde
Canakkale Girte Tepesi'nde sehit olduguna karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 95, Karar No: 98,
17.03.934).

Akse Koyi'nden Sehit H. karisi U.niin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; zevci H.nin 3. Kolordu 8.
Firka 22. Alay 2. Tabur 4. Boluk'te seferberlikte 1331 senesinde Canakkale Kirte'de askerlik
vazifesini yaparken sehit oldugu nufus ve askerlik subesinden gelecek olan belgelerle ve
sahitlerin sehadetleri ile sabit olacagindan zevcinin sehit olduguna Mahkeme'nin karar vermesi
talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi muhakeme neticesinde; middeiyenin zevci H. oglu H.nin 1331
senesinde bahsi gegen yerde ve askeri birlikte askerlik vazifesini yaparken GCanakkale
Sigindere’de ucaktan atilan bomba ile yaralanip istanbul'a tedavi igin vapurla sevk edilirken
vapurda vefat ettigi zabitnamede yazili oldugunu tespit etmis, ayrica ayni birlikte vazife
yaptiklarini belirten, ayni kdyden 302 (M. 1886/1887) dogumlu®' H. oglu M. ve 57 yasindaki H.
oglu M.nin sehadetleri gortlmusttr. Bunun yaninda muddeiyenin sehit maasi almadig
maliyeden gelen cevaptan ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen 7 Kanunusani 934
tarihli ve 898-51372 numarali belge ile anlasilmis oldugundan H. oglu H.nin sehitligine karar
verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 300, Karar No: 126, 22.03.934).

Samatlar Koyd'nden H. karisi F.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; kocasi H.nin 331 senesinde
askere sevk edilerek askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken sehit oldugunun tespit edilmesi talep
edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi muhakeme neticesinde; Sehit H. ile ayni askeri birlikten olduklarini
soyleyen ayni koyden 45 yasinda M. oglu M. ve 53 yasindaki M. oglu H.nin sahitligi ile ayrica
nufus memurlugu, mal mudurlugu ve Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen cevaplara
binaen, muddeiyenin kocasi H.nin 330 senesinde 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 2. Alay 2. Tabur 4. Boluk'te
piyade askeri oldugu, 331 senesinde Sigindere'de harp ettigi, sonrasinda Musul'a giderek 332
senesinde Revandiz'de vuku bulan harpte mavzer mermisi ile yaralanarak sehit olduguna karar
verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 314, Karar No: 128, 24.03.934).

22. Alay 2. Tabur 3. Bollik 1. Takim'da askerlik vazifesini yapmakta iken 333 senesi Haziran
ayinda Revandiz'de gerceklesen harpte sehit oldugunun Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi
talep edilmistir. Yapilan muhakeme neticesinde; 1. ile ayni birlikte askerlik yaptiklarini sdyleyen
bahsedilen senede, yerde ve birlikte vazife yaparken Agustos basinda i.nin top mermisi ile sehit
oldugunu gorduklerini belirtmeleri ve bunu destekleyen goruslerin ntifus memurlugu, askerlik
subesi ve Erkén- Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen belgelerde bulunmasi ile I.nin
sehitligine karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 406, Karar No: 207, 21.04.934).

Aybey Mahallesi'nden M. karisi C. Hanim'in Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; kocasi M.nin Harb-i
Umumi'de askere sevk edildigi belirtiimis ve 2. Kolordu 8. Firka 8. Topcu Alayi 2. Tabur 4. BolUk'te
askerlik vazifesini yaparken 331 senesinde Gaze Cephesi'nde top mermisi ile sehit oldugunun
Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde;
kimlikleri zabitnamede yazili olan, Sehit M. ile birlikte askerlik yaptiklarini beyan eden, ayni
mahalleden yirmi alti yasinda I. oglu K. ve 52 yasinda H. oglu S.nin sehadetleri ile dilekcede
belirtilen senenin kis ayinda, bahsi gecen yerde, 3. Kolordu'ya bagli olan birlikte O. oglu M.nin
ingilizlerle savasirken gégstine gelen sarapnel pargasi ile sehit oldugu anlagiimis oldugundan C.
kocasi M.nin sehit olduguna karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 302, Karar No: 292, 30.05.934).

Konakardi Mahallesi Sarayalti Sokagi'ndan M.A. karisi E.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekcede; zevci
A. oglu O.nun seferberlikte askere sevk edildigi belirtiimis ve 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 22. Alay 2.
Tabur'da askerlik vazifesini yaparken Musul Vilayeti'nin Revandiz Cephesi'nde agir yaralanarak
Revandiz Hastahanesinde tedavi edilirken sehit olmasi sebebiyle bu durumda olan sehit
yakinlarina yapildi§i gibi kendisine de maas bagdlanmasina karar verilmesi talebinde

91 Davanin karara baglandi§i tarihte 47/48 yaslarinda oldugu, olayin gegtigi tarihte ise 28/29 yaslarinda oldugu anlasiimaktadir.
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bulunmustur. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme neticesinde; miiddeiyenin kocasi 1298 (M. 1882/1883)
dogumlu O.nun, 271 Eylil 334 (M. 1918) tarihinde Revandiz'de zatelcelp®? hastaliindan vefat
ettigi nUfus memurlugunca verilen cevaptan anlasilmis oldugundan ve muddeiyenin maas
tahsisi talebini, Milli Mudafaa Vekilliginin verecegi bir karar olmasindan kendi yetkisi haricinde
oldugunu belirterek, reddetmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 438, Karar No: 302, 03.06.934.

Banaz llgesinin Dizliice Koyi'nden Sehit A. pederi Anin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede;
hastaligindan dolayl merkez kazaya gelememesi sebebiyle sehit oglundan kendisine baglanan
maags! alamadigini belirtmis, alamadigi maaslarin kendisine verilmesini talep etmistir. Usak
hiukdmet tabibinin muayenesi sonucu verilen 28.08.933 tarihli raporda; muddeinin ihtiyar oldugu,
sol gozunde gorme kusurunun bulundugu, dizlerinde romatizmanin bulundugu, damar sertligi
rahatsizligina sahip oldugu ve yatakta yatmak zorunda olacak kadar hasta oldugu belirtilmistir.
Ayrica koy ihtiyar heyeti tarafindan verilen 23.06.931 tarihli iimihaberde, raporda belirtilenler
teyit edilmis, ndfus memurlugundan konuya iliskin verilen cevapta muddeinin Sehit A.nin pederi
oldugu bildirilmis ve zabitnamede belirtilen sahitler de bu konuda sehadette bulunmuslardir.
Bunun uzerine Mahkeme; 926 senesinden 933 senesine kadar biriken maaslari A.nin almasina
karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 688, Karar No: 342, 20.06.934).

Aybey Mahallesi'nden Sehit K. zevcesi S.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilek¢ede; kocasi K.nin 8. Firka
22. Alay 1. Tabur 2. Bolik 2. Takim'da askerlik vazifesini yaparken 22 Mayis 331 (M. 4 Haziran
1915) tarihinde Kirte bagliginda karsi taarruz hicumunda sehit olduguna Mahkeme tarafindan
08.02.934 tarihinde 76 Esas Numarasiyla karar verilmis olmasindan dolayr kendisine
Mahkemece maas tahsis olunmasina karar verilmesi talep edilmistir. Milll Mldafaa Vekaletini
temsilen Mahkeme'de bulunan Dava Vekili H.R. Bey, muddeiyenin maas tahsisi icin dogrudan
Milli MUdafaa Vekaletine miracaat etmesi gerektigini ve bu konuda Mahkeme'nin yetki sahibi
olmadigini belirtmis ve bu sebeple davanin reddi talebinde bulunmustur. Mahkeme yaptigi
inceleme neticesinde; muddeiyenin gosterdigi belgeler neticesinde kocasi K.nin sehit olduguna
karar verildigini, konu ile ilgili bir baska davanin gortulmesine gerek olmadigini, maas tahsisi
konusunda yetkisinin olmadigini belirtmistir. Ayrica konu ile ilgili hukuklarinin zarar gordugunu
dustnenlerin Surayl Devlet Kanunu'nun 19. maddesinin a fikrasi geregince Devlet Surasina
muracaat etmeleri gerektiginden dolayl Hukuk Usulid Muhakemeleri Kanunu'nun 27. maddesi
geredi muddeiye S.nin talebinin reddine karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 735, Karar No: 504,
21.10.934).

Karaaga¢ Mahallesi'nden Sehit A. validesi G.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekcede; oglu M. oglu
Sehit A.nin 332 senesinde 3. Kolordu 8. Firka 8. Alay 3. Tabur 1. BolUk'te Topcu Sahrasi'nda
askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken Mus Cephesi'nde Kotrik Dagi'nda Ruslar tarafindan atilan top
mermisiile sehit olduguna Mahkeme'nin 495 Esas numarasiyla 18.10.933 tarihinde karar verdigi
belirtiimistir. Muddeiye bu sebeple kendisine maas baglanmasi icin Mahkeme'ye bir kere daha
muracaatta bulunmustur. Bunun tzerine Milli Midafaa Vekaleti adina Mahkeme'ye katilan Dava
Vekili H.R. Bey, Mahkeme'nin bu konuda yetkisi olmamasi sebebiyle middeiyenin maas tahsisi
ile ilgili olan makama mduracaatta bulunmasini ve bu sebeple davanin reddini talep etmistir.
Mahkeme yaptidi inceleme neticesinde; Muddeiyenin gosterdigi belgeler neticesinde kocasi
K.nin sehit olduguna karar verildigini, konu ile ilgili bir baska davanin gortlmesine gerek
olmadigini, maas tahsisi konusunda yetkisinin olmadigini belirtmistir. Ayrica konu ile ilgili
hukuklarinin zarar gordagund dtstnenlerin Surayl Devlet Kanunu’nun 19. maddesinin a fikrasi
geregince Devlet Suras’'na muracaat etmeleri gerektiginden dolayr Hukuk Usuli Muhakemeleri
Kanunu'nun 27. maddesi geredi middeiye G.nin talebinin reddine karar vermistir (UAHM, Esas
No: 736, Karar No: 507, 21.10.934.

O.nun Harb-i Umumi'de 8. Firka 22. Alay 2. Tabur 1. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken

92 Bahsi gegen hastalik zatilcenp hastalidi olup akciger zarinda sivi birikmesi rahatsizhigidir (OzIt, 2014, s. 109). )
% Karar Kartonu'nda gegen Kures isimli kdyin isminin Kureys oldugu tahmin edilmis olup, glinimdzdeki karsilidr Sivasl ligesine
bagll Agacbeyli Kdyd oldugu anlasiimistir (Gakir, 2010, s. 27-47).
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Musul Vilayeti yakinlarinda Zencere Dadi’'nda 334 senesinin ilkbaharinda Yezitlerle® yapilan
savasta sehit oldugu, ayni askeri birlikte askerlik yapan Kkisilerin sehadetleri ile ispat
edileceginden, Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi talep edilmistir. Mahkeme yapti§i inceleme
neticesinde; middeiyenin gosterdigi sahitlerden olan ayni kdyden elli yasindaki I. oglu H., Sehit
0. ile ayni yerde askerlik yaptigini O.nun 6., kendisinin 7. Boluk'te askerlik gorevini yaparken bahsi
gecen yerde ve zamanda bahsedilen kisilerle savasirken O.nun kursunla vuruldugunu ve sonra
O.yu 6lmus olarak gordugint belirtmistir. Diger sahit olan yine ayni kdyden 93 (M. 1877)
dogumlu A. oglu M. de ayni dogrultuda beyan vermistir. Bunun yaninda Erkan-i Harbiye-i
Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen 14.06.934 tarihli ve 211-50381 numarali belge ile dilekgede
belirtilen bilgilerin dogrulugu anlasiimistir. Ayrica ntfus memurlugundan konu ile ilgili verilen
cevapta sehidin varislerinin; karisi Z. ve oglu muddei M. oldugu bildirilmistir. Maliye'den verilen
cevabi yazida, varislerinin sehitlik icin maas almadiklari tespit edildiginden Kures Koyu'nden M.
oglu O.nun sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 298, Karar No: 519, 28.10.934.

Aybey Mahallesi'nden G. oglu K.nin Mahkeme'ye verdigi dilekgede; aslen Gediz'in Gazi Kemal
Mahallesi'nden olan pederi G'nin Harb-i Umumi'de Musul Vilayetinde 18. Kolordu emrinde
Tikrit'te un fabrikasinda makinist iken ingilizlerle yapilan muharebede 1333 senesi Eylil sonunda
sehit oldugu sahitlerin de sehadetleriyle Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edilmesi talep edilmistir.
Yapilan mahkemede; sahit 92 (M. 1876) dogumlu ayni mahalleden M. oglu I.; Harb-i Umumi'de
1330 senesinde askere seyyar jandarma olarak katildigini pek ¢ok yerde gorev yaptigini, hem
muddeiyi hem de babasini tanidigini, farkli cephelerde gorev yaptiktan sonra Tikrit'e geldigini,
orada G. ile bir araya geldigini 333'lin nihayetinde ingilizlerle yapilan harpte G.nin sehit oldugunu
gordudgunu ancak harbin siddetinden dolay! G.yi defnedemediklerini ve geri ¢cekildiklerini beyan
muddeinin babasi ile birlikte Tikrit'e sevk olunduklarini, ingilizlerle yapilan savasta G.nin yerde
sehit olarak yattigini gordigunu ifade etmistir. Ayrica Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden
gelen 31.05.934 tarihli ve 194-50357 numarali belge ile iddiadaki bilgiler ve sahitlerin
ifadelerindeki bilgiler teyit edilmistir. Bunun yaninda muddeinin sehitlik maasi almadigi
maliyeden gelen cevabi yazidan anlasiimis oldugundan K.nin babasi G.nin sehit olduguna karar
verilmistir (UAHM, Esas No: 80, Karar No: 566, 29.11.934).

askere sevk oldugunu belirtmistir. 22. Alay 2. Tabur 1. Boluk'te askerlik vazifesini yerine getirirken
Revandiz Cephesi'nde sehit olmasi sebebiyle, benzeri drneklerde oldugu gibi, kendisine de maas
tahsis edilmesi igin 927 senesinde muracaatta bulunmussa da neticeyi takip edemedigini ifade
etmistir. Mlddeiye A. tarafindan belirtilen sahitlerden Akse Koyi'nden 42 yasindaki H. oglu H.,
muddeiyenin kocas! Y. oglu M. ile birlikte Bandirma'ya sevk edildiklerini orada M.nin, 3. Kolordu
8. Firka 22. Alay 2. Tabur 1. Boluk 2. Takim'da, kendisinin de 3. Boluk'te goreviendirildigini
Bandirma'da 6 ay kaldiktan sonra Tekirdad'a sevk edildiklerini, sonrasinda sirasiyla Lileburgaz
ve Canakkale Zigindere'ye gitiklerini ardindan Cimentepe'ye gidip Ug ay harp ettikten sonra 331
senesinde Kirklareline gegctiklerini orada gegirilen alti ay sonrasinda ise istanbul'a gidilip
Haydarpasa'dan tren ile once Pozanti'ya ve sonrasinda Halep'e, Mardin’e ve Musul'a sevk
olunduklarini, bu sirada M.nin de yaninda oldugunu belirtmistir. Buradan da Erbil UGzerinden
gecerek Revandiz Kasabasi'na vardiklarini, 333 senesinde Revandiz'de Ruslarla ve Ermenilerle
yapilan muharebede bomba ile M.nin sehit oldugunu ifade etmistir. Diger sahit Bozkus
Koyl'nden 39 yasindaki O. oglu M. ise ifadesinde; 311 dogumlu olan kendisinin, 331 senesinde
Bursa'ya sevk edildigini, 332 senesinde Mudanya'dan Derince'ye gegtiklerini buradan tren ile
Pozantl'ya oradan da yaya olarak Adana’ya sonrasinda lIslahiye'ye kadar yine yaya olarak
gittiklerini, Islahiye’'den ise tren ile Resulayn’a gidip oradan Musul yoluyla Erbil’e varip ardindan
22. Alay'in emrine verildigini belirtmistir. Sonrasinda muddeiyenin kocasi M. ile ayni alay ve
taburda bir araya geldiklerini, kendisinin 5. Boltk'e verildigini, Erbil'de 1,5 ay kaldiktan sonra
Revandiz'e yakin bagliklarda dismana taarruz edildigini, Ruslarla ve Ermeniler ile carpisirken

94 Belgenin aslinda “Yezitler” olarak ifade edilse de "Yezidiler"den bahsedildigi anlasiimaktadir (Turan, 1986, s. 188).
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M.nin bomba ile sehit oldugunu gordigunu ifade etmistir. Sahitlerden elde edilen bu bilgilerle
birlikte Erkan-1 Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetinden gelen 12.07.934 tarihli ve 273-50469 numarali
belge ile bahsi gegen Tabur'un 333 senesinde Revandiz'de harbe istirak ettigi teyit edilmis ve
Mal MUuddrltgunun 14.10.934 tarihli ve 1695 numarali cevabindan, muddeiyenin sehitlik maasi
almadigi anlasiimis oldugundan M.nin sehit olduguna karar verilmistir (UJAHM, Esas No: 272,
Karar No: 635, 29.11.934).

Aybey Mahallesi Sarayalti Sokagi’ndan I. oglu 0., Mahkeme'ye verdigdi dilekgede; validesinin
Mahkeme'ye daha once muracaati neticesinde, pederinin 6. Ordu 26. Firka 59. Alay 3. Tabur 3.
BolUk emrinde iken Romanya’'da Toprakhisar'da Umumi Harp'te sehit oldugunun, sahitlerin de
sehadetleriyle Mahkeme tarafindan tespit edildigini, Mahkeme'den alinan belgenin gerekli
islemin yapiimasi igin askerlik subesine verilmisse de belgenin her nasilsa kaybolmasi tzerine
Mahkeme'ye konu ile ilgili yeniden muracaatta bulundugunu belirtmis ve karar belgesinin bir
suretinin nufusta bulundugunu 6grendigini, talebinin ise sehitlik maasi baglanmasi oldugunu
ifade etmistir. Milli Midafaa Vekaleti davaya mudahil olmus ve Mahkeme'nin maas baglanmasi
konusunda yetkili olmamasi sebebiyle davanin reddini talep etmistir. Mahkeme yaptigi inceleme
neticesinde; middeinin babasi I.nin sehit oldugu, 01.12.929 tarihli 615 numarali karar ile tespit
edilse de maas baglanmasi konusunda yetkili olmamalarindan dolayr davanin reddine karar
vermistir (UAHM, Esas No: 877, Karar No: 602, 13.12.934). Burada goruldigu Uzere Aybey
Mahallesi'nden, ayni sene neticelenen davalar arasinda yer alan Akse Koyu'nden agilan davalarin
cok sayida olmasindan; hem ayni koylerden ¢ok sayida sehidin verildigi hem de ayni koyde yer
alan sehit yakinlarinin  dava agma konusunda birbirlerinden etkilendikleri sonucuna
ulasiimaktadir.

Ayrica 1934 senesinde neticelenen davalardan tamaminin Birinci Cihan Harbi'ndeki
carpismalarla ilgili oldugu, tespit edilen 16 davanin 10°'unda sehitlik karari verildigi anlasiimistir.
Tespit edilen sehitlerden; 2'sinin Canakkale Zigindere'de, 1'inin Canakkale Kirtetepe'de, 1'inin
Van-Bitlis arasindaki Randaviz Kasabasi civarinda Ruslara ve Ermenilere karsi, 3'Unin Musul-
Revandiz'de yine Ruslara ve Ermenilere karsi, 1'inin Filistin Gaze'de®® Ingilizlere karsi, 1'inin
Musul'da Zencere Dagi’'nda Yezidilere karsi, 1'inin de Irak'ta Tikrit'te ingilizlere karsi savasirken
sehit olduklari gortlmustur. Kalan 6 davadan 1'inde esi sehit olan kadinin esinden dolayl maas
alirken muhtar tarafindan sehven kayitlara kocaya vardigi belirtilince kesilen maasinin yeniden
tahsis edilmesine karar verildigi, 1'inde hastaligindan dolayi ¢arsiya gidememesi sebebiyle sehit
oglundan baglanip da alamadi§i maaslarin kendisine verilmesine karar verildigi, 1'inde
Revandiz'de hastalik sebebiyle 6lmesinden dolayi esinin maas talebinin reddedildigi, 3'Unde ise
Milll Mldafaa Vekaletinin mtdahil oldugu ve sehit olmasina ragmen maas talebinin yetkisizlik
sebebiyle reddedildigi gortulmustur.

Sonug

TUrk tarihinde yaklasik altiytuz yil varligini devam ettirmis Osmanli Devleti, Birinci Dtinya Harbi'nin
ardindan varligini devam ettirememisti. Osmanli Devleti'nin ardindan Turkiye Devleti kurulmustu.
Yeni devletin varligi i¢in yasanan savaslar zinciri sebebiyle ¢cok sayida sehit ve gazi verilmesi
elbette kacinilmazdi. Bu calismada Mondros Ateskes Antlasmasi sonrasi isgale ugrayan
Usak'tan verilen sehitlerin tespiti icin, yakinlar tarafindan UAHM'ye acilan ve 1931, 1933 ve 1934
senelerinde neticelenen 36 dava incelenmigtir. Yasanan 36 kaybin; 30'unun Birinci Dinya Harbi
gortlmustur. Sonraki vyillarda yasanan kayiplardan 7Tinin 1928 senesinde hastalanma
neticesinde ve 1'inin de 1932 yilinda eskiya ile yapilan ¢catisma sirasinda gerceklestigi tespit
edilmistir.

9 GlnlUmizde Gazze'de yasananlar agisindan oldukga ilgi gekici bir bilgi oldugu dustintlmektedir.
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Davalara konu olan 36 kisiden 16'sinin bugunkt Turkiye Cumhuriyeti Devleti'nin sinirlari dahilinde
mUcadele ederken, 16'sinin sinirlar haricinde savasirken sehit olduklari gortlmustur. 2'sinin ise
nerede sehit olduklar belirtimemistir. En fazla kaybin, 12 sehit ile Canakkale Muharebeleri
sirasinda verildigi anlasiimistir. Buradaki sehit sayisi, incelenen donemin toplamdaki sehit
sayisinin 1/3'Unu olusturmaktadir. Yalnizca Canakkale Muharebelerinde Usak'tan yaklasik 797
sehit verilmigtir. Harb-i Umumi'de Usak'tan verilen askeri kayiplarin sayisi ise 2.110 kisidir.
Ganakkale Cephesi'nde Usak'tan verilen asker kayiplar degerlendirildiginde Usak'in Birinci Dunya
Savasi'ndaki toplam kayiplarinin oraninin yaklasik ugte biri oldugu tespit edilmistir. Buradan
anlasildi§i Uzere Canakkale Muharebeleri sirasinda ¢ok fazla sayida sehidimiz ve kaybimiz
olmustur. Mevcut Ulke sinirlari disinda sehit disen 16 Usaklidan 10°'unun Irak Cephesi'nde,
4'Unin Balkanlar'da ve 2'sinin Filistin'de hayatini kaybettigi tespit edilmistir. incelenen
donemdeki sehitlerin neredeyse yarisinin bugtinku sinirlarimiz haricinde hayatlarini kaybetmeleri
bir diger tespit olmustur. 2003 senesinde Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD) tarafindan isgal
edilene kadar Kuzey Irak'in demografik yapisina bakildiginda bolgede Tirklerin ntifusunun fazla
oldugu gorulmekteydi. Ancak stratejik onem ve yer alti kaynaklari acgisindan bolgedeki
Turkiye'nin etkisinin istenmemesi nedeniyle, ABD mudahalesiyle Kuzey Irak'in demografik
yapisinin Turklerin aleyhine degistirildigi tespit edilmistir. Bu veriler 1s1ginda, sinirli bir zaman
diliminde gercgeklestirilen inceleme sonucunda, yalnizca Usak'tan verilen 36 sehitten 10'unun
Kuzey Irak'ta sehit dusmesi dikkat ¢ekici bir bulgu olarak one ¢ikmaktadir. Ayrica, guntimuzde
on binlerce kadin ve ¢ocugun agirlikta oldugu masum sivillerin tim dinyanin gozleri ontinde
katledildigi Filistin topraklarinda Usak'tan 2 sehidin bulunmasi da kayda deger bir husus olarak
degerlendirilmektedir. incelenen 36 davadan, yalnizca 1934 yilinin Ekim ayindan itibaren
sonuglanan 3 davada donemin Milli Midafaa Vekaleti'nin mudahil oldugu tespit edilmistir. Soz
konusu Vekalet'in mudahalesinin, ilgili kisiye sehitlik statisuntn verilmesiyle degil, sehitlik
statusu taninan kisiye maas baglanmasi sureciyle iliskili oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Vekalet, maas
baglanmasina karar verecek merciin Mahkeme degil Bakanlik oldugu gorusunt savunmaktadir.
Muddei olan sehit yakinlarinin sehitlik maasi baglanmasi igin muracaati Vekalet bunyesinde ilgili
mercilere yapmalarini talep etmektedir. Halbuki dncesinde gorilen benzeri davalarda Mahkeme
tarafindan sehitlik tespiti yapilmis olanlar icin maas baglanmasi kararlarinin uygulandig
gorulmustur. Vekaletin mudahil oldugu 3 davanin 3'Unde de Vekéletin talebi dogrultusunda
Mahkeme'nin, sehit yakinina maas baglanmasi konusunda yetkisizlik karari verdigi gordlmustar.
Arastirma yapilan donemde Milll Miidafaa Vekili olan Zekai Apaydin; istiklal Harbi'nde Fransiz ve
Ermeni gugclerine karsl gonullt olarak Adana Cephesi'nde mucadele etmistir, Milli Mdcadele'yi
yoneten Birinci Turkiye Buyutk Millet Meclisinde Adana Milletvekili olarak gorev yapmistir, Birinci
Indnii Muharebesi sonrasi yapilan Londra Konferansi'nda Ankara'yi temsil eden delegeler
arasinda yer almistir ve Milli Micadele sonrasinda gerceklesen Lozan Konferansi'nda musavir
olarak bulunmustur. Bu sebeple, 1934 senesinde Usak'ta sehitlik sebebiyle maas baglanmasi
icin acllan davalara Milli Mudafaa Vekaletinin mudahil olmasinin sebebi, Apaydinin tlkenin
kurulusu asamasindaki olaylara veya Milli Mucadele'ye dnem vermemesi degildir. Usak'in,
Yunan isgali sirasinda yakilmasi sebebiyle devlet binalarinda bulunan kayitlarin bir kisminin da
yakildigi gorulmektedir. Bu nedenle, sehitlik statisunun belirlenmesi veya maas baglanmasi
amaclyla acilan davalarda gerekli belgelerin temininde yasanan guglikler goz onine alindiginda
Bakanhgin, yargi mercilerine tasinan davalarda haksiz taleplerin ontne ge¢cmeyi amacladigi
sonucuna varllmaktadir. Buna ek olarak, ulkenin ciddi zorluklarin ardindan kurulup kendi
ekonomisini ve siyasi yapisini guc¢lendirme gabasi icinde oldugu surecte yasanan sikintilar goz
onunde bulunduruldugunda, hak etmeyen kisilere yapilan mali yardimlarin olusturdugu ek yukdn
arzu edilmedigi anlasiimaktadir. Ayrica, Milli Mudafaa Vekilliginin 1934 yilinin Ekim ayindan
itibaren mudahil oldugu 6 davanin 3'Unde sehitlik kararinin verilmis olmasi, Vekaletin sehitlik
kararinin alinmasini istemedigi yonunde bir durumun soz konusu olmadigini gostermektedir.
Ayrica, 1930'lu yillarda Turkiye'de yasayan bireylerin icinde bulunduklarn ekonomik sikintilar
nedeniyle, mali acidan bir nebze olsun rahatlama amaciyla bu tur davalari actiklari
degerlendiriimektedir.
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Bu makalede kullanilan temel kaynak olan UAHM'nin doneme ait karar kartonlarinin daha once
herhangi bir calismada ele alinmamis olmasi, galismaya 6zgunltk kazandiran dnemli bir unsur
olarak dusunulmektedir. Bu ¢alisma neticesinde, Turkiye Cumhuriyeti kurulus tarihinde hentz
uzerinde durulmamis ve incelenmemis ¢ok sayida ayrinti oldugu anlasiimistir. Bu dogrultuda;
Mondros sonrasi isgal edilen Anadolu'nun baska sehirlerinde, Birinci Balkan Savasi'nda, Birinci
Dunya Harbinde ve Istiklal Harbi'nde kaybedilen vatan evlatlar tespit edilebilir. Bu tirli
calismalarin Turk askeri tarihi, Turk siyasal tarihi ve Turk sosyal tarihi konularinda onemli katkilar
saglayacagi on gortlmektedir.

Yazar katki oranlari

Calismaya 1. Yazar: %100 oraninda katki saglamistir.

Cikar catismasi beyani

“Usak'ta sehitlik tespiti davalar (1931-1934)" baslikli makalemizin herhangi bir kurum, kurulus,
kisi ile mali ¢ikar ¢catismasi yoktur.
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% Arsiv kaynaklarinin ayrintili alintilari metinde verilmistir.
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