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Welcome to the new issue of the Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations

Britain and Turkey, the British and the Turks. Two powerful states, two powerful
nations, one in the west of Europe and the other in the east. Over history, these two nations
have had strong economic, commercial, military and socio-cultural ties. Hence, continuing
cooperation in these areas would be in the interest of both countries and their citizens, as well
that of other countries and their peoples in their respective geographical regions.

Even though these two ancient states and nations have had conflicting interests in the
past, it can be said that their bilateral relations have generally been friendly. Therefore, they
have the potential to form the cornerstone of future world peace, especially in the Middle East
and the Eastern Mediterranean.

In Volume 2 Issue 1 of the Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, we have five research
articles, an interview and two books reviews.

The first article, by Daniel-Joseph MacArthur-Seal, presents an analysis of a brief
mterview between Atatiirk and Walter Harold Miles, a British Control Officer in Anatolia. It
is significant in that it presents insight that is missing from the extensive literature on the early
days of the National Struggle.

In the second article, Liliana Elena Boscan outlines the activities of the Special
Operation Executive between the years of 1943-1944 that served as a channel of
communication between SOE residents in Istanbul and Bucharest.

In the third article, Miizehher Yamag¢ traces the historical development of the
decentralisation process in the United Kingdom and emphasises the emerging forms of local
governance.

F. Rezzan Unalp, in the fourth article, discusses the military struggles between Turkey
and Britain on the Palestine-Syria front in 1914. She underlines the consequences of these
battles on the collapse of the Ottoman Empire and the retreat strategies of the Turkish army.

The fifth article, by Resul Yavuz, presents the activities of the British Investigation
Committee that was formed to investigate the impact of the Greek occupation in Western
Anatolia.

In this issue, we present the interview with the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr
Mevliit Cavusoglu. In the interview, Mr Cavusoglu stressed the increasing importance of
Turkish-British relations in the post-Brexit era. He also voiced his hopes on strengthening
relations between the two countries in trade, economic and socio-cultural areas.

In the first of two book reviews, Murat Ogiitcii, presents Yiice Tiirk’ten Zalim Tiirk’e:
Erken Modern Donem Ingiltere sinde Tiirk Algist [From the Great Turk to the Cruel Turk:
The Image of Turks in Early Modern England], (Ankara: Siyasal Kitabevi, 2016) by Mustafa
Sahiner.

The second review, by Omer Turan, presents Sibel Siber’s Ayni Masada Yarim Asir,
Tutanaklar ve Tamiklik [Half a Century at the Same Table, Minutes and Testimonies],
Published by Biilent Fevzioglu, (Lefkosa, 2019). This book discusses current issues regarding
the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus.

We hope you enjoy this collection of works that we have brought together in this issue,
and we look forward to meeting you again with the next issue.

20 January 2021, JATR Editorial Team



‘.!1(.\0 wrb:

W
7
" ‘ 5,

Hes
Chtiz i gn\-“'

iy . wﬂ"-"

a0 7oy,
¥ 4((,0

4
N

&2,
e'?c

Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations Volume 2 Number 1 January 2021
Tiirk-Ingiliz iliskileri Dergisi’nin yeni sayisina hos geldiniz

Ingiltere ve Tiirkiye, Ingilizler ve Tiirkler, biri Avrupa’min batisinda digeri ise
dogusunda yer alan iki gii¢lii devlet, iki giiglii millet. Gegmisten giiniimiize, kuvvetli iktisadi,
ticari, askeri ve sosyo-kiiltiirel baglara sahip bu iki giiclii devletin ve milletin dost olmasi,
belirtilen konularda isbirligi yapmasi basta her iki iilkenin ve vatandagslarinin yararma olacagi
gibi bulunduklar1 bolgelerde yer alan diger ililke ve halklarinin da yararma olacaktir.
Dolayisiyla bu kadim iki devletinin, milletinin dost olmast diinya barisinin mihenk tasini
olusturacaktir, 6zellikle de Ortadogu ve Dogu Akdeniz’de.

Tiirkiye ve Ingiltere, Tiirkler ve Ingilizler, tarihin iki kadim devleti ve milleti. Bu iki
kadim ulusun, devletin kaderlerinin, ¢ikarlarnin tarihin akisinda zaman zaman ters yonde
kesigsmis olmasina ragmen genellikle dostane bir ¢izgide seyrettigini soylemek miimkiindiir.
Dolayisiyla maziden atiye akip giden tarih ¢izgisinde bu iki giiclii devletin ve ulusun dostane
iliskileri daha da giiclenerek devam edecektir. iste, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations/Tiirk-
Ingiliz iliskileri Dergisi olarak bizim amacimiz da iki iilke arasindaki bu dostane iliskilere
akademik anlamda katki saglamaktir.

Iste, dergimizin bu iigiincii sayis1 da bu diisiinceyle hazirland1 ve siz degerli okurlarin
begenisine sunuldu. Bu sayimizda yer alan ¢alismalar sirasiyla soyle:

IIk sirada Daniel-Joseph MacArthur-Seal’in “Kisisel bir ziyaret havayi temizlemeye
yardimer olabilir”: Bir Ingiliz kontrol subayimn anmilarinda Mustafa Kemal (Atatiirk) ile
karsilasmasi”, bashkli makalesi yer aliyor. Makale, Atatiirk ile bir Ingiliz Kontrol Subay1
arasindaki kisa bir réportaj ¢alismasma dayanarak, Tiirk Kurtulus Savasi olarak ulusal
kimligin olusumunda tartismali ve merkezi bir ddsnemde hem Ingiliz hem de Tiirk an1 yazma
hakkindaki sorunlari ele aliyor.

Ikinci sirada, Liliana Elena Boscan’in “Ozel Harekdt Yoneticisi 'nin Tiirkiye iizerinden
Romanya’daki faaliyeti, 1943-1944" bashkli ¢alismasi yer aliyor. Sayin Boscan, makalesinde
Ingiliz istihbaratinin Tiirkiye iizerinden Romanya’daki faaliyetlerine deginiyor.

Ugiincii sirada, Miizehher Yamag’m “Birlesik Krallik’ta Adem-i Merkeziyetcilik ve
Yerel Yonetimler Tarihi”, baslikli makalesi yer almakta. Sayin Yamag, makalesinde Birlesik
Krallik’taki merkez ve tasra yonetim yapilarini irdelemekte.

Dérdiincii sirada, F. Rezzan Unalp’m “Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Sina/Filistin-Suriye
Cephesi’'nde Tiirk-Ingiliz Miicadelesi ve Sonuglari” baslikli makalesi yer almakta. Saymn
Unalp, makalesinde Birinci Diinya Savasi sirasinda Filistin ve Suriye cephelerindeki Tiirk-
Ingiliz miicadelesinin sebep ve sonuglarmi irdeliyor.

Besinci sirada, Resul Yavuz’un “Bati Anadolu’da Yunan Isgalinin Etkilerini
Arastirmak i¢in Kurulan Tahkikat Komisyonu ve Faaliyetleri”, baslikli makalesi yer almakta.
Sayin Yavuz, calismasinda Yunan birliklerinin Bati Anadolu’da isgalleri sirasinda
uyguladiklar1 hukuksuz davranislar1 ve bu uygulamalar1 aragtrmak icin kurulan Tahkikat
Komisyonu’nun ¢aligmalarini incelemektedir.

Ayrica bu sayimizda, Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti Disisleri Bakani Saym Mevliit Cavusoglu ile
Tirkiye- Ingiltere iliskileri iizerine yapmis oldugumuz roportaj ile Saym Omer Turan ve Sayin
Murat Ogiitcii tarafindan degerlendirilen iki eser incelemesi de yer almaktadir.

Keyifle okumaniz dilegiyle...

20 Ocak 2021, JATR Editér Kurulu
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“A personal visit might help to clear the air”: an encounter with Mustafa Kemal
(Atatiirk) in the memoirs of a British control officer

Daniel-Joseph MacArthur-Seal*
Abstract

The article investigates questions about both British and Turkish memoir-writing and memory on a period
as contested and central in the formation of national identity as the Turkish War of Independence, based on a
close study of a brief interview between Atatiirk and a British Control Officer in Anatolia, Walter Harold Miles,
recalled in the latter's unpublished memoirs and which has gone without mention in the extensive and detailed
literature on Atatiirk's early movements after his arrival in Samsun in May 1919.

Keywords: Atatiirk, Walter Harold Miles, Turkey, Britain, War of Independence, Memoirs.

At the outbreak of the First World War, Walter Harold Miles (b. 1890) was a lieutenant
serving in the Dorset Regiment in India, which joined the Mesopotamia Expeditionary Force
in its ill-fated push to capture Baghdad. Like other future intelligence officers, he was
captured after the British surrender at Kut in 1916 and taken to Anatolia as a prisoner of war.
His resultant familiarity with Turkish led to his appointment as one of a number of control
officers who were dispatched with small contingents across Anatolia to supervise the
implementation of the armistice agreement with the Ottoman Empire signed at Mudros on 30
October 1918, namely the disarmament and demobilization of the army, restoration of seized
property, and settlement of returning Christian refugees.

Six pages of recollections of his service in Turkey are deposited at Leeds University
Library, along with a taped interview and several photographs from Istanbul, collected as part
of the project of gathering personal testimonies of the First World War carried out by Peter
Liddle in the 1970s.? Miles’ file is one of dozens of similar sets of personal papers
documenting British soldiers’ experiences in armistice-era Turkey, comprising letters, diaries
and later-written memoirs, that can be found in Leeds and among other collections at the
Imperial War Museum, National Army Museum, and numerous local archives around Britain.
Together they provide a valuable source of information about occurrences in Turkey and,
most significantly, British views and actions in a period where official documents can be
found lacking.

What is unique about Miles’ short memoir is that it includes an account of a first-hand
encounter between a British officer and Mustafa Kemal (Atatiirk) at the time of the War of
Independence which has not been discussed in either English or Turkish-language literature,
despite the obsessive attention that Ataturk’s movements have been subject to. It is not
mentioned in any of Atatiirk’s collected and published writings and reports from the period3,
while it likewise is not attested to by the published memoirs of Atatiirk’s companions in
Amasya, such as Hiisrev (Gerede)?, Rauf (Orbay)® or Ali Fuat (Cebesoy) °. This article uses

! Dr., Assistant Director, British Institute at Ankara (BIAA), E-mail: assistant.director@biaa.ac.uk
2 Leeds University Library, LIDDLE/WW1/MES/069.

® Atatiirk’iin Biitiin Eserleri (Istanbul: Kaynak Yaymlari, 1999-2000), Vol. 1-2.

* Sami Onal, Hiisrev Gerede 'nin Anilari (istanbul: Literatiir Yayncilik, 2002).
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Miles’ recollections to reassess Atatiirk’s relations with British military officers and the
historiographical treatment of such encounters in the Turkish-language literature on the War
of Independence. It also considers how the content of British and Turkish memoirs focusing
on this period have been shaped by the subsequent successful establishment of the Turkish
Republic and Atatiirk’s enduring status as its founder.’

Atatiirk’s encounters with foreigners during the period of the War of Independence have
been the source of scrutiny and controversy, spurred on by regular allegations from religious
conservative writers, beginning with the former Seyhiilislam Mustafa Sabri, that he was a
British agent.® Later Nationalist historiography has in turn emphasised his uncompromising
attitude towards the British and the premeditated nature of the national struggle embarked on
after his arrival in Anatolia.® This defence of Atatiirk’s contact with foreigners follows his
1927 narrative of the war of independence presented in Nutuk.'® Of all the known contacts
Atatirk had with British representatives in the period 1918-1922, only those with Robert
Frew in Istanbul receive any mention in Nutuk, briefly summarised as “Mister Frew ile
Istanbul’da bir iki defa miilakat ve miinakasatta bulunmustum”, before reproducing an
undated letter in which he warns Frew against his association with Sait Molla and his “gayri-
insani ve gayri-medeni bir tarzda vukubulmakta olan tesebbiislerini”.** None of Atatiirk’s
documented encounters with British officers in Anatolia, such as L. H. Hurst, H. C. Salter, or
Alfred Rawlinson, are mentioned. Rather, these encounters entered into Turkish historical
discussions largely thanks to the reproduction of British documents in the works of Bilal
Simsir'? and Gotthard Jaeschke®®. More recently, Cemal Giiven has dedicated a full volume to
the investigation of Atatiirk’s interactions with foreigners, including Hurst and Rawlinson and
other Allied officers and civilians.** None of these works have uncovered Miles’ purported
encounter with Mustafa Kemal described here, however.

Less founded and at times fantastical accounts of Atatiirk’s interaction with British
officers have also emerged. In a 1984 issue of the Silahli Kuvvetler Dergisi Kemal Intepe
claimed to have met Salter during the Second World War, who told him he had received

> Rauf Orbay, Cehennem Degirmeni: Siyasi Hatiralarim (istanbul: Emre Yayinlari, 1993).

® Ali Fuat Cebesoy, Milli Miicadele Hatiralar: (Istanbul: Temel, 2019).

" For a detailed discussion of the politics of memoir writing regarding the First World War, See Mehmet
Besikgi, Cihan Harbi’'ni Yagsamak ve Hatirlamak: Osmanl Askerlerinin Cephe Hatiralar: ve Tiirkiye 'de Birinci
Diinya Savasi Hafizas: (Istanbul: Iletisim: 2019), p. 46-54.

& Mustafa Sabri, Hilafet ve Kemalizm, (istanbul: Arastirma Yaymlari, 1992), p. 84-5.

® Alev Coskun, Samsun’dan Once Bilinmeyen 6 Ay: Isgal, Hiiziin, Hazirlik, (Istanbul: Cumhuriyet
Yaynlari, 2015), p. 15.

19 Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, Nutuk (istanbul: Milli Egitim Basimevi, 1970), Vol. 1, p. 13.

1 Atatiirk, Nutuk, Vol. 1, p. 301.

12 Bilal N. Simsir, Ingiliz Belgelerinde Atatiirk, 1919-1938 (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Basimevi,
1973).

3 Gotthard Jaschke, Kurtulus Savast ile Ilgili Ingiliz Belgeleri (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Basimevi,
1971).

1% Cemal Giiven, Milli Miicadele de Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin Yabancilarla Temas ve Goriigmeleri (Asker,
Siyasi Temsilci ve Gazeteciler), (Konya: Egitim Yayimnevi, 2012).
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orders to arrest Mustafa Kemal on arrival in Samsun but was dissuaded when he realised that
Turkish officers had taken up positions behind the soldiers of the British contingent in
readiness to intervene. In the account, Salter takes a motorboat from the pier out to board the
Bandirma, and is awestruck on coming face to face with Mustafa Kemal, who he greets with
the words “my regiment is at your command”, shocking even himself by this act of deference,
after which Salter and his men are arrested and sent to prison camps in Anatolia."> Another
example of such flights of fancy centred on the person of Salter is contained in the book Milli
Miicadele’de Amasya, by local official and historian Hiiseyin Meng, and which follows a
description of the same incident in the earlier work Resimli Amasya, itself based on the
recollections of several local residents.’® Salter is purported to have visited Amasya in late
May, where he attempted to secure the release of Indian military prisoners in the town. Facing
non-cooperation from the Mutasarrif, Salter threatens to deport him to Malta, breaks through
the door of the clocktower and hoists the British flag. Then, at the moment the clocktower
was surrounded by angry locals, “bu ilahi heyecani, Cenab-1 Hak tarafindan duyurulmustu”,
and a storm suddenly struck that tore the flag into pieces and blew them into the Yesilirmak."’
Yet another story involving Salter emanates from a 1946 issue of the /9 Mayis Samsun
Halkevi Dergisi, in which Miinir Bulgurcuoglu provides a first-hand account by Re¢ber Kadir
Taytak who claimed to have listened in on a meeting between Salter and Mustafa Kemal
during the latter’s stay in Havza. According to the source, Mustafa Kemal berated the officer
for Britain’s support of minorities and their atrocities against the Turkish people.18 All
references to the meeting stem from this single article, though this has not stopped subsequent
historia?gs delighting in Atatiirk’s harsh response which “tokat gibi vurmustu” the British
officer.

This narrative imperative to emphasise the unity of the Turkish population and their
national leaders and the hostility they both showed to and faced from British representatives
has distorted memoirs of the period in more subtle ways. The same effects have coloured
interpretations of Atatiirk’s later meetings with Rawlinson, who visited Mustafa Kemal in

!> The rest of the story is equally remarkable: Salter decides to settle with his family in a tobacco growing
village in Anatolia where he lived until the outbreak of the Second World War forces his return to England to
serve in the RAF, leading to his encounter with intepe. There was indeed an H. VOL. Salter working in the
Directorate of Allied Air Cooperation and Foreign Liason during the Second World War and so it may be that
such a meeting did take place. An Ottoman Bank record from 1913 also shows that Salter had indeed worked as
a tobacco trader in Izmit, but whether he continued this life after the armistice period, and whether it was Intepe
or Salter that was responsible for the exaggeration of his story, remains unclear.

6 Ahmet Demiray, Resimli Amasya: Tarih, Cografya, Salname-Kilavuz ve Kazalar (Ankara: Giiney
Matbaacilik ve Gazetecilik, 1954), p. 132-133.

Y Hiiseyin Meng, Milli Miicadele Yillarinda Amasya: Portreler — Belgeler (Ankara: Yesilirmak
Yayinlari, 1992), p. 10. This same account is uncritically reproduced, minus the act of god, in Mehmet Okur,
Milli Miicadele’de Karadeniz Bolgesi'ne Yonelik Ingiliz Faaliyetleri (Ankara: Genel Kurmay Askeri Tarih ve
Stratejik Etiit Bagkanligi Yayinlari, 2006), p. 94.

'8 Munir Bulgurcuoglu, “Milli Miicadelenin ilk Giinlerinde Havza”, 19 Mayis Samsun Halkevi Dergisi, p.
22-3.

19 Erdal Aydogan, Samsun'dan Erzurum'a Mustafa Kemal (Ankara: Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, 2000), p.
79.
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Erzurum on 9 July 1919 and several more times in the days following, with Turkish sources
focusing on Mustafa Kemal’s harsh rebukes of the officer during their meetings, while
Rawlinson made no such complaints.?’ Such issues do not only cloud Turkish accounts. The
weight of retrenchment at Lausanne and diplomatic rapprochement with the Turkish Republic
from the 1930s onwards is apparent in many of the later written memoirs of British officers
who served in Turkey, including Miles, who was keen to stress that he “was witnessing,
though dimly realizing, the rebirth of a nation”. Given this retrospective appreciation of the
significance of the events he was involved in, it is not impossible that Miles either invented or
embellished his encounter with Mustafa Kemal, as this article will proceed to investigate.

Concerningly, Miles appears to have confused numerous dates in his retelling. He notes
that he left Istanbul in January 1919, travelling first to Adapazar1 and then to Bolu, where he
inspected the local prison and ordered the release of several Christians, before arriving in
Samsun in March. It is here that he was informed of and witnessed the arrival of Mustafa
Kemal in the city, who he “was enjoined to assist in every way in my power”. Contradicting
this timeline, he then recounts leaving Samsun on 15 March and arriving in Merzifon two
days later. Given that British and Ottoman official documents record Miles as having met
Mustafa Kemal on 21 May in Samsun and arriving in Merzifon on 4 June, the dates of his
departure (and possibly his arrival) either refer to an earlier journey or are simply mistaken.
He also erroneously recalls having been informed that Mustafa Kemal’s was travelling, not as
an inspector of the 9" army, but on a ““mission of reconciliation’ between the Turks and their
Christian subjects”, perhaps confusing his mission with that of the heyet-i nasiha which were
sent to Anatolia from the capital with such a purpose.

Miles and his small party of “two other officers, 3 batmen, 3 grooms, and an Armenian
interpreter” were far from the only British presence in the region. More than one hundred
Indian soldiers had been dispatched to Samsun in March, and there were also other British
officers in the city, like F. G. Levien and the former Vice Consul at Erzurum, L. H. Hurst,
whose reports on the arrival and early activities of Mustafa Kemal are well known in the
historiography of the War on Independence.? Miles’ presence in the city and his appointment
as control officer for Sivas was noted in Mustafa Kemal’s 20 May report to the Harbiye
Nezareti, in which he lamented the effect on public opinion of the dispatch of British soldiers
to points in the interior and asked that it be limited to whatever extent possible.?” The two first
met on 21 May, along with Hurst and Salter, who Mustafa Kemal wrote had asserted that the
Ottoman government was in need of foreign supervision for some years to come.?®* On the
following day, Mustafa Kemal messaged the Erkan-i Harbiye-i Umumiye Riyaseti informing
them that Miles was soon to depart Samsun with a contingent of troops, while other officers

2 Giiven, Milli Miicadele 'de Mustafa Kemal Pasa 'mn Yabancilarla Temas ve Gériismeleri, p. 48-9.

2! Salahi R. Sonyel, "1919 Yili ingiliz Belgelerinin Isiginda Mustafa Kemal ve Milli Mukavemet", Tiirk
Kiiltiirii, p. 85, Kasim 1969, p. 86-87.

2 Mustafa Kemal’den Harbiye Nezaretine, 20 Mayis 1919, Atatiirk 'iin Biitiin Eserleri (Istanbul: Kaynak
Yayinlari, 1999), Vol. 2, p. 313.

% Mustafa Kemal’den Makam-1 Sadaret-i Uzmaya, Bagbakanlik Osmanli Arsivleri, BEO.4575.343090,
21 Mays 1919.
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were to be sent to Amasya and Tokat.?* Hurst’s brief mention of the meeting in his report to
Arthur Calthorpe, the British High Commissioner in Istanbul, simply noted that Kemal was
“preceding into the interior on a tour of inspection and with the object of maintaining
tranquillity”.25

Further intelligence gathering by British officers in the region, however, soon
convinced them that Mustafa Kemal was coordinating protests and resistance to Allied policy
and encouraging animosity towards local Christians, or what Miles termed in his memoirs “a
campaign of pan-turanianism and Jehad by means of speeches in Mosques and market
squares”. Miles, Hurst and their fellow officers’ reports were instrumental in leading the
British High Commission and military command to press their Ottoman counterparts to
demand Mustafa Kemal’s return to Istanbul on 8 June 1919, orders he defied until the Cabinet
announced his removal from his post on 23 June.

In part because of the heavy presence of British troops, Mustafa Kemal departed
Samsun on 25 May, relocating his command inland to Havza. He was followed by Hurst, who
left Samsun on 1 June, having decided to travel to the town after hearing reports of meetings
and arrests of Greeks in the area. The following morning, he met with Mustafa Kemal who
“received me correctly” and told of his plans to visit Amasya in the coming days.26 Hurst then
travelled on to Merzifon, where he met with members of the American mission who
expressed their concern regarding developments in nearby Greek villages and the arming of
the local Muslim population.?” The mission, composed of a church, college, and hospital, was
under the protection of Indian troops who had been based in the town since mid-March. Hurst
sent Captan Levien to intercept Miles, who had recently departed Samsun, and ask him to join
him in Merzifon, where he arrived on 4 June. In Miles’ memoirs, he remembers meeting the
“Vice-Consul” on the road, confusing Levien with Hurst, and does not mention Hurst’s
presence in the city thereafter, where he claims to have arrived on 18 March, again evidencing
his confusion with dates.

The situation in Merzifon appeared critical to the British officers present in the town. In
his memoirs, Miles recalls being told by a member of the mission that the “atmosphere of
tension throughout the populace closely resembled that preceding the other tragedies”. With
50 rifles and two machine guns “nothing more than a temporary deterrent”, and two weeks’
worth of food and no secure water supply, Miles gave a dim assessment of the mission’s
chances should it come under assault. Hurst’s report mentions the organisation of
precautionary measures, such as moving food into the hospital on the site and filling the

* Mustafa Kemal’den Erkéniharbiye-i Umumiye Riyasetine, 22 Mayis 1919, Atatiirk in Biitiin Eserleri,
Vol. 2, p. 321.

% Hurst’tan Calthorpe’e, 21 Mayis 1919, FO 371/4157.

%8 Hurst’tan Calthorpe’e, 12 Haziran 1919, FO 371/4158.

" Kemal Ar1, “Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin Samsun’a Cikisinda Tespit Ettigi ilk Bulgular ve Bir Raporu”,

Hikmet Oksuz, Mehmet Okur, Bahadir Giines, ve Ulkii Koksal, eds., 100. Yilinda Mondros Miitarekesi ve
Karadeniz’de Milli Miicadele Uluslararasi Sempozyumu (Trabzon: Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi Yayinlari,
2019), Vol. 1, p. 390.
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cisterns with water.”® Miles and his fellow officers’ activities in Merzifon were cast in a less
favourable light by Mustafa Kemal. In a report of 5 June sent to the Prime Ministry he noted
the continual contact between Greek and Armenian bandits and British and Americans in the
town,?® while in a further report to the Harbiye Nezareti he set out his suspicions that arms
were being shipped to the mission and noted the presence of four British officers who he
suspected of organising bands of militia together with delegates of the Armenian patriarch. *
Both Hurst’s reports and Miles’ memoirs meanwhile emphasise their attempts to deter any
attack and deescalate communal tensions in the region, for which purposes they sent patrols
of Indian soldiers through the town and organised a meeting with the kaymakam, miiftii, kad1
and other locals to impress on them the importance of communal harmony and orderly
conduct. A demonstration against the landing in Smyrna held on 9 June was reported to have
proceeded in a peaceful fashion, for which Hurst credited these pre-emptive actions. Again,
later histories have emphasised the degree of confrontation surrounding these events, even
while no such complaints appear in British sources.*

Hurst left Miles in Merzifon, departing for Samsun on 10 June. He was robbed on his
return journey, leading him to request headquarters to either evacuate officers from interior
posts or send sufficient reinforcements to ensure their security. According to Hiisrev Gerede,
the incident caused a significant fall out with the British which led in part to the decision to
move to Amasya on 12 June, beginning a critical period in the organisation of the national
resistance movement.®* In Miles’ memoir, he recalls having received news of the incident on
Saturday and departing for Amasya the following morning, deciding that “a personal visit
might help to clear the air” with Mustafa Kemal. The weekend following Hurst’s departure
fell on the 14-15 June. However, Calthorpe later reported to the Foreign Office that an
unnamed British officer had met with Mustafa Kemal on 22 June, which seems the most
likely date of their encounter given that it too was a Sunday. The tone of the meeting, in
which Mustafa Kemal “claimed that occupation of Constantinople, Smyrna and Adalia were
in violation of Armistice. He hated Germans and had never been connected with Committee
[of Union and Progress] but he was bitterly disappointed by proceedings of Allies”, is in
keeping with the account given in Miles’ memoirs.*® If the date of Miles’ meeting with
Mustafa Kemal was indeed 22 June, then he had arrived on the heels of the Amasya
discussions between Rauf, Ali Fuat and Mustafa Kemal, which had concluded the previous
night.

Miles’ brief account of their encounter proceeds as follows:

%8 Hurst’tan Calthorpe’e, 12 Haziran 1919, FO 371/4158.

2 Mustafa Kemal’den Sadaret Makamina, 5 Haziran 1919, Azatiirk %in Biitiin Eserleri, Vol. 2, p. 361.

*“HR. SYS, 2633/2, 10 Haziran 1919.

31 Bkz. “ingiliz subay ve askerlerinin yiiziine kars1 giir sesle haykirmuslardir”, Meng, Milli Miicadele
Yillarinda Amasya, p. 59; “Ingiliz Subay ve askerlerinin yiiziine dogru haykirdigi giindiir”, Mehmet Kilig,
Amasya Tamimi ve Protokol, p. 78.

32 Onal, Hiisrev Gerede 'nin Anilart, p. 36.

% Calthorpe’den Curzon’a, 8 Temmuz 1919, Documents of British Foreign Policy 1919-1939, Seri 1,
VOL. 4. Available online at https://search.proquest.com/docview/1922975946.
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“In Amassia I found Mustapha Kemal ensconced in a school®, I gate-crashed the sentry at

Fe-n

raised to a bell push hanging from the ceiling. We talked in French for 5 mins & then he relaxed &
said “Parlez vous Frangais”. We continued our conversation & he was quite frank. He said he had
always been friendly towards the British, but now by allowing the Greeks into Smyrna we had
broken faith with them. I replied that the Greeks as allies were occupying an area of strategic
importance. My sympathies were entirely with him. He said that he had heard that we were
sending troops to Merzifun & begged me to cancel the move. He said that he would resist such a
move with a division now in position. | realized that 1 must immediately contact the troops &
guide them through to Merzifun.”

During his return journey to Merzifon, Miles recalled seeing a group of Turkish soldiers
digging a trench across the Amasya-Samsun road in preparation for such resistance. Mehmet
Arif in his memoirs notes that Mustafa Kemal ordered that incursions inland from Samsun
were to be resisted before his departure.® The purported transcription of a speech given to the
people of Amasya by Mustafa Kemal also contains a call to resist the arrival of further British
troops.36 Refet, who remained behind in Amasya after Mustafa Kemal’s departure, indeed
sent warnings that British troop movements from Samsun would face resistance, leading the
Ottoman government to issue a counter-order allowing their passage.®’

Miles was not the last British officer to visit Amasya. Lieutenant Col. lan Smith arrived
on 7 July, where he interviewed Refet, who defended Mustafa Kemal’s disregard of orders to
return to Istanbul.®® It may be that Smith’s visit lies behind a further account derived from
local oral sources of an unnamed British officer who came to the city in July 1919, when he
was supposedly surrounded by angry locals and “bu duruma karst ister istemez boyun egmek
zorunda kaldi”, was detained before being escorted back to Havza a week later.*® There are
no official records of any such detention of a British officer until March the following year,
when Lieutenant Forbes was arrested in the town, a fate which also befell Colonel Rawlinson
in Erzurum.

Until their arrests, British officers were confident enough to make many more journeys
with small parties to coastal and interior towns of Anatolia: Hurst’s replacement as Relief
Officer at Samsun, J. P. Perring, visited Terme, Unye, Niksar, Erbaa and Amasya in July and
Unye, Fatsa, Ordu, Giresun, Trabzon, and Rize in October. Miles himself was reposted to
Bandirma, while other British officers remained in Ankara, Eskisehir, Konya and elsewhere

% Mustafa Kemal is recorded as residing in the Saraydiizii Kislasi (a building of which has now been
reconstructed in a new location to serve as a museum in the city). The school Miles refers to may have been the
town’s Mekteb-i idadi, which had been constructed in the grounds of the palace-cum-barracks and which had
been used by the military during the First World War, see Emre Kolay, “Arsiv Belgelerin Isiginda Amasya
Miilkiye Idadi Mektebi Binas1”, Uluslararas: Sosyal Arastirmalar Dergisi, 12:64 (2019), p. 318-328.

* Mehmet Arif, Anadolu Inkilabi: Milli Miicadele Amilar (1918-1923) (istanbul: Arba, 1987), p. 28.

% Demiray, Resimli Amasya, p. 135-136.

3" John de Robeck’ten Curzon’a, 28 Ekim 1919, FO 406/41, Simsir, Ingiliz Belgelerinde Atatiirk, VVol. 1,
p. 177.

% Jan Smith’den Calthorpe’e, 13 Temmuz 1919, FO 371/4158, Simsir, Ingiliz Belgelerinde Atatiirk, Vol.
1, p. 51

% Demiray, Resimli Amasya, p. 141.
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for many more months.”® Indeed, it was only the rupture brought about by the formal
occupation of Istanbul that forced their withdrawal and ended temporarily the possibility of
dialogue between representatives of the British government and adherents to the National
Movement, as prior meetings between Mustafa Kemal and Hurst and Rawlinson, and Miles
and his memoirs, attest. The encounters these men and their comrades had with Turkish
officers and officials suggest that the hostile remarks and actions focused on in much
autobiographical and historical writing about the early months of the War of Independence
have been frequently exaggerated and over-emphasised and require more careful treatment by
the present generation of historians.

0 See Hasan Ali Polat, “Milli Miicadele’yi Baslamadan Engellemeye Yonelik Bir Tesebbiis: itilaf
Devletleri’nin Miitareke Hiikiimleri Uygulamasmni Tetkik I¢in Anadolu’ya Génderdikleri Subaylar”, TYB
Akademi, 27 (2019), p. 119-121.
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Activity of the Special Operation Executive in Romania via Turkey, 1943 - 1944

Liliana Elena Boscan®
Abstract

The Anschluss of March 1938 marks the point at which Hitler’s designs for Europe became clearer to
Britain and greater prominence was given to considerations about Romania. Between 1938 and 1941 Britain’s
only weapon against German ambitions in countries which fell into Hitler’s orbit were military subversive
operations — the destruction of the oilfields and the interdiction of supply routes by the Danube and the rail
network — but S.O.E. ((Special Operation Executive) failed. Between 1941 and 1944, the S.O.E. (Special
Operation Executive) activity was centred on the revival of wireless contacts with luliu Maniu, head of the
National Peasant Party, aimed at persuading through him Marshal lon Antonescu to abandon the Axis and the
provision of a channel of communication of armistice terms by the Allies (Autonomous Mission, December
1943). The S.O.E. has taken steps to create a reliable communication channel between S.O.E. residents in
Istanbul and Bucharest. A network was made through Turkey legations or through emissaries sent to Istanbul,
Ankara and Cairo, or by radio broadcast and by agents launched with parachute.

Keywords: S.O.E., Romanian-Turkish Relations, Qil, Balkans, World War 11
1. Introduction

In April 1938, Admiral Sir Hugh Sinclair, the Head of the British Secret Intelligence
Service (S.I.S. or MI6), approved the creation of a special unit, Section D (Statistical
Research Department of the War Office), which would plan sabotage in enemy-occupied
lands.? In October 1938, a small section of the War Office known as G.S.R. (General Staff
Research)® was created. To avoid duplication of effort, the G.S.R. moved into Section D.
G.S.R. was placed under the supervision of the Director of Military Intelligence and was
renamed Military Intelligence Research (M.1.R.).

Romania began to appear in British calculations about Hitler’s intentions in Central and
Eastern Europe after the Anschluss of March 1938.* The British concluded that their only
weapon against German ambitions in countries which fell into Hitler’s orbit were military
subversive operations.

The British had better contacts and influential places in Romania than anywhere else in
South-East Europe, except perhaps Greece. Yet, because Romania was geographically
inaccessible and because Stalin made it clear from the start that he intended to secure a
dominant position, their contacts could never be properly used.’

M.L.R. recognized that Romania’s oil was particularly tempting to Hitler and considered
the problem under two topics — destruction of the oilfields and the interdiction of supply

! Assoc. Prof. Liliana Boscan, Bucharest University, Faculty of History, Department of International
Relations and European Studies.

% Nigel West, MI6: British Secret Intelligence Operations, 190945, London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson,
1983, p. 60.

® Peter Wilkinson, Joan Bright Astley, Gubbins and SOE, London: Pen and Sword, 1997, p. 34.

* Dennis Deletant (ed.), In and Out of Focus: Romania and Britain. Relations and Perspectives from 1930
to the Present, Bucharest: British Council, 2005, p. 71-86.

® Elisabeth Barker, British Policy in South-East Europe in the Second World War, Macmillan Press,
London, 1976, p. 223.
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routes by the Danube and the rail network. Explosive material was introduced into Romania
by various means, including the diplomatic bag, using the Istanbul channel.

At the European level, Romania was the second largest producer, its oil reserves being
surpassed only by those of the Soviet Union.

In July 1940, in response to defeat in continental Europe, M.I.R. and Section D were
merged with Electra House (propaganda section of the Foreign Office) to form SO2 (Special
Operations 2), part of the Special Operations Executive (S.O.E.) created in that month on
Churchill’s orders with the motto “to set Europe ablaze”.

In Romania, the attempt to set the country ablaze had been largely extinguished by the
failure of operations to blow up the oil wells. SO2 now turned its attention to building an
anti-German resistance within the country. With the consolidation of Romania’s alignment
with Germany after general I. Antonescu’s advent to power in September 1940, SO2
concentrated on developing contacts with pro-British members of the political opposition.

Colonel Bill Bailey, SO2 representative in Istanbul, sent a policy statement to
headquarters dated 21 December 1940 upon which he based his discussions with the British
Minister Sir Reginald Hervey Hoare® in Bucharest on the agency’s plan to create a local pro-
Ally organization comprising the residue of luliu Maniu’s party, dissident Iron Guardists, and
“other suitable elements”.” The withdrawal of the British Legation meant that there was no
S.0.E. officer to coordinate any sabotage action by the Romanians® so they moved their
office in Istanbul. For almost three years radio and occasional courier were the means of
contact with Romania.® In an attempt to keep abreast of developments in Romania, both de
Chastelain® and Gibson** met Romanians passing through Istanbul at a club called Taxim, or

contacts with Romanian diplomats.

® In 1934, he was appointed Extraordinary Envoy and Minister plenipotentiary to Romania and began
serving in 1935. Reginald Hoare was withdrawn from Romania in 1941.

" Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities in Romania during the Second World War, Palgrave
Macmillan, 2016, p. 78. Maurice Pearton, British Intelligence in Romania, 1938-1941, in George Cipaianu,
Virgiliu Tarau (eds), Romanian and British Historians on the Contemporary History of Romania, Cluj-Napoca
University Press, Cluj-Napoca, 2000, p. 202.

& Maurice Pearton, British Policy Towards Romania: 1939-1941, in Dennis Deletant, Maurice Pearton
(eds), Romania Observed, ed. Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, Bucharest: Editura Enciclopedic, 1998, p. 94.

° Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities in Romania during the Second World War, Palgrave
Macmillan, 2016, p. 83. Ivor Porter, Operation Autonomous: With SOE in Wartime Romania, London: Chatto
and Windus, 1989, p. 66.

10 Alfred George Gardyne de Chastelain (1906-1974) studied engineering at London University. On 4
November 1927, he joined Unirea (Phoenix Oil and Transport Company) in Bucharest. His expertise led to his
recruitment by MIR in operations to sabotage the oil wells in Ploiesti but attacks by the Iron Guard on the British
engineers involved in these plans forced him to leave Romania in October 1940. In 1941, he took over from
Colonel Bill Bailey as head of SOE in Istanbul. Parachuted into Romania in December 1943 as head of the
Autonomous mission he was captured and interned in Bucharest until 23 August 1944. On the following day he
flew to Istanbul, cf., Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities..., p. XII.

1 In February 1941, Harold Charles Lehr Gibson was sent to Istanbul as head of station. Here he had
responsibility not only for Turkey but also had to coordinate the work of the displaced in Athens, Belgrade,
Bucharest, Budapest and Sofia stations. At the same time Harold Gibson contributed to the Inter Service Balkan
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The most active of neutral diplomats was a Turkish citizen named Satvet Lutfi Tozan,
an arms dealer and honorary Finnish Consul in Istanbul. In November 1941, Tozan met luliu
Maniu and Mihai Popovici in the house of the Turkish Ambassador, Suphi Tanrwver, in
Bucharest. Lutfi Bey was at this time collaborating in Istanbul with Commander Vladimir
Wolfson of Royal Naval Intelligence."?

The following day after Britain’s declaration of war Marshal 1. Antonescu, who had
served as military attaché in London and had a great admiration for Britain, expressed regret
in a radio broadcast that his people’s centuries-old struggle to preserve its existence, its liberty
and its unity had not been understood.™®

Interruption of Romanian oil production remained a priority for the Allies. The first air
raids on the oilfields at Ploiesti were carried out by Soviet aircraft between July 1 and August
18 1941, but they appear to have caused little damage.™

In 1942, the Foreign Office and S.O.E. agreed upon that I. Maniu is “our best hope of
starting an anti-Axis movement and that a coup d’état would be the goal to aim at”.*®

2. The Turkish Chanel in the Romanian Secret Negotiations to go out of War (1st
of February 1943 - 23rd of August 1944)

The German retreat after the battle of Stalingrad in November 1942 was a turning point
for the German advancement in Europe. Starting with that moment, the Anglo-Americans
started building upon the idea of launching a Balkan invasion throughout Turkey and
weakening the German army by creating a second front in Europe.

Mihai Antonescu®® looked toward the neutral states also, trying to establish direct
contact with the western representatives. The Romanian minister in Bern, N. E. Lahovary,
was instructed to contact Vatican’s ambassador Bernardini, while he was negotiating with the
ambassador in Romania, A. Cassulo. Meanwhile, the Romanian Foreign Affairs Minister in
Lisbon, V. Cadere, enquired the Portuguese Prime Minister, Salazar, the British ambassador,
and the minister in Madrid, while N.G. Dimitrescu renewed his contact with the Argentinean
ambassador, Pereira, asking them to be intermediaries and address the American ambassador,

Intelligence Centre (a cover name for MI6) which had been set up in Ankara in December 1939 under the
direction of the military attaché, Brigadier Allan Arnold, cf., Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities..., p.
4-5.

12 Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities..., p. 89.

3 Mircea Agapie and Jipa Rotaru lon Antonescu: Cariera militard. Scrisori inedite, ed. Academiei de
Inalte Studii Militare, Bucuresti, 1993, p. 177. apud Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities..., p. 91.

4 patrick Macdonald Through Darkness to Light: The Night Bomber Offensive against Romanian Oil,
1944, Edinburgh: The Pentland Press, 1990, p. 33.

1> Elisabeth Barker, British Policy in South-East Europe ..., p. 224.

16 Mihai Antonescu was Minister of Foreign Affairs (29 June 1941 — 23 August 1944) and Minister of
National Propaganda (26 May 1941 — 23 August 1944).
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Carlton Hayes “Romania’s wish to make peace with the United Nations as soon as

possible”.!’

There was also a close connection between Mihai Antonescu and Turkey’s
representative, Suphi Tanriover, the Romanian government having high hopes concerning the
role that the Turkish government could assume.

On the other hand, at the end of 1942 and the beginning of 1943 there were further
contacts between the Romanian democratic opposition and the Anglo-Americans via SOE’s
channel in Istanbul.

The efforts made by the Romanian government to remain in contact with the Western
powers had reached a new level. Thus, on 13 January 1943, Marshal I. Antonescu sent a
message to the military attaché from Turkey to convey to the American military attaché that
the collaboration with the Allies is conditioned by political guarantees. Romania cannot
follow Italy’s example, since that would mean the occupation of its territory by the Russian
army. If the British and the American army came to the Danube, the Romanian army would
fight next to the Dniester River and it would fight off the Red Army.

Within a month of the Tehran Conference Romania began to influence strategic
decision-making. A second S.O.E. mission to Romania had been planned in spring 1943. On
9 November 1943, luliu Maniu notified to the British that he wished to send a special delegate
out of Romania, in order to discuss arrangements for a political change in that country. After
consultations with Moscow and Washington, London agreed, notifying to the leader of the
P.N.T.®® that the emissary’s only function was to discuss the operational details for the
overthrow of Antonescu’s regime and its replacement with a government ready to accept
unconditional surrender.® De Chastelain and 1. Porter were accompanied by a Romanian
sabotage expert, Silviu Metianu and on 22 December 1943, the three men were dropped in
thick mist and were captured a few hours after the parachuting by Romanians.?

What the Romanians did not know about the Autonomous Mission is that the British
used contacts with the opposition and the Romanian government to confuse the German army.
The operation was codenamed “Bodyguard” and managed to persuade the Germans to
maintain troops in the Balkans to allow the Allies to land in Normandy.*

3. Prince Barbu Stirbey’s voyage to Egypt via Turkey (March 1944)

The Romanian opposition and Marshal Antonescu agreed that prince Barbu Stirbey
should be sent to London for secret meetings with the British government, given his excellent

7 Aurel Simion Preliminarii politico-diplomatice ale insuretiei romdne din august 1944, ed. Dacia, Cluj-
Napoca, 1979, p. 269.

'8 Juliu Maniu was the Leader of the National Peasants’ Party (Partidul National Taranesc = PNT).

9P, Quinlan, Ciocnire deasupra Romdniei. Politica anglo-americand fatd de Romdnia (1938-1947),
Fundatia Culturala Romana, Iasi, 1995, p. 84.

2% |vor Porter, Operation Autonomous ..., p. 78.

2L E H. Hinsley, G. A. G. Simkins, British Intelligence in the Second World, volume 4, Her Majesty’s
Stationery Office, London, 1990, p. 239.
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relations with Great Britain. On 1 February 1944, Alexandru Cretzianu, the Romanian
minister in Ankara, was informed by the British government that there would a meeting
between the three main Allied powers in Cairo.

In spite of this major change of events, prince Stirbey left Romania for Istanbul on 1% of
March 1944 with a mission from I. Maniu and with I. Antonescu’s approval. His destination
and the scope of the visit were kept a secret, the justification for the Germans being that he
has to buy some cotton (Stirbey owned a factory that processed cotton). Even though the
declared scope seemed legitimate, the Germans realized that he has a secret mission. The
Germans could have stopped him at “the Turkish-Bulgarian border, in Svilengrad, but they
wanted to avoid any complications with the Romanian authorities”.”” Instead, the Gestapo
arrested Stirbey’s daughter who was joining him, hoping that he will not continue his journey.
Prince Stirbey did not let this intimidate him and continued his journey.

Once he reached Ankara, the British Secret Services gave him a passport with the name
Bond and he left for Cairo. In spite of the efforts made to keep the visit a secret, on 14 March
1944, Reuters published the news that “a Romanian emissary, prince Stirbey, has left Istanbul
to begin the negotiations in Cairo”.?® In addition, Prince Stirbey’s trip was leaked to the
Turkish press, making his mission more difficult.* Even though the Romanian government
declared that this was a private visit, the negotiations between the prince and the western
representatives began under unfavourable conditions.

On 17 March 1944, Prince Stirbey started the negotiations with the Allied
representatives: lord Moyen (member of the British government residing in the Middle East),
Mac Veagh and Novikov, the American and the Russian ambassadors in Egypt.?

La Turquie newspaper mentioned in the article “The Romanian opportunities” from 29
March 1944 the conditions offered to Romania and Finland by Russia:

“The border established in 1940 (the retreat from Bessarabia and Bucovina); The north arm of the
Danube and of Sulina; Romania should defeat the Germans; Russia will take actions during the peace conference
that Romania should be given the north of Transylvania; the occupation of several cities by the Russians;
Romania should give back the industrial equipment built in the occupied regions; the rendition of those who

: ) . : 26
committed war crimes against the Russians.”

On 20 June 1944, luliu Maniu sent a message to Alexandru Cretzianu containing
detailed plans for the coup d’etat that would lead Romania to the United Nations camp. For
the success of the action, luliu Maniu asked the U.S.S.R. to undertake a vigorous offensive on
the Romanian front and to send to the Anglo-Americans three airborne brigades, in some vital

22 A, Cretzianu, op. cit., p. 140.

2 1dem

% Cumhuriyet Newspaper (16 March 1944): Rumanyan: sulh sartlar. Ankaradaki Rus mahfillerine gore
Prens Srtirbey'in tesebbiisii bir Alman oyunu imis; Cumhuriyet Newspaper (18 March 1944): Rumanyanin sulh
tesebbiisii. Kahireye giden Prens Stirbey muhalefetin miimesili mi?

% A, Cretzianu, op. cit., p. 140.

% AMAE, fund 71/Turcia [Turkey], volume 64, p. 23.
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points around Bucharest.”’ luliu Maniu decided that General Aldea should cross the front line
and treat the conditions of the armistice with the Russians. The crossing of the lines was to
take place on the night of August 8-9, 1944. The operation did not take place due to the
resumption of fighting.?® In turn, the government was in advanced negotiations in Stockholm
with the Soviet ambassador, Mrs. Kolontai.?®

On 20 August 1944, when Soviet pressure on the front rose, luliu Maniu sent to Cairo
that he had decided to act without waiting for a response from the Allies.*® In addition, Mihai
Antonescu asked Turkey to act as an intermediary between Romania and the Allies for the
conclusion of the armistice, with the consent of the king, the marshal and all members of the
opposition. He wanted to know which of the three alternatives were convenient for the Anglo-
Americans: sending a Romanian representative to Moscow to conclude the armistice;
simultaneous contact with the Americans, the British and the Russians to establish the terms
of an armistice; or discussing the terms of the armistice in Cairo with the Allies.*

On 23 August 1944, Romania had no other solution than to side with the United Nations
and saved what could be saved. On the afternoon of August 23, Marshal I. Antonescu and his
main collaborators were arrested. With or without 23 August 1944, Romania was still
occupied by the Red Army, as a result of the Tehran agreements.

As a conclusion, if the success of British military clandestine activities in Romania is to
be judged by their effectiveness in fulfilling their principal purpose — the destruction of the
oilfields and the interdiction of sup3131y routes by the Danube and the rail network — then the
verdict can only be one of failure.*® Although in the period from 1940 to 1944 there were a
few isolated rail accidents, fires and explosions which might have been ascribed to sabotage,
the importance of these in the context of oil production and export to the Reich from Romania
was minimal. In fact, the battle for “the black gold” waged by the Abwehr®® with the British
and French intelligence agencies was won in 1940.

Secondly, during the 1941-1944 period S.O.E. activity in Romania has depended on the
collaboration with luliu Maniu. S.O.E. has taken steps to create reliable communication
channels between S.O.E residents in Istanbul and Bucharest. Networks were made through
the Turkish legations or through emissaries sent to Istanbul, Ankara and Cairo, or by radio

2" Reuben Markham, Romdnia sub jug sovietic, Fundatia Academia Civica, Bucuresti, 1996, p. 89.

% ). Ardeleanu, V. Arimia, M. Musat (eds.), 23 August 1944. Documente, vol. II, ed. Stiintifica si
Enciclopedica, 1984, p. 346.

% |bidem, p.374.

%0, Porter, op. cit., p. 232.

11, Ardeleanu, V.Arimia, M. Musat (eds.), 23 August 1944..., pp. 413 — 414.

%2 Dennis Deletant, British Clandestine Activities..., pp. 66-89.

% Ottmar Trasci, Dennis Deletant, The German Secret Services in Romania: “Kriegsorganisation
Rumdinien’’/“Abwehrstelle Rumdnien” and Intelligence Cooperation between Romania and Germany over the
Defence of the Romanian Oil-Fields, 1939-1944, in Daniel Dumitran, Valer Moga (eds), Economy and Society
in Central and Eastern Europe: Territory, Population, Consumption, Papers of the International Conference held
in Alba lulia, 25-7 April 2013 (Vienna/Zurich/Munich: Lit Verlag), 2013, pp. 343 — 62.
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broadcast and by agents launched by parachute.** These channels were functioning with
benefit from the help of the Romanian Secret Services, which tolerated their activity.

S.O.E. asked luliu Maniu to launch a coup d’etat in Romania in the autumn of 1943 and
the spring of 1944, although Britain was not interested in its success. The British were
interested in the success of the Bodyguard operation.*

The regime change of August 23, 1944 was a severe blow to Germany, which was
forced to abandon the Balkans and withdraw its armies to Hungary. At the end of August, the
Soviets crossed Romania and Bulgaria and stopped at the Balkan door of Turkey.
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Appendices
Appendix-1: Sir Reginald Hervey Hoare, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister

Plenipotentiary to Romania, was withdrawn from Romania in 1941.
Aksam Newspaper (17 February 1941)

Cumhuriyet Newspaper (17 February 1941)
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Tan Newspaper (17 February 1941)
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Vatan Newspaper (17 February 1941)
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Aksam Postas

Newspaper (17 February 1941)
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Almanlar Vektrariar
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Bulgaristana
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Appendix-2: Evolution of the Romanian Oil Production from 1938 to 1945

Year Total Production Domestic Consumption Export
— intons — — intons — — intons —

1938 6, 610, 000 1, 647, 046 4,159 ,325
1939 6, 240,000 1,784,750 3,848 ,403
1940 5,810,000 1, 862, 000 3,192 ,523
1941 5, 453,000 1, 810, 887 3, 683,028
1942 5, 665, 000 2,097, 053 2,947,334
1943 5, 273,000 2,007, 005 2,797 616
1944 3, 525, 000 1,108, 148 1, 338,681
1945 4, 680, 000 1,443, 852 185, 997

% |lie Manole, Constantin Hlihor (eds.), Armata Rosie in Romdnia, Bucuresti, 1995, pp. 158-160, apud
Gh. Buzatu, Istoria petrolului romdnesc/ History of Romanian Oil, Ed. Demiurg, lasi, 2009, p. 460.
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Appendix-3: The Winter Campaign, December 1943-April 1944%

The Soviet offensive (Operation Iasi- Chisinau) began on 20 August 1944 with the
forces of the armies of the Ukrainian Fronts 2 and 3, under the command of General R.
Malinovsky and General F. Tolbuhin. On August 21, Soviet troops captured the city of lasi
and began advancing on Bucharest. The front of the German-Romanian forces was collapsing.
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" David M. Glantz, The Soviet-German 1941-1945: Myths and Relities: ASurvey Essay, The Strom
Thurmond Institute of Government and Public Affairs Clemson University, 2001, p. 68.

23



NQE74 %
‘f;_ V \=_,_(
% s

K iLi§\(\\-‘i‘\Q
Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Yamag, Miizehher. “History of UK Devolution and Local Governance”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish
Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 24-46.

History of UK Devolution and Local Governance

Miizehher Yamac'
Abstract

The United Kingdom, which is a constitutional monarchy governed by parliamentary democracy, has a
unitary structure, but places great emphasis on regional governance and decentralisation. Central government
holds the powers of legislative, executive and judicial powers; transfers some of its executive powers to local
government units. In the post-1980 period, transformations in the administrative field were instigated with the
reform efforts towards local governments. The introduction of elected mayors, inspired by the European and
American experience, into the English local political landscape has brought an additional dimension to political
representation and new electoral opportunities for the voters to make judgements on their local political leaders.
The purpose of this study is to reveal the ongoing development of local authorities in England to the present day,
through the lens of the historical perspective. In this context, this paper discusses the emergence of local
governments in the development process, how the structural situation was handled and where it is located and
dealt with the variability and examined in the academic literature.

Key Words: United Kingdom, England, Local Governments, Mayoral Government, Local leadership
Introduction

In England, which is accepted as the cradle of local governments, local governments
have a structure whose roots go deep into history. The UK-made structure is run by the same
Parliament and national government and has a strong central structure due to the doctrine of
Parliament's rule. Central government holds the powers of legislative, executive and judicial
powers; it transfers only a part of its executive powers to local government units. Executing in
England it consists of the Royal, Special Council, Council of Ministers, Prime Minister,
Cabinet and Public administration units. Although there is no written “Constitution”, the
constitutional legal system is valid. The election system, on the other hand, has been
established on a simple majority basis and allows regional representation. Local governments
are a form of organisation in which the people are directly represented. For local services,
there are specialised units in a specific area at the regional level and many special-purpose
management units.

Historical Development of Local Governments

Two main struggles dominate even the briefest histories of UK local government. The
first is that of localities seeking freedom from the centre to raise their own revenues to govern
themselves. The second is that of towns, seeing their interest as being significantly different
from those of more rural surrounding areas, and again seeking freedom to govern themselves
in their own preferred ways.

Historically, the country was composed of counties, parishes, boroughs, and towns.
Local councils expanded as industrialisation and population pressures forced the creation of

! Assoc. Prof. Dr., Namik Kemal University, Department of International Relation, E-mail:
myamac@nku.edu.tr
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urban and rural administrations.? In England, the first law to appoint local governments was
made in 1601. In this law made by Queen Elizabeth I, there were articles regarding the duties
and powers of local governments in the fight against poverty.*® Rapid industrialisation,
urbanisation and population growth in the 18th century led to changes in the economic and
social structure, and local governments assumed more responsibility in solving the emerging
problems. They ensured that basic services such as healthcare, workhouses, housing, waste
management and education services were performed within the public health protection
functions.” The state provided the production and distribution of services with its institutions,
personnel and other opportunities in England during this period. Central government had
administrative and courts’ judicial controls over local governments. In this respect, the
autonomy of local governments was limited to setting rules and doing business in the area
reserved for them.”

The structure of the UK local government system was only possible in the 19th century
as it began to take on its current form as county, non-county borough, and parish
administrations. The provinces, as an administrative unit, were the units carried out by
“sheriffs” whose management went back far into history and were appointed by the king. This
responsibility passed to the magistrates over time. Municipalities were cities whose status was
specified by the king with an edict. The cities were run by a group called the “aldermen” with
the mayor chosen by a limited group. Villages were small units originally gathered around the
church and administered by the church minister.® These local administrations became
untenable from the 18th century onwards. With the Industrial Revolution, the structure of
cities changed, and the existing administrative systems were insufficient in the face of the
rapid migration from the countryside and villages to cities. There was a need for new
structures given the emerging problems in health, education, housing, transportation,
infrastructure and the environment. The central government aimed to solve existing problems
with new organisations and laws. They attempted to answer these needs through many
legislative amendments. The most significant laws of structural evolution in local
governments in the United Kingdom can be listed as follows:’

1835 Municipal Corporations Act - An initial 178 directly-elected municipal boroughs
in England and Wales replaced self-electing and frequently corrupt medieval corporations. In
Scotland, the 1833 Burgh Reform Act had introduced similar reforms.1888 Local
Government Act - Established 62 elected county councils and 61 all-purpose county borough
councils in England and Wales. This was followed by the Local Government (Scotland) Act

2 David Wilson and C. Chris Game, Local Government in the United Kingdom, Fifth Edition, Palgrave
Macmillan, 2011, p. 53.

® Maurice Bruce, The Rise of the Welfare State: English Social Policy, 1601-1971, London: Cox- Wyman,
1973, p. 5.

* Graeme Betts, Local Government and Inequalities in Health; Aldershot: Avebury, 1993, p. 38.

> Anthony Harold Birch, The British System of Government, 1. Edition, London: Routledge, 1998, p. 6.

® Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 638. https://www.jstor.org/stable/i311087

" Wilson and Game, p. 57.
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1889.1894 Local Government Act - Established within county council areas a network of
1,270 urban and rural district and non-county borough councils. Town Councils (Scotland)
Act 1900 established equivalent Scottish structure.1899 London Govenment Act - 28
Metropolitan borough councils complete the modern structure of local government.1929
Local Government and Local Government (Scotland) Acts - Abolished Boards of Poor Law
Guardians and transferred their responsibilities to local authorities.1963 London Government
Act — Replaced the London County Council (LCC), establishing in 1965 London’s two-tier
Greater London Council (GLC) of 33 boroughs, plus Inner London Education Authority
(ILEA).1972 Local Government Act — Abolished county boroughs and established from
1974, a two-tier structure in England and Wales: 47 counties incorporating 333 non—
metropolitan districts, plus, in 6 metropolitan areas, 6 counties and 36 districts. 1972 Local
Government (Northern Ireland) Act — Replaced 73 local authorities with 26 single-tier district
councils, elected by proportional representation. 1973 Local Government (Scotland) Act —
Established, from May 1975, a largely two-tier structure: 9 regional and 53 district councils,
plus three unitary island councils, to replace over 400 authorities that had existed since
1929.1985 Local Government Act — Abolished the GLC and the 6 English metropolitan
county councils. The LLEA was abolished in April 1990. 1994 Local Government (Scotland)
and (Wales) Acts - From 1996, replaced Scottish and Welsh two-tier systems with, 32 and 22
unitary councils respectively. In parallel, 46 new English unitary councils were created by
Statuory Orders, in place of five county and 58 district councils. 1999 Greater London
Authority Act and Local Government Act 2000 - Created the UK’s first directly-elected
executive mayor and a 25 member Assembly, both first elected in May 2000.

2009 Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act - Created a further 9
English unitary councils, in place of seven county and 37 district councils.2010-Present - The
Coalition Government’s Localism Act, introduced in 2010, aimed to give councils more
freedom from Westminster control. The aim of the Localism Act 2011 is to ‘reverse years of
creeping state control’ and shift power from central government back into the hands of
individuals, communities and councils - allowing local people the freedom to run their lives
and neighbourhoods in their own way. The Act was a major piece of legislation affecting a
wide range of existing housing, planning and local government legislation. This was followed
by the adoption of the Local Government Finance Act 2012, Care Act 2014, Infrastructure
Act 2015, Cities and Local Government Devolution Act 2016. After 2015, the Cameron
government designed more robust governance structures over major urban centres. As of
2020, ten combined authorities exist, including Greater Manchester and West Midlands. The
Act abolished the nine regional government offices and regional development agencies which
had been in place in England. It favoured the creation of local enterprise partnerships, which
placed communities and businesses at the centre of decision-making, and directly elected
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mayors, which would bring “direct accountability” and “increase the confidence of central
government to give powers away”.8

Structure of Local Governments in the UK

In the UK, local governments are organisations that operate according to the powers and
duties assigned to them by Parliament and are managed by elected local bodies in matters
related to the residents of a particular residential area, a specific region or district. They are
created entirely by Parliament and have the power to change and eliminate parliamentary
borders. Each ministry has organised its service area at regional or sub-levels. The most
important feature is that they have the right to exercise a certain level of jurisdiction. The
current structure of local governments was largely created by the Local Governments Act of
1972, enacted in April 1974, and the arrangements made in 1986. A three-class system was
created by reducing the number of existing local government units. According to this
classification, the first tier is the county, metropolitan and non-metropolitan; the second tier is
the district; and the third tier is the parish. The Greater London Council was also regulated.’

Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland each have a unitary, single-tier system of
devolved government, including nominated First Ministers and departmental ministers for the
region. England has a mixed system of either single-tier local government in the form of
unitary authorities, London boroughs and metropolitan district councils; or two-tier local
government with county councils as the upper tier and district or borough councils as the
lower tier. In England, Wales and Scotland there are also smaller units of local representation,
known as parishes in England and community councils in Wales and Scotland. However,
these are not uniform and do not cover the whole population.

In the 1980s, local and regional governments were transformed and reorganised in
England, as in all European countries. Within the framework of the Neo-Liberal policies
implemented, the Thatcher government in Britain declared local governments inefficient, and
legislated the privatisation or centralisation of its powers and duties. The intervention of the
central government and the increasing tendencies towards centralisation resulted in the
narrowing of local governments and areas of activity.'® After these years; the state’s role in
providing services transitioned from the production of services to becoming the primary buyer
of serylices. In the financing method, the state delegated some of its powers directly to the
users.

& Communities and Local Government Committee, Localism: Third Report of Session, 2010-12, Volume
I: Report, together with formal minutes, oral and written evidence, House of Commons (9 May 2011), London:
The Stationanary Office Limited.

° Wilson and Game, p. 57.

19 Frieder Nashold, New Frontier in Public Sector Management: Trends and Issues in State and Local
Government in Europe;( Translated by Andrew Watt): Berlin, Walter de Gruyter, 1996, p. 136.

1 Julian Le Grand, “Paying for or Providing Welfare”, The Cost of Welfare; Ed. Nicholas Deakin- Robert
Page; Aldershot: Avebury, 1993, p. 87.
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The 1990s saw globalisation and integration processes rapidly increasing in the world.
Important regulations that will lead to changes in the institutional structure of the European
Union also coincide with this period. In the conferences organised by the European
Parliament in 1992 Maastrich Treaty, 1994 and 1996, the importance of local governments
and their contribution to a more democratic European Union was emphasised. By transferring
more resources to local and regional administrations, “Subsidiarity”, which envisages the
increase of their autonomy, will be able to protect the rights and freedoms of people living in
local communities.** A White Paper was prepared in order to provide a framework for the
growing European Union structure and to support the Principle of Displacement at the
European Union scale. It consists of the Public Servants White Paper published in 1994 on
continuity and change, and the Books Continuity and Change Forward published in 1995.*3

In the process of the European Convention that started in 2002; With the European
Constitution and the Lisbon Treaty, on the one hand the powers of the European Union
institutions were strengthened, and local governments were strengthened on the other. By
defining the European Union central government, regional and local government levels, it is
emphasised that there is no hierarchy between them by limiting central government, union
organisations, local administrations, and regional administrations.

The text of the European Union Constitution signed in Rome in 2004 and the
regulations in the attached protocols included regulations that would enable more active
participation of local and regional governments.* In the Lisbon Agreement signed in 2007,
new regulations were made in this direction by emphasising the principle of “subsidiarity”
with local and regional government.*®

The concept of “local governance” is used to express the authority of local governments
shared with private and public sectors and voluntary organisations in the provision of local
services. External effects also forced local governments to structural changes in the ongoing
process.'® Within the EU development line, it gives more importance to local and regional
governments and makes new regulations.’Under the Charter of European Local Governments
Autonomy; The expression “public responsibilities will be used generally and preferably by
the units closest to the citizen” emphasises the principle of displacement.

12 Christian Kirchner, “Competence Catalogues and the Principle of Subsidiarity in A European
Constitution”, Constitutional Political Economy, C. 8, S. 1, March, 1997, p. 73.

13 http://ec.europa.eu/governance/white paper / index en.htm

Y Muhammet Kosecik, “Yerel ve Bolgesel Yonetimler Agisindan Avrupa Birligi Biitiinlesme Siireci ve
Anayasas1”, Avrupa Perspektifinde Yerel Yonetimler, Ed. Hiiseyin Ozgiir ve Bekir Parlak, Alfa Aktiiel, Bursa,
2006, s. 31.

15 \www.eu-newgov.org/database/docs/p19ad13_regional_subsidiarity _begg.pdf

16 Michael Goldsmith, “The Europeanisation of Local Government”, Urban Studies, Edinburgh, Scotland,
C. 30, 4/5, 1993, p. 68.

" A. G. Toth, “The Principle of Subsidiarity in The Maastricht Treaty”, Common Market Law Review,
Volume: 29, Issue: 6, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Netherlands, 1992, p. 1079.
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Within the framework of the regulatory rules brought by the Union, nine regional
administrations were established in 1994. Their main function is to support the government’s
effective policy development towards the needs of local communities. Eight regional
development agencies and regional boards were created in 1998. With the Law on Regional
Development Agencies, these agencies are given the task of determining regional strategies
for areas such as transportation, waste disposal, housing, culture and tourism. The
effectiveness of the private sector has been enhanced through institutional arrangements in
contracts, franchises and voluntary services.

Until 1990, local governments were narrow in their duties, and local governments
started to share their powers and responsibilities with “Quango” organisations and agencies
defined as semi-official community organisations or semi-independent non-governmental
organisations organised at local and regional levels.'® NGOs; As organisations that work
independently from the government, they work in cooperation with central government and
local governments, and great importance is attached to many organisations and voluntary
communities, making a significant contribution to the economy, environment and human
health. According to the figures of “UK Civil Society Almanac” (NCVO, 2010); “Civil
Society” in the UK generated a total of £ 157 billion pounds in 2008, with 900,000
Organisations and a 1.6 billion workforce. 171,000 Volunteers and Community Groups
generated £ 35.5 billion in revenue. Of the 668,000 employees, 68% are women and 63% are
working full time.*

The other part of revenues came from individuals £ 13.1 billion, £ 12.8 billion (36%)
came from government sources. Almost half of government funds belong to local
governments. More than half of the Volunteer and Community Organisations (VCGSs) are
small organisations called “micro-organizations” and their annual income is less than £
10,000. 438 large organisations have 44% of the sector income.?

There are 343 local authorities in England. The structure of government varies between
them. They cover: Two-tier areas, where authorities share local government functions. These
areas are covered by county councils and district councils. There are 26 county councils,
which provide social care and some aspects of transport and education. The counties are sub-
divided into 192 district councils, which manage neighbourhood services like waste
collection. Single-tier areas, where one authority carries out all local government functions.
These areas comprise of 32 London boroughs, 36 metropolitan districts (including in areas

'8 Chris Skeltcher, Stuart Weir, Lynne Wilson, Advance of the Quango State, LGIU, London, 2000, p. 1.

19 Jenny Clark, David Kane, Karl Wilding, Jenny Wilton, UK Civil Society Almanac” (NCVO, 2010);
“Civil Society” in the UK.,

http://ncvo-app-wagtail-mediaa721a567-uwkfinin077j.s3.amazonaws.com/documents/ncvo-uk-civil-
society-almanac-2010-small.pdf

% David Cane, James Allen, Counting the Cuts, The Impact of Spending Cuts on the UK Voluntary and
Community Sector,

http://mww.ncvo.org.uk/images/documents/policy_and_research/funding/counting_the_cuts.pdf
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like Greater Manchester and the West Midlands), and 55 unitary authorities such as Bristol
and North East Lincolnshire.?

Local Administrative Units

In England today, the number of the main elected local authorities is 354. There are 22
major local governments in Wales and 32 in Scotland.? The first level and the largest of the
local government units is not to express a county, a city, but a settlement; It refers to a large
region with many cities. The provinces to take the form of a local administration were
provided by the Local Administrations Law of 1888.%

With the 1972 Act of Parliament, enacted in 1974, their number was reduced to 47 (39
provinces in England and 8 provinces in Wales). With the regulation of 1974, 6 metropolitan
cities with special status were established in the main cities. However, with the 1986
regulation, the total number of provinces was again reduced to 47.% Today, the provinces
exist only in non-metropolitan areas. There are regions and municipalities that are second-tier
units in metropolitan areas and London. Provincial councils are formed in the provincial local
administration, and local services are managed by these councils.

The conties are sub-divided into 192 district councils, which manage neighbourhood
services like waste collection. Single-tier areas, where one authority carries out all local
government function. These areas comprise of 32 London boroughs, 36 metropolitan districts
(including in areas like Greater Manchester and the West Midlands), and 55 unitary
authorities such as Bristol and East Lincolnshire.?

Regions (District) are sub-level local government units within provinces that are formed
by dividing according to certain measures. Existing municipalities (non-county boroughs),
urban districts and rural districts (rural districts) were abolished before the arrangement in
1972 and replaced by regional assemblies.

The powers and duties of the metropolitan provincial councils were distributed to 36
regional councils with the regulation made in 1986. The duties of the regional councils are the
close environmental services directly related to the daily life of the people. Regional councils;
It is structured as units directly responsible for single-level local services in metropolitan
areas and as the second stage of the provincial system in non-metropolitan areas.?®

2! hitp://www.instituteforgovernment.org.uk/explainers/local-government

2 Wilson and Game, p. 86.

2 Ziya Coker, Tiirk Mahalli Idarelerinin Sorunlart A¢isindan Ingiliz Mahalli Idareleri, T.C. Igisleri
Bakanlig1 Tetkik Kurulu Yayinlari: 6, Ankara, 1970, p. 26.

M. Ali Yildirim, “Tarihi Gelisim iginde Ingiliz Mahalli idareleri”, Tiirk Idare Dergisi, Yil: 62, Sayi:
389, Aralik, Ankara, 1990, p. 175.

2 http://www.instituteforgovernment.org.uk/explainers/local-government

% Hikmet Kavruk, Anakent’e Bakis, T tirkiye 'de Anakent Belediyeciligi ve Kent Hizmetlerinin Yonetimi,
Hizmet-is Sendikas1 Yayinlar1, Ankara, 2002, p. 112.
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Parishesare the smallest administrative unit of the local government in small residential
areas within the regions, with more than 200 voters. According to the 1972 regulation, it is
compulsory to create a Parish council in places with 200 voters, whereas places with fewer
voters are free to form a Parish council if the parish population so resolve. In these places, the
people gather in Parish Meetingsat least once a year to make decisions, and it consists of all
voters. Although the upper limit of a council is not specified, it has at minimum five members
and has to meet at least four times a year.?’

Greater London Authority

In the early 1960s; In general, all UK local governments showed some inadequacies
according to changing conditions. The main ones are; The cumbersome bureaucratic structure
caused by the presence of a large number of hierarchical local governments, the strife and
resource waste caused by rural and urban administrations, the need for a different structure for
each size, the confusion of authority in big city areas, the limits of some large urban local
administrations were inadequate and aging. For example, the old London City administration,
called the London County Council (LCC), did not include the rural area, and the city borders
were insufficient. Considering the size of the metropolitan area, the diversity of its functions
and being an international center, the Greater London Concils was established in the 1963
arrangement. The establishment of GLC was completed in 1965. The reorganisation of the
British local governments outside London was accomplished by the work carried out by the
Redclzigfe - Maud Commission, referred to as the president, in 1970 and came into force in
1972.

The Greater London Administration (GLC) was abolished by the Conservative Party
under Margaret Thatcher, with a law passed in 1985, effective from 1986. As a reflection of
its aim to cut local government spending, the government also dissolved other metropolitical
local governments established in 1974, such as Birmingham, Leeds, Manchester, Newcastle,
Liverpool and Sheffield. As a reason; they argued that the spending of local governments
tended to increase significantly, that the services provided by these local governments could
be provided more effectively and efficiently by sub-local governments in metropolitan areas,
and the law was put into effect despite intense criticism and the opposition campaign.”*The
Conservative Party government, which prioritised liberal economic policies, tried to reduce
the total expenditures of local governments and started to implement radical policies such as
tight control over local governments' revenues and expenses, and the privatisation of some
local services.

The Labour Party came to power in the general elections held on May 1, 1998. The
London Metropolitan Municipality Act (Greater London Authority Act) was approved by the

2 Colin Frank Padfield, Tony Byrne, Social Services, Made Simple Books, Oxford, 1990, p. 339.

%8 Redcliffe Maud, Bruce Wood, English Local Government Reformed, Oxford University Press, 1976, p.
12.

9 Norman Flynn, Steve Leach, Carol A. Vielba, Abolition or Reform: The GLC and the Metropolitan
County Councils, Macmillan, London, 1985, p. 11
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referendum held in 1999, as they had promised in the election declarations, and a London
Metropolitan Municipality was established again.With this arrangement, the London
Metropolitan City Council consists of a directly elected mayor and 25 members.*

According to the founding law, the main task outlines of the Greater London Council
(GLC) are; Comprehensive planning for London's development and determination of strategic
policies, establishment of an effective communication, transportation and traffic system,
providing or assisting in the provision of good quality housing for the entire population living
in London, performing health and safety services, rest in London and increasing the
opportunity to have fun and offering them to the public in the most convenient way.**

Services and Duties of Local Governments

In England, local governments can fulfill and use the powers and duties given to them
by law. There is no strict rule to ensure that public services are shared objectively between
central and local governments. However, in practice it permits or requests the implementation
by the administrations and no local government unit is allowed to exceed their legal powers.

Although local governments lost their responsibilities in some important services over
time, they gained new and more responsibilities closely related to the lives of citizens such as
personal social services, education, housing and city planning.3* As a matter of fact, while
local governments have lost functions in providing public services with some economic
content such as gas, water, electricity, they have started to work in important social services
such as unemployment, poverty, aid, education, housing, health.* As a result of the
arrangements made, local governments have been reshaped as institutions that supervise and
cooperate with employers and businesses.

Education includes nursery provision, primary, youth, community education and adult
education, and covers both compulsory and vocational education. Educational services, the
legal basis of which was laid in 1944-1945, also include subjects such as food in schools,
milk, scholarship provision and education for special educational needs. The central-local
balance has changed fundamentally since 1980. Until the 1988 Education Reform Act, a
different law was enacted each year, which was delegated to local government. With the 2006
Education and Supervision Act, higher standards have been adopted and inspired by the
Swedish school system, the 2010 Academy Law made it necessary to seek the approval of
local governments in order for primary and secondary schools to become academies. The role
of families at secondary level has been extended with legal changes in recent years. In the

% Muhammet Kosecik, “4 Mayis 2000 Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi Segimlerinin Getirdikleri: Londra’da Yeni
Doénem”, Cagdas Yerel Yonetimler Dergisi, Cilt. 9, Say1. 3, Temmuz, 2000, p. 73.

1 Asuman Cezik, Ingiliz Mahalli Idareleri I¢inde Biiyiik Londra Idaresi GLC (Greater London Council)
ve Caligmalari, T.C. Bagbakanlik Devlet Planlama Tegkilati, Yayin No: 1710-SPD:319, 1980, p. 9.

%2 G. W. Jones, “Local Government in Great Britain, 1988-89”, Local Government and Urban Affairs in
International Perspective. Ed. Joachim Jens Hesse, Baden, 1991, p. 167.

% Allan Cochrane, Whatever Happened to Local Government? Buckingham Open University Press, 1993,
p. 11.
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management of the schools, thisrole was given to the school boards, and parents were given
more voice. The 2004 Law, which covers issues such as the vocational education of young
people, the disabled, and the provision for children in care, repealed the 1970 Local Authority
Social Services Act. With this law, the existing authority was redesigned, the local authority
budget was redirected, and in 2010/2011, this budget was increased to £ 240 million pounds
with the Social Care Reform.

As cultural, entertainment and sports services; Services such as the construction and
maintenance of theaters, museums, libraries, sports facilities, parks and gardens are among the
common duties of the provincial and regional councils.®*

In England, which does not have a central police force, with the law of 1946, the
organisations in small units were removed and included within the borders of the region. Until
1990, police services were in local government services. In London Metropolitan
Administration (GLA), while the police agency was directly affiliated to the interior ministry,
it was assigned to GLA in 2000. In England, the responsibility of the police service belongs to
the city councils. Services are carried out by police committees, two thirds of which are
members of the assembly and one third of which are judges, similar to other councils.*®

Services such as highways, transportation and traffic management are among the most
shared services among central government, provincial and regional councils. Topics such as
food safety standards, household waste collection and disposal, air pollution, and workplace
inspections are under the responsibility of the regional and metropolitan regional councils and
other public space cleaning jobs are shared by the regions and provinces. While the relevant
ministry is undertaking the main roads, provincial councils, unitary councils (unitary),
metropolian districts and districts in London and GLA take responsibility for other primary
and secondary roads. Other highway construction, maintenance repairs, traffic management,
and street cleaning services are the responsibility of the regional councils.

Health care; It is guided by the National Health Service (NHS), affiliated to the British
Ministry of Health. NHS continues its many services in the healthcare sector without charge
to patients. The biggest allowance (£ 126 billion pounds) in the 2011 budget, after social
security, was allocated to the health sector.®’

The Public Health Act, which covers the issues of clean water, satinary housing, food
control, and treating infectious diseases, came into force in the 1870s. In 1940, National
Public Health services came into force. However, they lost some of their functions in 1948
and 1974 as local governments undertook important duties in environmental health. Regional
water authorities were established to provide water-related services, and then these services
were privatised. The framework of these services has been expanded with the health programs

# Wilson and Game, p. 128.

* |bid, p. 137.

% |bid, p. 142.

%7 Public Sector Finans Bulletin, National Statistics, www.gov.uk/government/organisations/hm-treasury/
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that came into effect in 2004, 2005, 2007 and 2010. Within the scope of NHS plan targets,
patients were sent abroad to France, Germany and Belgium by evaluating the treatment
options of the patients in order to reduce the waiting times of the hospital and taking a
maximum 3-hour flight distance. Primary Care Trusts (PCTs), the local commission of the
NHS, is empowered to sign bilateral agreements with overseas healthcare providers, to
approve treatment outside the European Economic Area (EEA).*®

Health services were carried out by local councils until 1974 and transferred to private
health institutions after this date. Thatcher’s Conservative government introduced an open
tender system for services at the central government level, with two separate laws in 1980 and
1988. Until 1986, 68% of all health services were put out to tender and 20% were won by the
private sector.®* In 2016/17, the sector’s net assets continued to grow beyond pre-crisis levels
and reached a new peak of £131.2bn.°

Housing construction is a task given to local governments in the UK. Local
governments establish independent companies for large residential areas. These companies
have representatives in the executive boards of the local government, central government and
private sector. Financial supervision is carried out by the local government and is responsible
to Parliament. The construction of residential areas is done using the resources of the local
administrations, additional assistance of the central administration, and private sector
facilities. In urban areas, the duties of the land, distribution of the new-build housing,
determining the rental and sale conditions, collecting the rents, annual maintenance, renting
the vacant houses belong to the local administrations. Generally, the public sector serves the
low income groups and the private sector for the middle and upper income groups. In 1979,
with a law enacted, GLC handed over a significant portion of its housing business to local
governments, but retains the management of residences in central London. With the same law,
it was stipulated that 1/3 of the local authority houses built were for sale.

The Housing Revenue Account cap that controls local authority borrowing for house
building will be abolished from 29 October 2018 in England, enabling councils to increase
house building to around 10,000 homes per year. The Welsh Government is taking immediate
steps to lift the cap in Wales. The Housing Infrastructure Fund, funded by the NPIF, will
increase by £500 million to a total £5.5 billion, unlocking up to 650,000 new homes.**

Privatisation of the services of local governments was realised for the first time with the
Housing Law in 1980.** The law gave tenants the right to purchase their houses at a discount.

% https:// www.nhs.uk/using-the-nhs/nhs-services/gps/gp-online-services/departments

% Kieron Walsh, Public Services and Market Mechanism: Competition, Contracting and new Public
Management, New York, St. Martin’s Press, 1995, p. 134.

0 http:// almanac.fc.production.ncvocloud.net/sector-finances/ UK Civil Society Almanac 2020,
Data/Trends/Insights-almanac

*! http://www.gov.uk/government/publications/budget-2018-documents/budget-2018

2 H. Howard Davis, “The Fragmentation of Community Government: Enabling or Disabling Local
Government”; Chocies fort he Future, Ed. Steve Leach-Howard Davis, Buchingam, Open University Press.,
1996, p. 11.
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Thus, although it was aimed to transfer the powers of local administrations to the public and
reduce bureaucracy, only 10% of the housing stock could be sold until 1987.** Apart from the
few successful examples, the localisation of housing services policy was not successful
enough.;‘;1 In 2004, more than 500,000 sales were made, so the stock could only drop below 3
million.

Local governments in the UK have been providing library services for 150 years. A
significant amount of allocation was not allocated until 1919. Comprehensive and effective
public library services were approved by the 1964 Public Libraries and Museums Law. Since
1990; although the number of libraries has gradually decreased, open hours, book stocks,
electronics and other stock have increased.

Services such as arts, entertainment and leisure activities are available at the request of
the councils; it is provided in different ways and according to different priorities and in
different standards. Services such as museums, art galleries, concert halls, sports facilities,
tourism development are evaluated within this scope. GLC; It manages and maintains venues
such as theaters, concert halls, art galleries, exhibition halls, museums, parks and gardens,
sports facilities. All touristic facilities are under GLC control.*’

The private sector was included in the provision of services such as education, health,
and housing, and the public private sector competition was enabled. However, it is seen that
the responsibility of financing and fulfilling services such as education and health remains
predominantly the domain of public administration units. Only 7% of students go to private
sector schools, and 15% of the population have private health insurance. Most health services
are provided by the National Health Department at the national level.*®

Local governments; They have to apply via the tender method for the provision of
certain services such as maintenance of public spaces, road maintenance, cleaning of
buildings, garbage collection, maintenance of vehicles, canteen and catering services.58% of
local government employees work in education and training services, 14% work in social
services and 8% work in other service areas.*’

Local government remains the largest component of public sector employment and has
responsibility for a wide range of local services including schools, social services,

*8 Chriss Pickvance, “The Difficulty of Control and the Ease of Structural Reform. British Local
Government in the 1980’s”; State Restructuring and Local Power; A Comparative Perspective; Ed. Chriss
Pikvance-Edmond Preteceille; London, Pinter Publisher, 1991, p. 70.

* Stewart Lansley, Sue Goss; Christian Wolmar, Councils in Conflict: The Rise and fall of the Municipal
Left, Macmillan, London, 1989, p. 101.

** Wilson and Game, p. 146.

*® Jonathan Davies, Taking Stock: The Future of Public Library Service, London: Unision, 2008, p. 22.

*" Wilson and Game, p. 149.

*8 Nirmala Rao, Towards Welfare Pluralism; Aldershot: Darmouth, 1996, p. 5.

*9 Stephen Bach; lan Kessler, The Modernisation of the Public Services and Employee Relations Targeted
Change, Palgrave, Macmillan, 2012, p. 20.
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environmental and leisure services. Although local authorities employ a smaller proportion of
social care staff, there are approximately 50,000 social workers in the UK.>®

Volunteer organisations have become increasingly effective in providing public
services; they assumed duties in the production and delivery of the services financed by the
state and local administrations. Public aids and wages can cover up to 30% or all of their
revenues.”!

Today, local governments have become part of a complex organisational mosaic. In the
provision of local services; The concept of “local governance” is used to express the authority
of local governments shared with the private and public sector and voluntary organisations.>
While management is mainly related to state institutions; The concept of governance is used
as a concept that involves many non-state actors and agencies and is more related to
processes.

Local governments also provide policies and services to tackle the problems of more at-
risk groups of society and disadvantaged children, the elderly and the disabled, through
partnerships that are viewed as new paradigms. The main examples of these partnerships
starting from 2000 are: Local Strategic Partnerships (LSPs), Sustainable Community
Strategies (SCSs), Local Region Agreements (LAAs), Multi-Region Agreements (MAAs).>?

Local Development

There are 12 regions in the UK that are determined for regional development. These
regions are South East, London, North West, East, West Midlands, Yorkshire and Humber,
Scotland, South West, East Midlands, Wales, North East and Northern Ireland. Regional
development policies and strategies; It is determined by the Department for Business,
Innovation and Skills (BIS) and the Ministry for Local Governments (Department for
Communities and Local Government), and implementation is carried out through Regional
Development Agencies and other supported professional organisations.

EU Local Development Policies are implemented by local actors. The role of
municipalities in local development is very important. “Local Development Management” has
been adopted as a new paradigm in Urban Management. Local Development; It is divided
into six categories: physical development, social development, cultural development,
economic development, political development and effective municipal management. Effective
municipal management includes; citizen-oriented management, strategic planning,

% http://www.Local Government Association, Local Authority Services/Lga.gov. Uk / lga / aio /
15142112

*! Norman Flynn, “A Mixed Blessing? How The Contract Culture Works™; Sweet Charity; The Role and
Workings of Voluntary Organizations, Ed. C. Hanvey-T. Philpot; Routledge; 1996, p. 60.

2 H, Howard Davis, “Quangos and local Government: A Changing World” Local Government Studies,
22:2, 1996, p. 9.

%3 Vivien Lowndes, Helen Sullivan, “Like a Horse and Carriage or a Fish on a Bicycle?”; Local
Government Studies, 30:1, 2004, p. 52.
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performance management, transparent management, good governance, total quality
management.>*

Municipality Management in the UK

Local governments have a say in the issues concerning the people of the various regions
in England. They are managed and represented by local government councils. The decision-
making power lies in the local councils, which are directly elected by the Parliament. The
Parliament, which has partial autonomy, is the body directly responsible for the decision-
making and implementation of the policy. In nearly 400 local authorities, local communities
and the public are dealing with nearly 20,000 elected councillors, about 700 different issues,
and providing nearly three million employment opportunities. Councillors are elected for a
four-year term with a one-degree election.” The members of the council elect one councillor
each year as the chairman of the council. With legal personality, they can buy and sell goods,
make contracts and borrow. Assemblies are organised in the form of committees, and their
main task is to agree important policies by discussing them.*®

Councillors are elected by members of the assembly, inside or outside the assembly.
Every political party represented in the Parliament has the right to nominate a candidate for
the presidency. Apart from the big city municipalities and municipalities, the provincial,
urban and rural regions, the council president chairs the council meetings and represents the
city as a prestigious civic representative. The duties of the presidents differ according to the
size of the local unit.

Although the assembly has absolute power in the local government unit, it can transfer
some of the powers to the committees if it wishes. Committees are usually established with
15-20 members. Assemblies organise services through committees and subcommittees
according to their service areas. Some of the committees established such as education,
health, social security, finance, fire brigade, child and social aid committees have been made
compulsory by law. Local governments can also establish general or special-purpose
committees in their service areas.

If it is written by the Crown that they will be given the title of “Lord” to the mayor in
establishment status, the mayor of that municipality is called “Lord Mayor”. This title has
only a spiritual superiority feature. In units other than that, only the “Mayor” title is used. The
duties of mayors who are given the title of “Chairman” in provinces, urban areas or rural areas
outside the big city municipalities and municipalities differ according to the size of the local
unit. Social tasks gain great weight and priority in large units. The status of the mayors is
more symbolic. Duties of elected Mayors; providing political leadership and making

> Preuss Lutz, Addressing Sustainable Development Through Public Procurement: The Case of Local
Government, Emerald Group Publishing, 2009, p. 213.

*® Wilson and Game, p. 36.

6 G. W. Jones, “Local Government in Great Britain, 1988-89”, Local Government and Urban Affair in
International Perspective. Ed. Joachim Jens Hesse, Baden, 1991, p. 167.
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recommendations in political frameworks. The council they are affiliated with decides on new
laws, political framework and budget, and appoints the council managers. With metropolitan
municipalities; It is a feature of the local system in England that others have separate duties
and powers with separate statuses. In the local government system, big cities are self-
sufficient for financial and administrative aspects and are responsible for all services such as
local planning, industrial development, environmental regulations, environmental health, tax
collection, environmental cleaning, parking, cemeteries, funerals, pavements, and public
toilets. The small city administration, on the other hand, was shared among the local
administrative units by taking into account the characteristics of the settlement type.*’

The London Metropolitan Municipality is designed as a local government unit that leads
the general quality of issues that concern all of London, prepares plans, and provides
collaboration and coordination among the London municipalities.®

The London administration differs from the rest of the country as the Greater London
Administration - GLA. The Greater London Administration consists of the Mayor, the
London City Council, and support staff as a unified agency. For London; Considering its
features, different bodies, duties, powers and services are provided from other local
administrative units. For London and its surroundings, the Greater London Council has been
established to replace the county councilsof elsewhere. Within the area in which it is
responsible for council administration, London Municipalities (London Boroughs) are divided
into 32 administrative levels.

After the 2000 law; The mayor and the Parliament were elected by direct election for
the first time. This situation gives the mayors authority to provide political leadership, offer a
political framework, budget proposal, and make management decisions within the political
framework.> Planning, economic development, health, transportation, culture, environment,
police, fire and emergency services are among their responsibilities.

The Mayor of London is the spokesperson of the city and sets policies to ensure the
development of the city. London Transport works with the Metropolitan Police, the London
Fire and Emergency Planning Administration, and sets their budgets. He is responsible for
managing the London Development Agency, which provides local development of projects on
determining London's economic and transformational strategies, contributing to its sustainable
development, investment, efficiency, competitiveness, improving the talents of the people and
providing employment.®® These bodies are under the control of the London City Council.
Since the Assembly is responsible for voters both legally and politically, it does not only work
as a decision-making body but also has executive powers. It is responsible for balancing the

> http://www.london.gov.uk/what-we-do/housng-and-land/ what -we-do/health

%8 http://www. london.gov.uk /about-us/jobs-and-working-city-hall

% Colin Copus, Leading the Localities, Executive Mayors in English Local Governance, Manchester
University Press, UK, 2013, p. 10.

% Fact Sheet; Spatial Planning and Urban Renewal in London, Legislative Council Secratariat
http://www.legco.gov.hk/yr07-08/english/sec/library/0708fs09-e.pdf
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Mayor's policies by closely examining their decisions. It investigates the issues that are
important for the city and publish their suggestions and findings. *

The power and responsibilities of local authorities are defined by law. In other words,
local governments have the freedom to exercise powers that are not against the law. Powers
and functions are gathered in assemblies. The key element on the agenda of local government
reform is the approval of political leadership for the local community. Local governments
need approved leaders and those who are politically responsible should be visible.®

Political Leadership of Elected Mayors

Leadership roles, authority and power in the field of activity given to local
administrations by the society have increased in England today.®

The first local referendums were held in 2001. Most have continued to reject the idea of
the elected mayor. During 2012, the coalition government initiated 10 further mayoral
referendums in England’s largest cities but only one, Bristol, opted for an elected mayor. The
mayoral system on offer in the 2012 referendums was vague, with mayoral powers and
accountability mechanisms left undefined. Turnout figures of around 24% in Manchester,
Nottingham and Bristol, rising to 35% in Bradford, suggested, as in earlier mayoral
referendums, that the public is at best lukewarm in expressing a view about this opportunity.
Overall, there is no evidence of widespread public support, yet the prospect of more mayors
remains firmly on the policy agenda.®*

The first elected executive mayors took office in 2002, but only in a very small number
of local councils: 11 in total (excluding the London mayor) at the outset. Common factors in
the development of the political leadership of the elected mayors of Britain: developing the
political leadership by creating strength, specific alliances or coalitions needed to meet the
needs of the parliamentary party groups, managing the dynamics and tensions of the
parliamentary party groups, developing community-wide mayor support networks,
management to expand the authoritive limits of their networks, to develop and maintain a
high political public profile, and to have the leadership requirement they face in managing the
assembly and society.®®

As a support program in the development of political leadership, the “Local Vision
project” aims at system change through leadership development. “National Future Vision
Program”; It is an initiative believed that it will be more useful for people working on solving
local problems.

81 http://www.london.gov.uk/government/publications/local-leadership-new-approaches-improving-the-

health-communities

%2 Tony Blair, Leading the Way: A New Vision for Local Government, London, Institute of Public Policy
Research, 1998, p. 51.

%% |_eadership Centre for Local Government, 2008.http://www.localleadership.gov.uk

% John Fenwick; Howard Elcock,” Elected Mayors: Leading Locally?” Local Government Studies, 40:4,
2014, p. 581-599.

% Copus, p. 48.
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In the last twenty years, restructuring of public administrationin local governmentshas
continued. The radical change among these works was the “Next Steps” Initiative published
in 1988, and then the “Competition for Quality” program launched in 1991 and “Citizen
Charter” program applied to local units from the center. The impact of these initatives can still
be seen today.Among the developments are the decline in official policy, the spread of public
and stakeholder engagement, increased support for participation, and the centralisation of
local authority and power transfer. It is possible to follow these developments closely with
good practices. Tower Hamlets-Young President / PB, Bradford-Elderly Participation,
Redbridge-Redbridge, and South Tyneside- Neighborhood Assessment examples are
successful examples of community participation in local government decision processes. As
new trends in participation in Local Administrations; Applications such as transfer of powers
to local government, separation from official processes, direct democracy, neighborhood
management, large community bank and leading societies (value transfer, e-participation,
participatory budgeting) are seen.®®

Directly elected mayors are the political leaders of the council and have overall
responsibility for council policy and the delivery of services.Adequately resourced mayoral
offices and advisory staff, with no legislative restrictions on size or budget. Mayors appoint a
cabinet of no more than 10 councillors and decide their portfolios. (Copus, 2013:210).
Councillors provide an important role in holding the executive to account by examining and
questioning the decisions made. Only the full council can decide the budget and annual plans
of key services.®’

New Localism

The terms autonomy and democracy, especially with reference to localism and
promotion of local democracy involve defininglocal autonomy:- as freedom from higher
authorities, by the effects of local governance and its freedom to achieve particular outcomes,
as the reflection of local identity, the ability of communities to reflect their own sense of place
and meaning within localities.®® Localism in British politics has seen many forms, and in its
current avatar it is being debated as the Decentralisation and Localism Bill in the
Westminister parliament. According to Davies; localism of a kind can be traced back to
Aristotle who argued that intermediary groups are essential to the exercise of liberty and
freedom in a state, failing which there can be no opposition to tyranny.® During the
nineteenth century; the Industrial Revolution and imperialism that shaped Britain moved the

%8 http://www.services.parliament.uk/documents/commons-information-office/102pdf

®7 http://www.londoncouncils.gov.uk/who-runs-london/london-elections/elected-mayors

8 Lawrence Pratchett, “Local Autonomy, Local Democracy and the New Localism”, Political Studies,
2004, Vol. 52, p. 358-375.

% Jonathan S. Davies, “New Localism”, in The Oxford Handbook of British Politics, Ed. by M. Flinders,
A. Gamble, C. Hay and M. Kenny, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2009, p. 405.
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focus of governance away from the local, whilist national and global interest dominated
politiqual discourse.”

New localism is the term to describe the shift in power back to the local, taking place
today from horizontally across public, private, and civic networks. The concept of new
localism can be traced back to the new urban politics of the late 1990s where urban localities
began to feel the brunt of economic globalisation.”* In the UK, the concept of new localism
began life under the New Local Government Network in relation to ‘third way’ thinking. The
drive towards new localism can be seen as a result of the recognition, on behalf of the New
Labour government, of the limited success of the post 1997 local government modernisation
agenda. The Conservative-Liberal Democrat coalition government that formed after 2010
General Election maintained the focus on localism as a key policy, though they pledged to
move away from the top-down ‘big’ government approach of New Labour. Instead they
moved towards a localism in which communities took on responsibility for delivery of
services, rather than allocation of resources which remained centralilized. "

New localism can be viewed as a just response to the complexity of modern governance
and one which allows for dimensions of trust, empathy and social capital to be developed in
aid of civic engagement. The following ideas have been put forward as representing the
institutional expressions of new localism: - More directly elected single purpose bodies - A
string neighbourhood government and - The rise of strategic local government. New localism
is new in the sense that it marked a break away from the mainly managerialist local
government reforms towards recognising and prioritising the role of community
empowerment and local involvement as a major policy target.”®

The new localism has two key features. Firstly, it recognises the importance of national
standards and priorities as a driving force for public policy. Secondly, the new localism also
recognises the primacy of the institutions of local governance in delivering public services on
behalf of the centre, as well as wider arguments for locally sensitive policy implementation
and coomunity leadership.”* New localist policies enablea more efficient and effective way of
meeting community: Localism means that public services are more likely to reflect the needs
and preferences of communities as local citizens have the opportunity to directly set priorities
and the nature of local services. They also have a greater ability to hold their local decision-

" Mark Evans, David Marsh, Gerry Stoker, “Understanding Localism”, Policy Studies, 2013, Vol. 34,
No. 4, p. 401.

" Susan E. Clarke, “The New Localism: Local Politics in a Global Era”, in The New Localism,
Comparative Urban Politics in a Global Era, Ed. by G. Goetz, S. E. Clarke, Sage Publications, London, 1993, p.
2.

2 Evans, Marsh, Stoker, p. 403.

"3 Joe Painter; Lena Dominelli, Gordon Macleod, Andrew Orton, Roksha Pande, Connecting Localism &
Community Empowerment: Research Review and Critical Synthesis for the ARHC Connected Community
Programme Project Report, Durham University, 2011, p. 12.

"4 Lawrence Pratchett, “Local Autonomy, Local Democracy and the New Localism”, Political Studies,
Vol. 52, 2004, p. 369.
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makers to account. Localism; ensures power and authority is shared around: Extreme
concentration of power and authority is a risk to all societies. Localism; is one way of
ensuring that power and authority is spread around communities rather than concentrated in
one place, improves the coordination and integration of public services, builds community
resilience, Localism spurs innovation.Localism is good for local democracy, reduces the
overall cost of government: Localism involves shifting a range of decisions from central
government to communities.”

Conclusion

Although it has a unitary structure, it can be seen that great importance is attached to
local governments in its historical development in England, a country where decentralisation
can be implemented. The reason why local governments are strong is that they have a
centuries-long history and values. Local government in the UK has been subject to many
different reforms. Traditional local administration was centred very much on a notion of
community and providing services for localised benefit. In the 20th century, the system
underwent a long period of centralisation, as the national government became concerned with
social inequalities and the provision of national public services.

In today’s world, which has undergone a major change, the process of democratisation
also greatly affects state administration and control systems. In England, which has a strong
traditional structure, it is seen that local governments have instigated important changes in
this process. Today, it shares many powers and responsibilities with organisations set up at
regional and local levels. In this way, by eliminating the drawbacks of the centralist structure,
they are provided with a more democratic structure. The realisation of local democracy can
only be achieved by high participation of the people in local administrations. Nonetheless, the
push for devolution in the 21st century, predominantly through the Localism Act, has led to a
significant asymmetry of powers in different parts of the UK.

As a result, Local government is: a form of geographical and political decentralisation,
in wich directly elected councils, created by and subordinate to Parliament, have partial
otonomy, to provide a wide varierty of sevices, through various direct and indirect means,
funded in part by local taxation.

On the other hand, it is observed that they attach great importance to elected political
leadership in local governments and make efforts for their development. As in the case of
London Metropolitanbourough; elected local governments are effective in expressing
community identity, emphasising diversity, encouraging innovation and learning, appropriate
collaboration and rapid response, ensuring citizenship and participation, providing political
education and training, and disseminating power. It is understood that the changes in the
functions of local governments will continue within the framework of the cultural, political,
social and economic values of England.

" http://localism.nz/proposal/10-reasons-to-give-localism-a-chance/
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Thus, new localism was new in the sense that it marked a break away from the mainly
managerialist local government reforms to recognising and prioritising the role of community
empowerment and local involvement as a major policy target.
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Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Sina/Filistin-Suriye Cephesinde
Tiirk-ingiliz Miicadelesi ve Sonuclar

F. Rezzan I"Jnalpl
Ozet

Diinya 1914 yilinda savasa girmemis olsaydi "Ortadogu nasil olurdu?" sorusuna cevap vermek zordur.
Ama Birinci Diinya Savagi'nin bolge iizerinde biiyiik bir etkisi oldugu kesindir ve mirasi bugiine kadar kalmstir.
Osmanh Devleti Kasim 1914'te ittifak Devletlerinin safinda savasa girince, Arap Ortadogu'su Ingiltere ve
Fransa'nin deniz asir1 savas hedefleri arasma girmisti. ingiliz hedefleri arasinda "Almanya'nin dogu ve bati
Afrika kolonileri, Birlesik Krallik himayesinde bagimsiz bir Arabistan, yine Ingilizlerin kontroliinde Siyonistlere
verilecek bir Filistin, bagimsiz bir Ermenistan ve Bogazlarm uluslararasi denetim altinda olmasi yer aliyordu.
Fransizlar i¢in ise Ortadogu'da hedef, Toroslardan Sina Yarimadasi'na, Akdeniz'den Filistin'i kapsayarak ¢ole
kadar uzanacak Biiyiik Suriye {izerinde niifuz bdlgesi kurmakti. Dolayisiyla Birinci Diinya Savasi sirasindaki
paylasim alanlarinin en 6nemlisi Arap Orta Dogusuydu. Mayis 1916'da gizli olarak imzalanan Sykes-Picot
Antlagmasina gore Ingiliz ve Fransiz niifuz bélgeleri kuruluyordu. Buna gére Filistin uluslararasi bir ydnetim
altina sokulacak, s6z konusu idarenin ayrintilari daha sonra Rusya, Italya ve Hicaz Emiri Serif Hiiseyin ile
goriisiilerek belirlenecekti. Bu makalede Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun ¢okiisiine giden yolda énemli bir yeri olan
Filistin-Suriye Cephesinde yasanan muharebeler ve Tiirk ordusunun geri ¢ekilisi stratejik ve taktik yonden ele
alinacak, savasin sonuglar1 bolgeye yonelik Ingiliz politikalar: kapsaminda degerlendirilmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Osmanli, Ingiliz, Filistin, Suriye, Gazze.

Turkish-British Struggle and its Consequences on the Sinai/Palestine-Syria Front
during WWI.

Abstract

It is hard to answer to the question "What would the Middle-East look like?" if the world had not gone to
war in 1914. But it is certain that WWI had a deep impact on the region and its legacy remains. When the
Ottoman Empire joined the war on the Axis side in October 1914, the Arabian Middle East was in included as an
oversea target for the French and British. The British objectives included "Germany’s east and west African
colonies, a free Arabia under British mandate, and again, British controlled Palestine to be submitted to the
Zionists, a free Armenia and the Turkish Straits (istanbul and Canakkale) to be controlled by an international
committee. For the French, the aim was to have and area of influence over Greater Syria, stretching from the
Taurus Mountains to the Sinai Peninsula, from the Mediterranean to Arabian Desert including lands of Palestine.
From this point it is understood that the Arabian Middle East was the largest area of all to be divided. According
to the Sykes-Picot agreement, which was secretly signed in 1916, French and British areas of influence were
being built. For this purpose, Palestine was to be submitted for an international order, the details later to be
discussed together with Russia, Italy and Sharif Hussein. In this paper, the battles that took place on the
Palestine-Syria Front, which had a crucial role in the collapse of the Ottoman Empire, and the retreat strategy of
the Turkish Army will be evaluated on a tactical basis. The consequences of the war will be approached from the
perspective of the British agenda in the region.

Key Words: Ottoman, British, Palestine, Syria, Gaza.

! Dog. Dr.; Ufuk Universitesi Ogretim Uyesi. E-Mail: rezzanunalp@gmail.com
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Giris

Birinci Diinya Savasi basladiginda Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nun bulundugu cografya
dolayisiyla stratejik Onemi, g¢ok tartisilan konularm basinda geliyordu. Bunun nedeni,
Tiirklerin Ortadogu'nun iki kilit noktasinda Ingiltere'ye kars1 tehdit teskil etmesiydi. Bu
noktalardan birincisi Ingilizlerin Hindistan, Awvustralya ve Yeni Zelanda'dan asker ve
malzeme getirdigi Siiveys Kanali, ikinci nokta ise Kraliyet Donanmasmin en gelismis savas
gemilerinin yakit kaynagi olan Basra Korfezi idi. Bu noktalara ilave olarak Osmanli birlikleri

Iran sinirmm hemen &tesindeki Abadan'da bulunan Ingiliz petrol isletmelerine tehlikeli olacak
derecede yakindilar.

Itilaf Devletleri’nin goéz oniinde bulundurduklar1 bir baska tehlike de Osmanl
padisahmin halife sifatiyla Islam diinyasina cihat ¢agris1 yapmis olmasiydi. Oysaki Fransa
kendine ait olan Kuzey Afrika topraklarindan biiyiik miktarda asker toplarken, Ingiltere'nin
tek profesyonel yedek ordusunu olusturan Hint Ordusu da yarimadanm kuzey batisindaki
Miisliiman toplumlardan alacagi askerlere dayaniyordu. Osmanli Devleti'nin Rusya ile uzun
bir smir1 vardi ve Rus ordulari bati cephesinde Alman-Avusturya ordularmin baskisi
altindaydi. Son derece stratejik konumdaki Istanbul ve Canakkale Bogazlarini elinde
bulunduran Osmanli Devleti, Rusya'ya yardim etmek isteyen Ingiliz ve Fransizlarm
Karadeniz limanlarina ge¢gmesini onliiyordu.

Dénemin Ingiliz Savas Bakani1 Lord Kitchener, Avrupa'daki cephelere gonderilen Hint
Ordusu Siiveys Kanalin1 geginceye kadar Osmanli Devleti ile savasa girmekten kaginilmasi
gerektigini  biliyordu. Hindistan'm kuzey-bat1 sinirindaki daglarda carpismak {izere
yetistirilmis Sihler, Dogralar, Beliiciler, Jatlar, Pencap Miisliimanlari, Garwhaliler, Pathanlar
ve Nepalli Gurkalar, ayn1 donemde Fransa ile Belgika'nin ¢ok farkli ve yabanci topraklarinda
savastyorlardi. Ingiltere'nin savas giicii i¢in en kritik nokta olan Siiveys Kanalindan higbir
engele takilmadan ge¢meleri 6nemliydi.

9 Kasim 1914'te Ingiltere Basbakan1 Herbert Asquit, Guildhall’de (Londra Belediye
Binas1) yaptigi konusmada Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nun geleceginden sdz etti. Bundan sonra
Osmanl Devleti'nin kaderi artik itilaf giiglerinin savas hedefiyle ¢izilecekti. Nitekim Ingiliz
kabinesinde yer alan ilk Yahudi olarak tarihe gecen Herbert Samuel, Asquith’in konusmasini
yaptig1 giin kabinedeki meslektasi Disisleri Bakani Sir Edward Grey’e yaptig1 ziyarette
Tiirkiye yenilgiye ugradigi takdirde Filistin'de bir Yahudi Devleti kurulmasi olasiligini
diisiinmeleri gerektigini soyledi.”

Osmanl Imparatorlugu 29 Ekim 1330°da (11 Kasim 1914) yaymmlanan padisah
iradesiyle savas ilaninda bulunup harbe girdiginde® Baskumandan Vekili Enver Pasa, 2’nci
Ordu Kumandani Cemal Pasa’ya; Ingilizleri Misir’da mesgul etmek, Bati cephesine sevk

2T. G. Fraser, Modern Orta Dogu'nun Kurulusu, cev. Fiisun Doruker, Remzi Kitapevi, istanbul, 2011, s.
57-62.

® Osmanli Belgelerinde Birinci Diinya Harbi I, Basbakanlik Devlet Arsivleri Genel Miidiirliigii Yayinlari,
Nu:130, Belge:49, Istanbul, 2013, s.90.
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etmekte olduklar1 Hint kitalarin1 Misir’da alikoymak ve Canakkale’ye bir ¢ikarma kuvveti
gondermelerine engel olmak maksadiyla Siiveys Kanali’na kars1 bir taarruz yapmak istedigini
soyledi. Bu is i¢in 6’nct ve 2’nci Kolorduyu tahsis ettigini, Alman heyetinden Kurmay
Yarbay von Kress’i 8’inci Kolordu Kurmay Baskanligina tayin ile Sam’a gonderdigini,
Bedevilerden yardimci bir kuvvet viicuda getirmek i¢cin de tesebbiislerde bulundugunu
bildirdi. Biitiin bu a¢iklamalardan sonra Enver Pasa, Cemal Pasa'dan hem Kanal seferini icra
etmek hem Suriye’nin emniyetini temin etmek i¢in 4’linclii Ordu Kumandanligini iistlenmesini
istedi. Enver Pasa'nin teklifini kabul eden Cemal Pasa, beraberindeki subaylarla birlikte 21
Kasim 1330°da (4 Aralik 1914) giinii istanbul’dan hareket etti.*

2-3 Subat 1915 gecesi icra edilen Birinci Kanal Seferi, Tiirkler agisindan basarisizlikla
sonuc¢landi. 15-18 Ocak 1915°te Kanal’a yonelerek Biriissebi’yi terk etmis olan ordugah tam
bir ay sonra 15 Subat 1915°te tekrar Biriissebi’ye geri dondii.” Birinci Kanal Seferinden sonra
C61 Kumandanhg: (Birinci Sefer Kuvveti) teskil edildi ve 8’inci Kolordu Kurmay Baskani
olan Albay von Kressenstein, Kolordu Kumandanlig: yetkisiyle C61 Kumandanligma atandi.
Colde birakilmis kitalar, karargahi Ibin’de olan bu yeni teskil edilen komutanligin emrine
verildi. Gorevi, Kanal’a karsi taciz tesebbiislerini idare etmek ve ¢olde yapilacak Misir seferi
hazirliklarin1 6rtmek ve korumak olarak belirlenmisti.6

Bunsen Komitesi ve Sykes-Picot Antlagsmasi

Kanal Seferi Tiirkler a¢isindan basarisizlikla sonuglanirken, ayni donemde Ingilizler
ciddi olarak Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nun kaderini diisiinmeye baslamislardi. 1915 Mart ayinda
Ingiliz Savas Bakani Kitchener, “Arabistan'da kuzeyde Dicle ve Firat vadilerinin simrladig
ve Miisliimanlarin en énemli kutsal kentleri olan Mekke, Medine ve Kerbela'y: kapsayan,
Ingiltere'nin korumas: altinda bir Arap kralligimn kurulmasi bizim ¢ikarimiza olacaktir”
diyordu. Kitchener Ingiltere'nin toprak sahibi olmay1 ya da Hindistan'a giden yolu korumak
amaciyla Akdeniz'den Basra Korfezi'ne kadar etki alanini genigletmeyi diisiinmesi gerektigine
inaniyordu. Ingiltere'nin neler yapmasi gerektigi konusunda ise kabinede genel bir fikir
ayrilig1 vardi. Bagbakan H. Asquith, eger Osmanli topraklar1 i¢in bir miicadele gerceklesirse
kendileri bir seyler almadiklari takdirde Ingiltere'nin gorevini ihmal etmis olacagini
diigiiniiyordu. Savas bagladiginda Mark Sykes, kendisi i¢in Ortadogu uzmanhigindan
yararlanabilecegi bir i aramaya giristi. 1914 yazinda Churchill'e yazdigi bir mektupta
Tiirkiye'de, Tiirkiye’ye karsi calisabilecegi bir is istemis, “yerlileri ayaklandirabilecegini,
ayan: kendi tarafina ¢ekebilecegini” bildirmisti. Ancak Churchill'in ona verecegi bir gorev

* Ali Fuad Erden, Birinci Diinya Harbi'nde Suriye Hatiralari, Tiirkiye is Bankasi Yaymi, istanbul, 2003,
s. 20-21.

® Cemal Pasa, Hatiralar, Hazirlayan Alpay Kabacali, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, Istanbul, 2010,
S. 182-186.

® Ali Fuad Erden, a.g.e., s. 93.
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yoktu. Sykes, Yarbay Oswald Fitzgerald'la tanigmasi sonucu Kitchener’in ¢evresine katildi.
Fitzgerald, 1915 yil baslarinda Sykes’a Savas Bakanliginda gérev verilmesini saglad1.’

1915 Nisaninda hiikiimet, Sir Maurice de Bunsen bagkanliginda bakanliklar arasi bir
komite kurdu. Ingiltere'nin Ortadogu'daki istekleri konusunda Ingiliz kabinesine dneri sunmak
izere Bagbakan Asquith’in kurdugu bakanliklar aras1 de Bunsen Komitesi, 8 Nisan 1915'te ise
basladi. Komitede Bagbakanliktan, Deniz Kuvvetleri Bakanlig’indan, Hindistan
Bakanligi’ndan ve diger gerekli dairelerden birer temsilci vardi Kitchener’in Savas
Bakanligi, Askeri Operasyonlar Genel Miidiirii General Charles Calwell tarafindan temsil
edilmekteydi. Kitchener komisyona ayrica kendi 6zel temsilcisi sifatiyla Sir Mark Sykes’1
gondermisti. Sykes bundan sonra Birinci Diinya Savasi boyunca Ortadogu islerinden sorumlu
biirokrat olarak kalmistir.

De Bunsen Komitesinde Ingiltere'nin oniindeki alternatifleri agiklayan Sykes oldu.
Sykes degisik toprak anlagsmalarmin yararlarin1 arastiriyordu. Buna gore; Osmanh
topraklarinn Itilaf Devletlerince ilhaki, bolgeleri ilhak yerine etki alanlarma bdlmek, Osmanli
Imparatorlugu’nu oldugu gibi birakmak ama hiikiimetini tabi kilmak ya da imparatorlugun
yar1 6zerk bolgeler bigciminde yerinden yonetilmesi gibi teklifler s6z konusu idi.

Komite oOnce sonuncu segenegin denenmesi kararimi aldi. Komite bu konulari
tartisabilmek icin Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nu bolmek istedikleri gesitli bolgelere ne ad
vereceklerini kararlagtirmak zorundaydi. Arabistan’in  kuzeyindeki Arapg¢a konusulan
bolgelerinden dogudaki “Mezopotamya”, batidaki “Suriye” olarak soz ediliyordu ve bu
bolgelerin kapsayacagi alanlar pek agik degildi. Suriye’nin giiney kismma ise Filistin dendi.
Gergekte Filistin, Hiristiyan bat1 diinyasiin kutsal topraklar1 tanimlamak i¢in kullandig1 bir
cografya terimiydi ve kendine “Filistin” diyen bir devlet hi¢cbir zaman olmamisti. Komiteye
gore Ingiliz etkisi ya da kontrolii Akdeniz'den Basra Korfezi'ne kadar genis bir bolgeyi
kapsayacaktl.8 Nitekim Kitchener’den sonra Ocak 1915°te Misir Yiiksek Komiserligine
getirilen Sir Henry McMahon, Araplar1 Osmanlilardan ayirmaya tesvik etmek igin girisimlere
baslad1. Ingilizler, Arabistan Yarimadasi’'nin dogusunda ve ortasinda yasayan kiiciik Arap
kabilelerinden destek almaya baslamislardi. 1915 yilinin ortasinda Kuveyt Emiri, o donemde
Necd bodlgesi yoneticisi olan Ibni Suud ve Asirli Idris kesin olarak Ingiltere'nin yoriingesine
girmisti. Hicaz Emiri Hiiseyin ise, halifenin cihat ¢agrisina destek veriyor gibi goziikse de
Ingilizlerin Misir ve Sudan'dan yapacag: saldirilara karsi Hicaz sahilinin ne kadar kirilgan
oldugunu vurguluyor, gizliden gizliye Ingilizlerle ittifak kurmak gibi daha cesur adimlar
planliyordu.®

Birinci Kanal Seferi bagarisizliga ugradiktan sonra Tiirk tarafinda Kanal’a tekrar taarruz
etmek iizere hazirliklara baslamldi 23 Nisan 1916’da baslayan Ikinci Kanal Seferinde
cereyan eden Katya, Romani ve miiteakiben 9 Agustos 1916 tarihinde cereyan eden Biriilabd

" David Fromkin, Barisa Son Veren Baris Modern Ortadogu Nasil Yaratildi?, gev. Mehmet Harmanci,
Epsilon Yaynlari, Istanbul, 2013, s. 123.

& David Fromkin, a.g.e., s. 123-124.

°T. G. Fraser, a.g.e., s. 74-75.
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Mubharebeleri neticesinde Birinci Sefer Kuvveti Kumandani1 Albay von Kress birliklerine geri
cekilme emri verdi ve sonug olarak Ocak 1917’e gelindiginde Ingilizler Tiirkleri Sina
(Coli’niin tamamen digina itip Filistin kapilarina dayanmlslardl.10

Kanal bolgesinde bu savaslar olurken Orta Dogu'nun kagit iizerinde paylasildigi Sykes-
Picot Anlasmasi, 16 May1s 1916'da Fransa ile Ingiltere arasinda imzaland1. Sir Mark Sykes ile
Francois Georges Picot’un adimi tasiyan Sykes-Picot Anlasmasi, Bunsen Komitesinin
fikirlerinin birgogunu yansitiyordu. Fransa, Akka (Acre) limanmnin kuzeyinde kalan Akdeniz
sahiline sahip olurken, Ingiltere petrol zengini Mezopotamya ile Hayfa gevresinde smirli bir
yerlesim yeri edinecekti. Diger Arap topraklari Ingiltere ya da Fransa korumasi altinda
kalacakti. Bu anlasma ayn1 zamanda daha sonralar1 Necef ¢oliinii kapsamadan, Ingiltere
mandas1 altina girecek olan sinirlar iginde “Filistin” adi verilen bir bdlgenin ortaya
¢ikacagmin isaretiydi. Ingiltere, Fransizlar1 Siiveys Kanali’ndan uzak tutmayi da istediginden,
Filistin uluslararas1 bir bolge olacakti. Bu durum herhangi bir bagimsiz Arap krallig1 fikrini
hiikiimsiiz kildig1 i¢in, Sykes-Picot Anlagsmasinin kosullar1 Rusya’daki Bolsevik Devriminden
sonra aciklaninca Araplar tarafindan siddetle karsilanacakti. Oysaki Ingiliz taahhiitlerine bagl
olarak Mekke Emiri Serif Hijseyin11 antlasmadan habersiz olarak 5 Haziran 1916'da Osmanli
Imparatorlugu’na kars1 isyan bayragini agmustu. 12

Serif Hiiseyin'in Osmanh Imparatorlugu’na Kars1 Isyam

1916 Haziran basinda Serif Hiiseyin ve ogullar1 silahlanip ayaklanarak Mekke'deki
Osmanli mevzilerine saldirdilar. Serif'in art arda gelen basarilar1 iizerine hiikiimet yeni ve
mesru emir olarak Serif Haydar't Medine'ye gonderdi.

Hiiseyin’in ayaklanmasi, hem iilke hem de savasin gidisati acisindan ciddi sonuglar
doguracaktir. Hicaz disindaki Araplarin ¢ogunlugu ayaklanmaya karsi ¢ikmasalar bile
kararsiz kalmislardi. Ayaklanmanin patlak vermesinden hemen 6nce ve sonra Cemal Paga'nin
Arap mubhaliflere kars1 Suriye’de uyguladigi siddet, Suriyelilerin hiikiimete baskaldiran Serife
sempati ile bakmalarma sebep olmustu. Hiiseyin Kasim aymda kendisini “Arap Ulkelerinin
Krali” ilan etti. Bu noktada Ingilizlerin savas propagandasi etkili olmussa de buna ilk itiraz
eden Ingiltere oldu. Bunun sebebi Ingiltere'nin Fransa'ya olan yiikiimliiliikleri ve savasin
ertesinde Araplarm aciyla gorecekleri gibi bélgedeki siyasi planlariyds.™

19 jsmet Uzen, I Diinya Harbinde Sina Cephesi ve Col Hatiralart, Selis Yayinlari, Istanbul, 2007, s. 30.

111916'daki Arap isyaninn lideri olan Hiiseyin ibn Ali, 1908'de serif olmus ve 1916'ya dek fasilasiz bu
mevkide kalmusti. Serif Hiiseyin'in Mekke Emirligi’ne ittihat ve Terakki tarafindan m1 yoksa Ingilizlerin baskist
ile II. Abdiilhamit tarafindan m1 getirildigi konusu tartismalidir. Giiniimiiz kaynaklar1 Serif Hiiseyin'in Hicaz
Emirligi gorevine II. Abdiilhamit tarafindan atandigi tezinde israr etmektedirler. Serif Hiiseyin'in Hicaz'a
atanmastyla ilgili 1 Temmuz 1919 tarihli Ingiliz arsiv vesikasina gore Serif Hiiseyin'in tayinine Sadrazam Kamil
Pasa aracilik etmistir. Sultan II. Abdiilhamit'in iradesiyle 12 Tesrinisani 1324 (25 Kasim 1908) tarihinde vezirlik
ve pasalik payesi verilerek yeni Hicaz Emiri olarak atanmustir. bkz. Ismail Kose, Serif Hiiseyin, Kronik
Yayinlari, istanbul, 2018, s. 55-57.

2T G. Fraser, a.g.e., . 84-85.

'3 Hasan Kayali, a.g.e., s. 211-222.
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Serif Hiiseyin'in kendisini biitiin Arap iilkelerinin krali ilan etmesi, Abdiilaziz ibn-i
Suud’u daha fazla tedirgin etmis, bunun flizerine Korfez’deki Britanya sorumlusu onu
Kuveyt’e davet etmis, goriismeler sonucu Ingilizler hem silah hem de mali yardimda
bulunacaklari, Hiiseyin'in onun islerine karismayacag1 ve Araplarin krali olarak Araplar adina
konusmayacagi garantisi vermislerdi. Bu arada Serif Hiiseyin'in isyanindan 6nce Hicaz Valisi
olan Galip Pasa, Abdiilaziz ibn-i Suud’a bir mektup yazarak Serifin devletle olan
samimiyetinden siiphe duydugunu zikretmis ve kendisi Hicaz’a gelirse Harem’i kendisine
teslim edecegine ve destek olacagina dair s6z vermisti. Abdiilaziz ise verdigi cevapta
kendisinin Serif’ten yana oldugunu bildirmisti.**

Serif Hiiseyin’in asil hedefi, biitiin Arap diinyasmin krali olmak ve halifeligi ele
gecirmekti. Hatta kuzey sinirlarini1 Toroslar bdlgesine kadar uzatmay tasarlamis ve bu yolda
Ingilizlerle pazarliga bile girigmisti. Ingilizler de bu pazarliklar sonunda Hicaz’1 bir an &nce
ayaklanmaya itebilmek icin, ona Suriye ve Irak’1 igine alan bir Arap Imparatorlugu vaadinde
bulunmay1 esirgemediler. Mekke serifinin ayaklanmaya girismesinden ii¢ hafta sonra
yaymmladig1 bildirgesinde ayaklanma nedeni olarak ortaya attigi hususlarin altinda yatan asil
gercek, onun Arap kralligi davasi idi. Nitekim Serif bu amacma ulagsmak i¢in, Hicaz
kiyilarmin Ingiliz donanmasi tarafindan abluka altina alimmasmi, Osmanli Imparatorlugu
aleyhine azami derecede istismar konusu yapmisti. O kendi kendini besleyemez durumda
oldugunu bildigi Hicaz’m artik Tiirkler tarafindan takviye edilmeyecegini, hiikiimetin bunda
giigsiiz oldugunu ileri siirerek a¢ kalmakla bas basa biraktigi halk kitlelerini olumsuz yonde
etkileme yolunu tuttu.

15 Ocak 1914’te Istanbul, Vehip Pasa’yr Hicaz’a vali ve oradaki askeri birliklerin
basina kumandan olarak atamisti. Vali ve kumandan Vehip Pasa'nin Bagimmsiz Hicaz
Tiimeni’nin biliyik kismiyla Birinci Kanal Harekatina katilmak tizere Mekke'den
ayrilmasindan sonra biitiin Hicaz kiyilarmi gozetleme ve emniyeti Mekke, Taif ve Cidde’de
birakilan birer taburun omzuna yiliklenmisti. Vehip Pasa’dan sonra valilige getirilen Galip
Pasa Emir’e karsi daha ilimli bir siyaset izlemisse de bu sonucu degistirmedi ve olaylar
zincirleme birbirini kovaladi. ™

Serif Hiiseyin ve ogullar1 Aden harekatina katilmak icin Istanbul’dan gelmis olan ve
Yemen’e hareketi geciktirilen Yemen miifrezesinin bir an 6nce Medine’den uzaklasmasini
istemekteydiler. Diger taraftan kabileleri kigkirtiyorlar ve Hicaz demiryolunu tahrip icin
urbana para dagitiyorlardi. Ordu, Hicaz'da ¢ok sinsice gelismekte olan bu son durumu biraz
geg de olsa dogru degerlendirebildi. Kismen alian yetersiz tedbirlere ilaveten halen Sam’da
4’incii Ordu Komutanligi’'na vekalet etmekte olan 12°nci Kolordu Komutani Fahrettin
Pasa’nin (Korgeneral Tiirkkan) da Medine’de gorevlendirilmesine karar verdi.

Y“Mustafa Bostanci, "Birinci Diinya Savasi'nda Osmanli Devleti'nin Hicaz'da Hakimiyet Miicadelesi”,
Akademik Bakis, C.7, S.14, 2014, s. 124.

'3 Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi VI Cilt Hicaz, Asir, Yemen Cepheleri ve Libya Harekéat: 1914-
1918, Genelkurmay ATASE Bsk.lig1 Yayinlari, Ankara, 1978, s. 168-169.
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Fahrettin Pasa'nin Medine’ye gelip (31 Mayis 1916) yerlestigi sirada Serif Hiiseyin ve
oglu Abdullah Mekke’de diger ogullar1 Ali ve Faysal da Medine'deydiler. Mekke’ye gitmek
bahanesiyle Medine'yi 1/2 Haziran'da terk etmis olan Ali ve Faysal, yanlarindaki kuvvetler ve
kabilelerle birlikte 5/6 Haziran 1916'da Medine karakollarmma karsi ilerleyerek yer yer
saldiriya gegtiler. Serif kuvvetlerinin Medine bolgesinde Tiirk kuvvetlerine karsi giristikleri
bu ilk saldirilar, Hicaz'da ayaklanma hareketlerinin fiilen basladigini gosteriyordu. Cok
gegmeden Araplarin 9 Haziran'da Cidde'ye, 10 Haziran'da Mekke'ye ve nihayet 12 Haziran'da
da Taif garnizonlarina saldirmalariyla Serif Hiiseyin ve ogullarinin ayaklanma harekati, biitiin
Hicaz'a yayilmis oluyordu.™®

Filistin cephesinde Tiirk-Ingiliz miicadelesi devam ederken 1916 Kasimindan sonra
Arap isyaninin irtibat subay1 olan Lawrence'm bolgeye gelisinin Arap isyaninda onemli itici
bir gii¢ oldugu konusunda kusku yoktur. Hasimi Arap ayaklanmasinin basroliinii "Arabistan'in
El Aurens'i" olarak bilinen Thomas Edward Lawrence oynamistir. 1914 yili baslarinda Sir
Leonard Wolley ve Yiizbasi S. F. Newcombe ile birlikte Filistin Kesif Fonu (Palestine
Exploration Fund) hesabina Gazze ile Akabe arasindaki bolgeyi gezerek haritasini ¢izmeye
caligirlarken Siiveys'in dogusunda, Tiirk hududunda bulunan Kuzey Sina'y1 kesfediyorlardi.
1914 yili Agustosunda Birinci Diinya Savasi patlak verince Lawrence, Savas Bakanligi’nin
Londra'daki harita bolimiinde gorev aldi ve kendisine Sina'min askeri haritasini yapmak
gorevi verildi. 18 Eylil 1914'te Oxford'dan Bayan Reider'a gonderdigi mektupta soyle
diyordu:

"..Tiirklerin savasa girmek niyetinde olmadiklarint korkuyla seziyorum, ¢iinkii onlar
Kiiciik Asya'ya sikistirmak ve dahasi, orada bile vesayet altina almak bir gelisme olacaktir.
Her sey, Enver'in yeniden basibos birakilmasina dayanir."™’

Lawrence'n taktik acidan en Onemli karari, Araplarin deve ve at iizerindeki
becerileriyle hizli hareket edebilmek gibi en biiylik avantajini kullanmak oldu. Sicak temas
yerine ¢oliin agik alanlarinda uzaktan savasmanin daha iyi olacagm fark etti. Araplar, ancak
avantajli konumda oldugu zaman saldiriya gegebilirlerdi. Boylece Araplarin taktiklerini,
stratejilerini, askeri kaynaklarin1 ve becerilerini Hicaz cografyasina uyarladi. Tiirk
piyadelerine yapilan acik saldirilar genellikle felaketle sonuglandigindan, saldirilarin
demiryollari, altyapit ve malzeme konvoylar1 gibi yumusak hedeflere yoneltilmesine karar
verdi. Ayrica Araplarin saldirilarda elde ettikleri ganimetlere sahip ¢ikmalarma da izin verdi.
Kosullardan memnun kalmadiklar1 zaman cekip gidecek olan gdcer Bedevilere batili askeri
disiplini uygulamaya ¢abalamanin anlami yoktu. Lawrence 1917 baharmda Arap isyani i¢in
kabile gruplagmalarindan alinan destegin boyutlarini kendi gozleriyle gérmek i¢in Suriye'ye
gitti. Bu girisimi Serif Hiiseyin'in oglu olan Faysall kuzeye yonlendirme istegiyle de
baglantiliydi. 1917 Haziraninda Hicaz'a doniince, Akabe limanina bir harekat diizenledi.

18 Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, s. 171-177.

7 Salahi Sonyel, "Albay T. E. Lawrence, Hasimi Araplarni, Osmanli Imparatorluguna Karsi
Ayaklanmalar1 i¢in Nasil Aldatt1", Belleten, Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yaymi, Ankara, Cilt LI, Say1 199, Nisan 1987,
s. 231-233.
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Limanin ele gecirilmesi General Allenby'i Lawrence'n yetenekleri ve Arap isyaninin ige
yaradig1 konusunda ikna etti.'®

Birinci ve ikinci Gazze Muharebeleri - Mart/Nisan 1917

24 Mart 1917’e kadar Filistin’i savunma ile gorevli Osmanh Birinci Sefer Kuvveti
birlikleri karargahi Tellesseria’da olmak iizere Gazze Grubu, Cemame Grubu, Tellesseria
Grubu ve Biriissebi grubu olmak tizere dért grup halinde yerlesmislerdi.'®

Gazze Grubu Binbagi Tiller, Telliisseria Grubu Albay Riistii, Cemame Grubu Albay
Refet (Bele), Biriissebi Grubu Albay Esat emrinde bulunuyordu. Dera'daki 53"incii Tiimen,
Yafa'ya nakledilerek cephe gerisine yanastirildi. Gazze ahalisi geriye nakledildi.?

Ingilizler 26 Mart 1917 sabahi hiicuma gegtiler ve Piyadelerini Gazze iizerine siirerken
stivarileri ile de kenti kusatacak bir ¢gevirme manevrasi gerceklestirdi. Giinlin sonunda Gazze
hemen hemen tiimiiyle kusatilmist1. Ancak siperlere iyi yerlesmis olan Tiirkler, Ingilizlerin art
arda gelen hiicumlar1 karsilarinda mevzilerini korudular.?

Birinci Gazze Muharebesindeki Ingiliz taarruzunun piiskiirtiilmesinden sonra Tiirkler
Biriissebi-Gazze hattindaki mevzilerini giiclendirmeye basladi. Ingilizleri bu hat iizerinde
durdurmak istiyorlardi, ayrica durumdan istifade ederek Irak Cephesi’nde girisecekleri karsi
taarruzlarla Bagdat't geri almay1r amaghyorlardi. Bu sirada teskilat yapis1 yeniden gdzden
gecirilerek Birinci Sefer Kuvveti lagvedildi, yerine 22'nci Kolordu (3'iincii, 16'nc1, 53'{inci
Tiimen) ihdas edildi ve komutanligina pasaliga terfi ettirilen Kress von Kressenstein getirildi.
Ingiliz tarafinda ise Misir'daki Ingiliz Seferi Kuvvetleri Komutani: General Archibald Murray,
30 Mart'ta taarruz emri almist1. Ingiliz hiikiimeti Kudiis'iin zapt edilmesini istiyordu. Kudiis'e
yapilacak bir taarruz i¢in Oncelikle Gazze'nin ele gecirilmesi gerekiyordu. Bunun igin
Ingilizler yogun hazirliklara basladilar ve yeni silahlarla takviye edildiler. Bunlarm basmnda
tanklar geliyordu.?

1917 yili 16 Nisan giinii baglayan kara ve deniz topgusunun yogun bombardimanini
miiteakip 19 Nisan giinii ortalik agarirken Tiirk 3'lincti ve 53"lincii Tiimenlerinin isgal ettigi
Sihan-Gazze mevzisi yogun ates altina alind1 ve Ingiliz piyade birlikleri taarruza gegti. Ancak
Tiirk cephesi yarilamads, zehirli gaz mermisi de kullanan ingilizler ileri atildiginda Tiirklerin
cok siddetli makineli tiifek ve topcu bombardimani ile kars1 karsiya kaldilar. 23

Ingiliz taarruzu Ikinci Gazze Muharebesinde de piiskiirtiilmiistii. Bu basarisizliklardan
sonra General Murray gorevden alinarak Ingiltere’ye gonderildi. Yerine 27 Haziran 1917'de,

T G. Fraser, a.g.e., s. 89-92.

' Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, IV. Cilt 1. Kisim, Gnkur. ATASE Bsk.lig1
Yaymlari, Ankara, 1979, s. 516-517.

2 Fahri Belen, Birinci Cihan Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, 1917 Yili Hareketleri, V. Cilt, Gnkur. Basimevi,
Ankara, 1966, s. 103-104.

2! Edward J. Erickson, a.g.e., s. 223.

22 Siikrii Mahmut Nedim, a.g.e., s. 47-48.

% Fahri Belen, a.g.e, s. 110-111.
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Bati cephesinden gelen General Sir Edmund Allenby gecti. Allenby'nin komutay1 devralmasi,
Filistin savasinda bir doniim noktasi olusturmustur.?*

General Allenby bolgeye vardiktan sonra ordusunu harekat seviyesinde diizenlerken,
Tiirkler de kendi ordularmi stratejik seviyede diizenliyorlardi. Bagdat'n Ingilizler eline
gecmesinden sonra (11 Mart 1917), Baskomutan Vekili Enver Pasa Bagdat'125 geri almak i¢in
bir Alman Ordular Grubu Komutanligi’nin emrine verilmesini istemisti. Alman
Baskomutanligi Enver Pasa'nin bu istegini kabul etmis ve General Falkenhayn't bu maksatla
gorevlendirmisti. 26 Bagdat'in kaybedilmesi Tiirkleri 6nemli bir hareket {issiinden mahrum
etmisti. Ayn1 zamanda Bagdat'tan cekilme Iran'in tiimiiyle tahliye edilmesine sebep olmus,
bolgede Ingilizlere tecaviiz eden asiretlerin saldirilarin1 sona erdirecek Ingilizler lehine bir
diizen saglam1§t1.27

20 Haziran 1917'de Halep'e gelen Enver Pasa durumu degerlendirmek iizere bir toplanti
yapt1. Toplantida; Kafkas Ordular1 Grubu Komutan1 Ahmet izzet Pasa, Van golii cevresinde
bulunan 2'nci Ordu Komutan1 Mustafa Kemal Pasa, Suriye'deki 4'lincii Ordu Komutani1 Cemal
Pasa, Irak'ta bulunan 6'nc1 Ordu Komutan1 Halil (Kut) Pasa ve Alman Maresal Falkenhayn
hazir bulundu. Bu toplantida Bagdat'm geri alinmas1 gérevinin yeni kurulan Yildirim Ordulari
Grubuna verilmesi kararlastirildi.

Enver Pasa'nin Halep'ten Istanbul'a dondiikten sonra verdigi 15 Temmuz 1917 tarihli
emre gore, Irak'ta konuslanan 6'nc1 Ordu ile Suriye'de yeni teskil edilen ve komutanligina
Mustafa Kemal Pasa'nin atandigir (5 Temmuz 1917) 7'nci Ordu, Yildirim Ordular Grubu
Komutanligma verilmisti. 7'nci Ordu 3'lincii ve 15'inci Kolordulardan miitesekkildi. Ayrica
Yildirim Ordular1 Grubu, Asya Kolordusu adiyla anilan bir Alman kuvvetiyle de takviye
edilmis, Grubun Komutanligina ise Eylil 1914-Agustos 1916 tarihleri arasinda Alman
ordusunun Genelkurmay Baskanligmi yapmus olan Maresal von Falkenhayn getirilmisti.?

Filistin cephesindeki 4'Yincii, 7nci ve 8'inci Ordularin emir-komutasinin Yildirim
ordular1 karargahma devir tesliminde Falkenhayn ve Alman subaylar1 biliyiik giicliiklerle
karsilasti. Zaten karardan rahatsiz olan birlik komutanlari, Falkenhayn'in kibirli tutumu ve sert

2 Edward J. Erickson, |. Diinya Savasinda Osmanli Ordusu, Tirkiye is Bankasi Yaymlari, istanbul,
2009, s. 151.

2 Jrak’ta Ingiliz taarruzu Kut’il Amare’de durdurulmus, ancak ingiliz kuvvetlerinin teslimi ile bolgede
Tiirkler lehine kurulan dengeden fazla istifade edilememistir. Almanlarin talebi ve Enver Pasa’nin emriyle
13’iincii Kolordu Kutii’l-Amare’den Iran Cephesi’ne nakledilmis ve bdylece bolge, Osmanli giiclerinden
armdirilmistir. Ingilizler bdlgede dogan bu boslugu iyi degerlendirerek Basra’da beklettikleri Hint kuvvetleriyle
1 Ekim 1916’da Kutii’l-Amére cephesinden taarruza baglamislardir. Bu taarruzlar devam eden aylarda daha da
artirllmis ve 11 Mart 1917°de Bagdat, Ingiliz kuvvetleri tarafindan hicbir mukavemetle karsilasiimadan ele
gecirilmistir. Bkz. F. Rezzan Unalp, "1916 Kutii'l Amare Zaferi: Komutanlar ve Harekatin Sonuclar1", Kiitii'l
Amdre Zafer 1. Diinya Savasi'nda Irak Cephesi, ATAM Yayinlari, Ankara, 2016, s. 195.

% Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, V. Cilt 2. Kisim, Gnkur. ATASE Bsk.lig1
Yayinlari, Ankara, 1986, s. 82-84.

? Levent Unal, "Plan ve Krokilerle Kutii'l Amare Zaferi", Kiitii'l Amdre Zafer I. Diinya Savasi'nda Irak
Cephesi, ATAM Yayinlari, Ankara, 2016, s. 390.

%8 Siikrii Mahmut Nedim, a.g.e., s. 53
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yaklagimi karsisinda neredeyse isyan halindeydi. Cemal Pasa, giic ve otoritesinin
kisitlanmasindan ¢ok rahatsiz oldugu i¢in, elinden geldigince Yildirim ordularinin
faaliyetlerini engelledi. Ama Falkenhayn ve Yildirim ordularinin otoritesine en ciddi elestiri
Mustafa Kemal Pasa gibi yeni nesil komutanlardan geldi. Mustafa Kemal Pasa'nin, fikir ve
elestirilerinin dikkate alinmamasi1 gerekcesiyle, 7'nci Ordu Komutanligindan istifa etmesi
sistem i¢ginde bir deprem yaratti.

Enver Pasa ve Alman denetimindeki Osmanli Genelkurmay1 biitiin 6nemli komutanlar1
karar verme siirecinin disina cikarmusti. ilk planlamaya gore Yildirrm ordular: birlikleri
oncelikle Bagdat'1 diisman isgalinden kurtaracak ve Iran iglerine ilerleyecekti. Ancak
Falkenhayn bolgeye ulastiginda Sina-Filistin cephesindeki Ingiliz yiginag: ciddi dlgiide arttig
icin, Y1ldirim unsurlar1 Halep'teki yiginagi tamamlayamadan Eyliil 1917'de Filistin cephesine
sevk edilmeye baslandi. Bu esnada General Allenby, Gazze-Birlissebi hattindaki hazirliklarini
bitirmis ve taarruza gegcmek l'izereydi.30

Baskomutanligin 26 Eylil 1917 tarihli emrine gore de 4'lincii Ordu Komutanligi
lagvedildi ve yerine Cemal Pagsa'nin komutasinda Suriye ve Bat1 Arabistan Genel Komutanligi
teskil edildi. Yildirim Ordular Grubuna bagli 7'nci Ordu da Sina Cephesi’ne alinacakti.
Filistin'de gorev yapan Alman subaylari, genis c¢aphi bir taarruza hazirlanan Ingiliz
kuvvetlerinin bolge icin tehdit teskil ettigini biliyorlardi. Gazze-Birlissebi hattina 1917 yilinin
giiz aylarinda Ingiliz taarruzu bekleniyordu. Bu nedenle bdlgeye bir an dnce takviye birlik
gonderilmesini dnermislerdi. Tiirk tarafi bu 6nerileri geri ¢cevirmisti. Ancak Von Kress Filistin
cephesinin yarilmasi durumunda Filistin ve Suriye'nin diisebilecegini, Bagdat'r geri almanin
imkansizlasacagim ileri siiriiyordu. Ingiliz tehdidinin boyutlar1 goriildiikten sonra Enver Pasa,
Bagdat't geri alma fikrinden vazgegerek 7'nci Ordunun derhal Filistin cephesini takviye
etmesini emretti.*!

2 Ekim 1917'de verilen baska bir emirle, Filistin Cephesi’ndeki 20'nci ve 22’nci
Kolordulardan olusan Sina Cephe Kumandanligi von Kress’in kumandasinda 8’inci Ordu
olarak teskilatlamdl.32 8'inci Ordu; 3'incii ve 7'nci Timenlerden miitesekkil 22'nci Kolordu
(Komutani1 Refet Bele) ile 53, 54'incii ve 16'nc1 Tiimenlerden miitesekkil 20'nci Kolordudan
(Komutan1 Ali Fuat Cebesoy) olusturuldu.®

Uciincii Gazze Muharebesi (Biriissebi Muharebesi) - EKim - Kasim 1917

General Allenby'nin karsilastigi ilk zorluk Gazze'den Biriissebi'ye (Beerseba) kadar
uzanan Tiirk hattin1 kirmakti. 1917 yili baglarinda Murray bunu iki kez denemis ve basarisiz
olmustu. Simdi Allenby'nin Ugiincii Gazze Muharebesini baslatmasi gerekiyordu. Allenby
Misir'a vardiginda Gazze'den Biriissebi'ye kadar olan diizensiz hatti miidafaa eden Tiirk

% Erickson-Mesut Uyar, Osmanli Askeri Tarihi, Tirkiye is Bankas1 Yayinlari, istanbul, 2014, s. 528.
% Hiiseyin Hiisnii Emir Erkilet, Yildirim, Gnkur. ATASE Bsk.lig1 Yaynlari, Ankara, 2002, s. 15-26.
#! Siikriit Mahmut Nedim, a.g.e., s. 54.

%2 Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, IV. Cilt 2. Kisim, s. 115.

% Siikriit Mahmut Nedim, a.g.e., s. 55.
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kuvvetleriyle ilgili ilk degerlendirmesi, bu kuvvetlerin giiglii ve tahkimatlarinin ¢ok iyi oldugu
ve siirekli takviye edildikleri seklindeydi. Allenby bununla basa ¢ikabilmek i¢in Tiirk hattini
kiracak yeni bir plan gelistirdi. Buna gore kuvvetlerinin biiylik bir béliimii ile Tiirk hattinin
dogu smirindaki Biriissebi kentine saldiracakt. Boylece Allenby Ugiincii Gazze
Mubharebesinde piyade ve siivari birlikleri ile ulagim araglarini Biriissebi'de topladi. Bu plan
yapilirken Biriissebi'nin Gazze kadar iyi miidafaa edilmedigi diisiiniildii. Clinkii Gazze'de
Tiirkler bahar aymndaki muharebelerden beri siper kaziyorlardi. Birtissebi alnirsa buradaki
kuvvetlerin Tiirk savunma sistemine dogudan siiratle yiiklenebilecegi ve Gazze'yi kusatacagi
disiiniiliiyordu. Bu planla birlikte General Murray'in 6nceki saldirilarindaki ¢izgi bozuldu ve
Ingilizlerin idaresindeki Misir Seferi Kuvvetinin giizergahi sahil seridinden ¢61 cenahina,
Biriissebi'ye cevrildi.®

Yildirim Ordular1 Grubu asil Ingiliz taarruzunun Gazze’ye, yaniltma ya da gosteri
taarruzunu da Biriissebi’ye bekliyordu. Biriissebi'deki Tiirk kuvvetleri 3'lincti Kolordunun
komutasinda olup, basinda Albay Ismet (Indnii) Bey bulunmaktaydi. Tiirkler Gazze nin
lojistik tesislere yakmlik, Kraliyet Donanmasindan destek alabilme, taarruz eden Ingiliz
birlikleri i¢in taarruzu kolaylastiran elverisli yol ve demiryolu sebekesi gibi imkanlar
barmndirdigini biliyorlardi. 31 Ekim 1917°de cereyan eden Biriissebi Muharebesinde Tiirklerin
tek bir tugay giiciindeki birligine kars1 Ingilizler {istiin kuvvetlerle taarruzda bulundu. Tiirk
ordusunun Filistin cephesindeki tertibi goz oniine alindiginda Biriissebi’nin kurtarilmasi igin
yapilabilecek bir sey yoktu.35

Uciincii Gazze Muharebesi diye bilinen ve 31 Ekim de bombardiman seklinde baslayan
savasta, ilk giin Biriissebi kaybedilmis, sehre ilk olarak 4’lincii Avustralya Hafif Siivari
Tugayr girmisti. % Sijvari taarruzu, Avustralya Hafif Ath Alaylar1 tarafindan yapildi.
Biriissebi'deki bu saldir1 Filistin'deki Tiirkler ve Almanlar i¢in savagin sonunun baslangicini

belirledi.*’

Savunmadaki Osmanli 22°nci Kolordu Komutan1 Albay Refet (Bele) Bey'e gore Gazze
miistahkem mevkiinin biitiinliigii zarar gérmemisti. Aslinda Birlissebi’nin kaybi, Osmanli
ordusunun Giliney Filistin cephesinde zincirleme basarisizliklarina neden olmustu. Her ne
kadar Mustafa Kemal Pasa'nin yerine atanmis olan 7'nci Ordu Komutani Fevzi Pasa ve 3'lincii
Kolordu Komutan1 Albay Ismet, Biriissebi’den kuzeye dogru geri ¢ekilme harekitina devam
etmis olsalar da General Allenby’nin kusatmay1 gergeklestiren sag kanadini durduracak kadar
birligi asla toplayamamislardi. Bu durum Albay Refet’i, 6-7 Kasim’da Gazze’nin geceleyin
tahliye edilmesi igin emir vermek zorunda birakti. Savas, Ingiliz birliklerinin 7 Kasim’da
Tiirklerin bir gece once terk ettigi Gazze’ye girmeleriyle sonuglandi.

% Matthew Hughes, "General Allenby and the Palestine Campaign”, The First World War: Middle
Eastern Perspective, Israel Society For Military History, Telaviv University, 2000, s. 99-100.

% Edward J. Erickson, a.g.e., s. 180-184.

% Yigal Sheffy-Shaul Shay, The Changing Land Between The Jordan and The Sea, Yad-Ben-Zvi Press,
Israel, 1999, s. 46.

%7 Garrie Hutchmson, Pilgrimage, Schwartz Publishing, Australia, 2006, s. 87.
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8'nci Ordu Komutant von Kressenstein, muharebenin basarisizliginin sucunu Albay
Ismet’in (Inonii) omuzlarma yikmist. Von Kressenstein’a yoneltilen elestirilerin biiyiik bir
boliimii ise Albay ismet’in 3’{incii Kolordusunu desteklemek igin ihtiyatlar1 sevk etmekte geg
kaldig1 yoniindeydi. Gergekte 7, 19 ve 24’lncii Piyade Timenlerinin ihtiyat goreviyle
Biriissebi’den ziyade Gazze yakinlarinda mevzilendirilmesi bu deste§in zamaninda
gonderilmesini olanaksiz hale getirmisti.*® Nitekim bu muharebeden birinci derecede sorumlu
olarak 8‘inci Ordu Komutani1 goriilmiistiir. Bu sorumlulugun derecesi yalniz Biriissebi gibi
onemli bir harekét issiiniin kaybindan cok, burada ayni1 zamanda bir kolordunun hemen
hemen muharebe yetenegini yitirmis olmasindan dolayr daha da artiyordu. Bu hususta 8’inci
Ordu Komutan1 von Kress Pasa, Birlissebi Muharebesi yenilgisi dolayisiyla Yildirim Ordular
Grubu Komutanlhigina gonderdigi 17 Kasim 1917 tarihli raporuyla bir yandan harbin
kaybedilis nedenlerini anlatirken, bir yandan da kendi savunmasini yapmustir. 3’{incii Kolordu
Komutan: Albay Ismet’te von Kress’in bu raporuna karsi 3’iincii Kolordunun goriisiinii
aciklayan ve Ordu Komutaninin goriisiine cevap teskil eden bir rapor gondermistir. 39

Bu uzun raporun sonunda Albay Ismet, 8’inci Ordu Komutani’nin muharebenin aldig1
hakiki akigin isteklerine ve diismanin Bir’lis Sebi’ye karsi bir buguk piyade ve ikiden fazla
stivari tiimeni kullanmasina kars1 bir piyade ve bir siivari tiimeninden ibaret bir diisman i¢in
iki giin evvel aldig1 tertibatinda israrla direndigini, Biriissebi’nin tamamiyle 8’inci Ordu
Komutani tarafindan operatif goriis ve kararlarinin dogrudan dogruya Biriissebi ile ilgili
tedbirlerinin tamamen isabetsizligi yiiziinden kaybedildigini séylemektedir.40

Cemal Pasa ise hatrralarinda, Gazze-Birlissebi cephesinin kaybedilmesinin tek
sorumlusu olarak Yildirim Ordular1 Grubu Komutani von Falkenhayn't gostermektedir. Enver
Pasa'nin Filistin'e gelisi sirasinda Sam'da kendisine Falkenhayn'in hatalarmi saydigini, von
Kress'in bu cepheden cekilmektense Falkenhayn'imm g¢ekilmesini ve von Kress'in yerinde
birakilmasimni veya hi¢ olmazsa Falkenhayn'in yerine Yildirim Ordular1 Grubu Komutanligi’na
Mustafa Kemal Pasa'nin gonderilmesini rica ettigini yazmakta ve karsihiginda Enver Pasa'nin
kendi teklifinin kabuliine imkan olmadigini, Almanlardan maddi yardim alabilmek i¢in bir
Alman generalinin Filistin cephesi kumandanliginda bulunmasi gerektigini sdyledigini
belirtmektedir.**

Biriissebi’de taktik seviyede iyi savasan Tiirkler giin boyunca iki tam mevcutlu Ingiliz
kolordusunu yaklastirmamislar ve daha sonra doviiserek kuzeye dogru ¢ekilmislerdi. Cekilme
olmasaydi Birlissebi kusatilir ya da buradaki birlikler bozguna ugrayabilirdi. 3’{incii Kolordu
Komutan1 Albay Ismet iist karargahiyla irtibatmin kesik olmasmna karsin kolordusunun daha
sonra muharebeye devam etmesini saglayan isabetli ve yerinde kararlar vermisti.* Bu durum,
Ismet Bey’in raporundaki su ifadelerden de rahatlikla anlasiimaktadr:

% Edward J. Erickson, a.g.e., s. 184-186.

% Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, IV. Cilt 2.Kisim, s. 151.
0 ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K:3712, D: 15, F; 1-37.

4l Cemal Pasa, a.g.e., s. 227-228.

*2 Edward J. Erickson, a.g.e., s. 190.
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“....Cenubdaki 67 'nci Alay cephesine diisman bir piyade firkasiyla dahil oldu ve sarkda
ld-akall iki siivari firkasi cephemizi zorlamaktadir. Kolordunun elinde iki boliikten ibaret
ihtiyat kuvveti vardwr ki bununla yarilmis olan cenub cephesinin tespiti ihtimali azdwr. Bu
vaziyet karsisinda ordu-yu hiimayunun (8’inci Ordu kastediliyor) karari nedir? Benim tahmin
ettigim kararlar sunlar idi:

Yirminci Kolordu taarruz ediyor,

Yahut su kadar kitaat Biriissebi’ye yoldadir,

Yahut Biriissebi’yi tahliye ediniz.

Benim aldigim cevap su olmustur: Biriissebi tutulacaktir. Muharebe edilecektir.

Fakat saat bir evvelden yani on bir saatten beri muharebe edildiginden Sekizinci Ordu-
yu Hiimayiun haberdar degil gibi idi. Bir ordu karargahimin bir kolordunun muharebesini
takip ve raporlarimi miitalaa etmedikleri gibi bir zehaba diismek istememekle beraber bu
cevabt anlamakta ila nihaye izhar-1 acz edecegim.” 43

Ingiliz tarafinda ise Biriissebi Muharebesinde eksiklikler yiiziinden kapsamli bir zafer
elde edilemedi. Gazze'deki Tiirk kuvvetleri her zamankinden ¢ok daha zayifti. Ciinkii
Osmanli Baskumandanligi birliklerini Kafkasya bdlgesine aktarmakla mesguldii. Dolayisiyla,
Allenby agir silahlardaki biiyiik ustlinliigiiyle giiney Filistin't mahvedebilecek her tiirlii
imkana sahipti. Ancak bunun yerine, liclincii Gazze Muharebesinde Birlissebi'ye saldiran
Ingiliz kuvvetleri vaktinin cogunu bos yere su aramakla gecirdi. Bu sirada Gazze'deki Ingiliz
kuvvetleri, geri ¢ekilen Tiirk ordusunu takip edemedi. Ciinkii atlar1 ve ulasim araglar1 elinden
almarak Birtissebi'deki birliklere gonderilmisti. Aslinda tigiincii Gazze Muharebesi iki farkli
yerde, birisi Gazze kentinde digeri ise Biriissebi ¢ollerinde gerceklesti. Birtissebi'deki Tiirk
savunma kuvveti o kadar zayift1 ki Avustralyali Hafif Siivari Birlikleri hiicum edip kenti
kolaylikla ele gecirdiler. Gazze kentindeki Tiirk savunma birlikleri daha giichiydii ve Tiirk
saflarinda delik agmak ic¢in agir toplar gerekiyordu. Ancak Gazze'deki Tirk hatt1 kirildiginda
bu yarma taarruzunu kullanarak ilerleyecek siivari giicli yoktu. Siivariler Biriissebi'de mahsur
kalmiglar ve orada da geri ¢ekilen Tiirk kuvvetlerini takip edemiyorlardi. Bu hatali stratejinin
bir sonucu olarak Giiney Filistin'deki Tiirk ordularma geri ¢ekilmeleri i¢in firsat verilmisti.
Her ne kadar Allenby Aralik 1917°de Kudiis’ii ele gegirmis olsa da, Ingilizler Ugiincii Gazze
Muharebesi’nde kapsaml bir zafer elde edememislerdi.**

Ugiincii Gazze Mubharebesi’ni takip eden giinlerde yapilan muharebeler sonucunda
Tiirkler 8/9 Aralik gecesi Kudiis’ii bosaltmak zorunda kaldi. 9 Aralik 1917 giinii Osmanli
Imparatorlugu’nun son Kudiis Mutasarrifi Izzet Bey, Belediye Baskani’na bir teslim mektubu
vererek sabah sehirden ayrildi * Bu durum karsisinda Enver Pasa kendisinden cok sey

*3 ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K:3712, D: 15, F: 1-34-a.

* Matthew Hughes, a.g.e., s. 99-101.

** fsmet Uzen, “Ingilizlerin Kudiis’ii Ele Gegirmesi ve General Edmund H. H. Allenby’nin Kudiis’e
Térenle Girisi (9-11 Aralik 1917)”, Firat Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, Cilt: 19, Say1: 2, Elazig, 2009, s.
330-331.
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beklenen Maresal von Falkenhayn’1 gérevden aldi. General Otto von Sanders, 1 Mart 1918°de
Yildirim Ordulart Grubunun yeni komutani olarak atand.

Liman von Sanders ve ast birlik komutanlari, yaz mevsimi boyunca biiylik olmasimi
bekledikleri Ingiliz taarruzuna maruz kalacak savunma mevzilerini hazirlamak i¢in biiyiik bir
gayretle c¢alistilar. Filistin cephesinde Osmanli ordusu 1918 yilinda askeri insan giicii
bakimindan giderek zayifliyordu. Kayiplari ¢ogu hastaliktan ya da firardandi.*

Osmanli ordusunun ugradigr insan kaybmin yarattigi sikintiyr telafi edebilmek
maksadiyla hapishanelerden cepheye gonderilmek iizere mahkimlarin serbest birakildigi
goriilmiistiir. Ornegin, 2 Temmuz 1918 tarihli Vekiller Meclisi’nde, “Sivas hapishanesinde
bulunan tutuklu ve hiikiimliilerden goniillii ve durumu miisait olanlarin affedilip savasmak
tizere Filistin cephesine gonderilmesi” goriisiilmiis ve mahkimlardan goniillii 368 kisinin
0zel bir kanuna binaen Filistin cephesine gonderilmesi hususunun Harbiye Nezaretine bildirilmesi 2
Temmuz 1918 tarihinde karar altina almmlstl.47

Nablus (Megiddo) Muharebesi - 1918

Eyliil 1918'e gelindiginde Filistin Cephesi’ndeki Ingiliz ordusu, General Allenby
komutasinda iki piyade kolordusuyla (20 ve 21'inci Kolordular) C6l Atli Piyade Kolordusu,
Fransiz ve Italyan miifrezeleriyle ordu bagh birliklerinden kurulmus bulunuyordu. 5'inci Ugak
Filosu ile 40'inc1 Hava filosu Remle'de bulunuyordu. Liman von Sanders komutasindaki
Yildirim Ordulart Grubu Komutanligi ise 4'lincii (Komutani, Cemal Mersinli Pasa), 7'nci
(Komutan1 Mustafa Kemal Pasa) ve 8'inci (Cevat Cobanli Pasa) Ordulardan miitesekkildi.
Ingiliz tiimenleri personel, silah sayisi, cephane miktar1 bakimindan ii¢c kat daha iistiindiiler.
Stivari tiimeni sayisinda ise bire dort stlinliige sahip olup, hava ve deniz iistiinliikleri de
hesaba katilirsa bu iistiinliik daha da artmakta idi.*®

General Allenby'nin ugaklar ve Araplar olmak tizere Tiirklere kars1 kullanacagi iki yeni
silah1 vardi. Serif Hiiseyin'in oglu Faysal'a bagli Araplar Lawrence'in onciiliigiinde, Tiirkleri
Hicaz demiryolu hatt1 boyunca taciz etmekte, hareketlerini kisitlamakta ve morallerini
bozmaktaydi. Simdi ise Ingilizler tarafindan gergeklestirilecek nihai taarruza dogrudan
katkida bulunacaklardi. Nitekim 16 ve 17 Eyliil 1918'de Dera'nin kuzey, giliney ve batisinda
bulunan demiryollarini havaya ugurdular. Bu saldirilar Tiirklerin ikmal akisini fiili olarak
aksatt.*® Sam'a gelinceye kadar cekilme sirasinda da Tiirk ordusunun dagmik erleri, zayif
boliimleri, Arap kuvvetleri tarafindan baskina wugradi, Lawrence':n hatiratmma gore
muharebenin bu son sathasinda 5000'den fazla Tirk'u sehit etmisler, 8000'den fazlasini esir
almislardi.>

“® Edward J. Erickson, a.g.e., s. 203-206.

*" Filistin, Bagbakanlik Devlet Arsivleri Genel Miidiirliigii Yayini, Istanbul, 2009, s. 159.

8 Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, IV. Cilt 2.Kisim, s. 615-618.

*° Liddell Hart, Birinci Diinya Savas: Tarihi, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi Yaymlari, istanbul, 2014, s. 554.

P Albay Serif Giiralp, 1918 Yilinda Tiirk Ordusunun Filistin ve Suriye'den Cekilisinde 3'iincii Siivari
Tiimeninin Harekati, Genelkurmay ATASE Bsk.l1g1 Yayinlari, Ankara, 2006, s. 39.
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Allenby'nin ordusuna ugaklarm katkisi ise olduk¢a 6nemliydi. Siirekli hava saldirilariyla
gokyiizli hakimiyetini saglayan ucaklar, Tiirklerin Afule'deki ana telgraf ve telefon santralini
siddetli bir sekilde bombalayarak Tiirkleri sagir ve dilsiz biraktilar. Bundan baska Nablus ve
Tulkarim'deki iki ordu karargahi Ingiliz ugaklar1 tarafindan bombardimana tutuldu.
Karargdhin muhabere hatlar1 o denli etkili bir sekilde tahrip edildi ki, karargahlarin giin
boyunca hem Nasira ile hem de kiyidaki tiimenleriyle irtibati kesildi.”

Yildirim Ordular Grubu {i¢ ordusunu 90 kilometrelik bir cepheye yaymisti. Seria nehri
cepheyi ikiye boldiigl gibi, arazinin daglk ve yolsuz olusu cephe gerisinde bir yonden diger
yone kuvvet kaydirmayi gii¢lestiriyordu. Kuvvet, arag ve gereclerinin azlig1 nedeniyle dort
aylik bir zamanda ancak birbiri gerisinde birka¢ mevzi gii¢lendirilmisse de bunlar basit
siperlerden ibaretti. Tel 6rgii engelleri ise ¢ok az yerde yapilabilmisti. Tiirk tiimenleri en g¢ok
bes kilometrelik bir mevzi kesimini savunabilecek glicte olduklarindan; 90 kilometrelik genis
bir cephenin savunulmasi i¢in 18 tliimene ihtiya¢ vardi. Her ordu ve kolordu igin ayrilmasi
gereken yeterli stratejik ihtiyatta bu sayiya katilirsa, 20 civarinda tiimene ihtiyag duyuluyordu.

Filistin cephesinde Ingilizler taarruza hazirlanirken Tiirk Baskomutanlhigi, Filistin ve
Suriye Cephesini, diger cephelerden (Kafkasya'dan iki tiimen, Romanya'dan 15'inci Tiimen ve
Istanbul'da kurulmakta olan 49'uncu Tiimen) cekecegi tiimenlerle takviye etmek olanagma
sahipken bunu yapmamis, Kafkasya'nin istilasi, Medine'nin korunmasi gibi diisiincelerle kesin
sonug yerine gerekli kuvvetleri toplayamamlstlr.52

19 Eylil 1918’de Osmanli 8’inci Ordusunun bati kanadin1 ayirma taarruzu seklinde
baslayan Nablus Muharebesi’nde en gézle goriiliir basarisizlik, Cevat Pasa’nin ihtiyati olan
46°nc1 Piyade Tiimeninin fiilen yok olmasi ve imha edilmesiydi. 8’inci Ordu Komutani1 Cevat
Pasa bu tiimeni 19 EyliiI’de muharebeye sokmustu. Ancak 22'nci Kolordu Komutani Albay
Refet (Bele) iki alayl tiimenin bir alayin1 Kabaktepe’de zayif bir durumda kusatilmig bulunan
20°’nci Piyade Tiimenine, diger alayr da kolordu karargdhinin yaninda bulunan Sehpali
Tepe’yi takviye etmek i¢in gonderdi. Bu birliklerin gonderilmesi bosunaydi. 46’nc1 Tiimen
etkili bir direnis géstermis ise de biiyiik kismi kisa bir siire sonra imha edildi.

Bu savasta en gdze carpan eksiklik, muhabere sistemindeki aksaklikti. Ikmal yoniinden
kendi kendine yeten Kafkasya’daki muharebelerden farkli olarak, Filistin cephesinde hizmet
veren ulastirma hatlar1 savasin sonuna kadar yetersiz kaldi ve Yildirim ordular1 Grubu her
zaman yiyecek, mithimmat ve malzeme kithgi ¢ekti.>® Bu sirada Tiirk birliklerinin igine
diistigii durum, 7'nci Ordu Komutam Mustafa Kemal'in Istanbul'daki Baskomutanliga
gonderdigi 21 Eyliil 1918 tarihli sifre telgrafindan da anlasilacagi gibi son derece vahimdi. Bu
telgrafta su satirlar yer almaktaydu:

"Diisman stivarilerinin Semah’a kadar vasil olduklari anlasiliyor. Sekizinci Ordu
kalmanugstir. Yedinci Orduyu Vadi-i Kara simaline g¢ekmege c¢alisiyorum. Ordu heniiz

*! Basil Liddell Hart, a.g.e., 5.554-555.
%2 Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, IV. Cilt 2.Kisim, s. 618-619.
%3 Edward J. Erickson, . Diinya Savasinda Osmanli Ordusu, $.237-242.

61



Sty g™
Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Unalp, F. Rezzan. “Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Sina/Filistin-Suriye Cephesinde Tiirk-Ingiliz Miicadelesi ve
Sonuglar1”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 47-69.

intizamini muhafaza etmektedir. Ancak gida ve cephane meselesi sayan-i teemmiildiir.
Dordiincii Ordu Bisan't tutturmaga gayret ediyorum. Her hdlde simalden mezkiir noktaya
kadar kuvvet yetistirilmesi hayat ve memat meselesidir. Ben karargdhimla Ordunun merkezi
gerisinde mebhiis vadide Beyt-i Hasan 'dayim. Grup Kumandanhg ile irtibat yoktur."*

Bu siire zarfinda Irak’taki Ingiliz ordusu Mayis 1918’de Kerkiik’ii ele gegirdi, General
Allenby emrindeki Ingiliz ordusu ise Seria nehrini gegerek hizla kuzeye dogru ilerledi.
Halep’in diismesi ve Fransizlarin Beyrut’u isgal etmeleri ile diisman kuvvetleri Anadolu’nun
esigine kadar gelmis bulunuyordu.” 1 Ekim’de Sam’a, 28 Ekim’de Halep’e ulasan General
Allenby’nin ordusunu Halep kuzeyinde Katma’da durdurmayi basaran Mustafa Kemal’in
7’nci Orduyu basarili bir bigimde geri ¢ekmesi ve ordunun mevcudiyetini muhafaza etmesi
biliyiik bir harekat basarisiydi. * Ciinkii Tiirk ordusu kuzeye dogru geri ¢ekilirken Serif
Hiiseyin'e bagh Arap asiretleri siirekli saldirilarda bulunmus ve Halep’de sokak savaslari
cereyan etmistir. Nitekim Mustafa Kemal'in 3'lincii Kolordu Komutanligi’na génderdigi 25
Ekim tarihli emirde, "Halep'in sarkindan hiicum etmeye firsat bulan Serif Hiiseyin'e bagl
Araplarla yapilan sokak muharebesi neticesinde isyancilarin piiskiirtiilmiis oldugu, ancak
Halep ahalisinin tamamen isyancilara katildigi, silah ve bombalarla isyana devam etmekte
olduklari, 20'nci Kolordunun halihazirda isyanda bulunan Halep'in giineyinde birakmamak
icin kolordunun ¢ekilecegi, ordu karargdhimin da Katma'va gidecegi” yazihdir.”’

Mustafa Kemal Pasa, Liman von Sanders’in Istanbul’a ¢agrilmasmdan sonra, Mondros
Miitarekesi’nin imzalandigi giin (30 Ekim 1918), Yildirim Ordular1 Grup Komutanligi’na
tayin edildi.”®

Mondros Ateskes Antlasmasi imzalandig1 zaman Ingilizler tiim Suriye ve Irak
kentlerinde yonetimi ellerine gegirmis bulunuyorlardi. Ancak Musul bu kontroliin disinda
kalmist1. Biitiin Arap kentlerinin ydnetimi askeri bakimdan Ingilizlerin elindeydi. Ancak
savas boyunca Ingilizlerin cesitli vaatleri olmustu. Once kendilerine bdlgeyle ilgili baz1 sdzler
vermislerdi. Sonra Fransizlara bazi sozleri olmustu ve Filistin'de ki Yahudiler de
unutulmamist1. Ingilizler verdikleri sdzleri bilyiik dlciide yerine getirmeye ¢alistilar. Ancak

% ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K:3705, D: 28, F:13. Nablus Muharebesinde ugranilan hezimet neticesinde Tiirk
ordusunun geri ¢ekilmesinden ve kaybedilen topraklarin yarattigi endiseden vatanin bir felakete siiriiklendigini
diisiinen Adana Valisi Nazim Bey ise, Dahiliye Nezaretine gonderdigi 29 Eyliil 1918 tarihli telgrafta; askeri
hususlara iliskin goriis bildirme yetkisi olmadiginin altin1 gizerek Filistin cephesinde ordunun zor sartlarda
oldugunu, Halep ve Adana’da giiglii bir kuvvetin olusturulmasi gerektigini sdylemisti. Dahiliye Nezareti de bu
telgrafi Sadrazam (Basbakan) Talat Pasa’ya bildirmistir. bkz. Filistin, s.161-162.

*® Kemal H. Karpat, Kisa Tiirkiye Tarihi, Timas Yaymlari, istanbul, 2012, s. 98.

*® Edward J. Erickson, a.g.e., s. 252.

" ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K.: 3707, D:34, F:24.

*® Harp Tarihi Vesikalari Dergisi(HTVD), Gnkur. ATASE Bsk.ig1 Yaymlari, Say1:27, Mart 1959,
Vesika:690-A,B,C.
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Araplarin krali olma plan1 suya diisen Serif Hiiseyin, Araplarin tek bir devlet halinde degil,
ayr1 devletler halinde varliklarin1 devam ettirecegini kabul etmek zorunda kald:.>®

Lawrence tarafindan Serif Hiiseyin'in oglu Faysal'da uyandirilmig umutlar sondii.
Faysal'l en ¢ok diis kirikligma ugratan sey kendilerine vaat edilen Arap Konfederasyonunun
Filistin'i igermemesinden ziyade Liibnan't igine almamis olmasi ve Suriye'nin Fransiz
denetimine verilmesiydi.®

Tiirk ordusu Kasim 1918°de silahlarini birakip yurduna dénmedi. Bu konuda Mustafa
Kemal’in Halep’e geldikten sonra yaymladig1 giinliik emirlere bakildiginda firkalar: teftiste
yaptig1 tespit ve onlemler,” aldirdig1 giivenlik tedbirleri® ile elde kalan kuvvetleri istifade
edilebilir bir hale getirerek savunmay1 olabilecek saldirilara kars: giiclii kilmay1 amacglamisti.
Karargdhiyla Katma’ya geldikten sonra Ayintab (Gaziantep) Menzil Mintika Miifettisi
Binbas1 Behram Bey’e Mondros Miitarekesi’nin imzalanmasindan ii¢ giin 6nce gonderdigi
telgrafta, ® Cerablus® képriisiiniin 6zel bir miifreze ile isgal ettirilmesi, mecburiyet hasil
olmadikc¢a son ana kadar muhafaza ettirilecegini emretmistir.

Ingiliz ve Fransizlarin Yildirim Ordularr’nin mukavemeti halinde, Adana ve Iskenderun
bolgesini isgal edecekleri yolunda Osmanli Hiikiimetine baski yapmalarma ragmen Mustafa

%9 Justin McCarthy, Osmanli'va Veda, ¢ev. Mehmet Tuncel, Etkilesim Yaynlari, Istanbul, 2006, 5.307.
Ugiincii Gazze Muharebesine rastlayan tarihte, Nisan 1917'de Almanya'ya savas ilan eden Amerika Birlesik
Devletlerimin ¢ok ge¢cmeden savasin kazanilmasi acisindan belirleyici 6nem tasidigi anlasiimisti. Bagkan
Wilson, 8 Ocak 1918'de kendi hedeflerini, 14 madde halinde ilan etti. Wilson Prensipleri olarak bilinen bu
prensiplere gore, somiirge sorunlarinin ¢oziimiinde "ilgili halklarin ¢ikarlar ile egemenlik haklari tartisilan
devletin adil taleplerinin egit agwiik tasumasi” Ongoriiliiyor, toprak anlagmazliklarinin “rakip devletlerin
taleplerinin uzlastirimasiyla degil, ilgili halklarin ¢ikarlarina ve yararlarina gére ¢oziilmesi” gerektiginde 1srar
ediliyordu. Bunun iizerine gerek Ingiliz hiikiimeti ve gerekse Fransiz hiikiimeti istila veya yabanci halklarin
egemenlik altma alinmasi gibi hicbir fikir tasimadiklarmi agiklamiglardi. Ancak Sykes-Picot Antlagmasi’nin
Bolseviklerce yayimlanmasi Orta Dogu'daki Ingiliz-Fransiz emellerini Wilson Prensipleriyle uzlastirmayi
imkansiz hale getirdi. Coziim olarak Arap topraklari "A" mandalar1 olarak smiflandirildi. Kendi kendilerini
yonetebilecek hale gelinceye kadar bir mandater devletin idari tavsiye ve yardim vermesi kosuluyla ancak Arap
iilkelerinin bagimsizliklar1 gegici bir bicimde tanimlanabilirdi. Bu konuda &zellikle Suriye'nin gelecegi, Ingilizler
ile Fransizlar arasinda uzun siiren bir uyusmazliga neden oldu. Ne var ki sonunda, Sykes-Picot paylasim plani,
ana hatlartyla ve Aralik 1918 tarihli Clemenceau-Lloyd George uzlasmasinda yapilan kiigiik degisikliklerle
onaylandi. Nisan 1920'de toplanan San Remo Konferansinda Suriye ve Liibnan, Fransa mandasi oldu, Mavera-i
Urdiin dahil Filistin ve Irak ise Ingiliz mandasi haline geldi. Dolayisiyla denizasir1 baris diizenlemeleri, Wilson
Prensiplerinde yer alan halklarin kendi kaderlerini tayini gibi yeni bir ilkeden ziyade, ganimetleri yenen taraf alir
gibi ¢ok eski bir diistura uygun sekilde yapildi. Bkz. Jay Winter-Geoffrey Parker-Mary R. Habeck, I. Diinya
Savast ve 20.Yiizyil, cev. Tansel Demirel, Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yayinlari, Istanbul, 2012, s.214-220.

% David Fromkin, a.g.e., s. 294.

81 ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K.3705, D:28, F:42. Mustafa Kemal Halep’te bulundugu sirada 13 Ekim 1918
tarihli emrinde firkalarm mevcut say1 ve techizatlarini agikladiktan sonra 11’inci Firkadan 3200 kisiye kolera
asist yapildig bilgisini vermektedir.

%2 ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K.3705, D:29, F:9-7.

%8 ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K:3705, D: 29, F:36-1. Belgenin transkripti EK-2’de yer almaktadr.

8 Cerablus: Suriye'nin Halep iline bagh bir kent. Firat'm bati yakasinda, Esed Goli'niin kuzeyinde,
Tiirkiye-Suriye sinirinda bulunmaktadir.
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Kemal Pasa, bolgenin teslim ve bosaltilmasindan yana olmamus, % hatta ingilizlerin
Iskenderun’a asker ¢ikarmalar1 halinde mukavemet edilecegini, 5 Kasim 1918 tarihinde
birliklerine yayinladig: gizli emirde gerekirse silahla kars1 konulacagini bildirmistir. %

Sonug¢

Birinci Diinya Savas siiresince Arap cografyasinda cereyan eden savaslarin en biiyiik
boliimiinii hatta tamamimi Tiirk-Ingiliz miicadelesi teskil eder. Bu cografyada acilan lrak
cephesine ilaveten Suriye-Filistin Cephesi’nde de Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun ugramis oldugu
biiyiikk hezimet Mondros Miitarekesi'ne giden siireci hizlandirmistir. Asker sayisindaki biiyiik
eksiklik, egitim noksanligi, muhabere araglarinin, lojistik destek unsurlarinin yetersizligi
Osmanli ordularinin savaglar1 kaybetmesindeki 6nemli bir faktor olarak goze ¢arpmaktadir.
Osmanli Genelkurmayi’nin onemli stratejik hatalarmdan biri, Sina-Filistin Cephesi’nin
devletin devamlilig1 i¢in dnemini idrak edememesi olmus, nitekim ikinci Gazze Muharebesi
sonrasinda Ingilizlerin bolgedeki askeri varligmin artmasma ve yapilan hazirliklarin
bilinmesine ragmen, bolgedeki biitiin birlik komutanlarin 1srarla yapmis olduklar1 takviye
talepleri géz ardi edilmis, muharebe giiciine ciddi yiik getiren Medine Savunmasi’nin sona
erdirilmesi teklifleri dikkate almmamustir. Eldeki kisitli birlikler ihtilal sonrasinda Rus tehdidi
ortadan kalkmasina ragmen Kafkas Cephesi’ne gonderilmistir.

Bagdat'm kayb1 ve Ingiliz birliklerinin Musul istikametinde kuzeye dogru ydnelmesi ile
Irak Cephesi’nin korkulu bir hal almasi, Filistin-Suriye'nin gergek bir tehlikeyle karsi karsiya
kalmasindan sonra Enver Pasa'min Avrupa harekat alanlarindaki Tiirk kuvvetlerini geri
¢cekmekle beraber ayn1 zamanda Alman kuvvetleriyle yardim edilmesi istegi, 0 zamana kadar
zaferin Avrupa harekat alaninda elde edilecegi yoniindeki diisiincesinin de sarsildigimi
gostermekteydi. Dolayisiyla Enver Pasa ve Osmanli Genelkurmayi ne yiizlerce kilometre
uzaktaki cephelerde yasanan gelismeleri takip edebilmisler ne de stratejik resmi
gorebilmislerdi.

30 Ekim 1918’de Mondros Miitarekesi imzalandiginda Tiirk tarafinda direnis son
bulmus goziikse de, gelinen nokta miitarekenin imzalandigi giin Yildirim Ordulart Grup
Komutan1 olan Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin savas kararini sona erdirmemisti. Mustafa Kemal
Pasa’nin bu tutumu, bir siire sonra Anadolu'da 6nderi olacag1 Tiirk Milli Miicadelesi’nin ilk
isareti oldu.

Serif Hiiseyin'in Ingilizler yaninda saf tutarak Osmanli Iimparatorlugu’na kars: isyana
girismesi kendisine bir ¢ikar saglamadigi gibi onu tahtindan da yoksun birakti. Boylece
Ortadogu'da bugiin bile etkisinden bdlgenin ac1 ¢ektigi en biiyiik boliinmeye zemin hazirlamis
oldu. Arap diinyasmim Birinci Diinya Savasi'min galipleri tarafindan bolinmesi, giiniimiize
kadar devam edecek bir felaketin baslangict oldu. Bugiinkii bolinmiis Arap diinyasini yaratti.
Bagmi Ingiltere'nin cektigi emperyal giigler, ekonomik ve sosyal gergekleri dnemsemeden
masa iizerinde cetvelle sinirlarmi ¢izdikleri iilkeler kurdular, daha sonra da bu devletlerin

8 HTVD, Say1:27, Mart 1959, Vesika:714.
% HTVD, Say1:28, Vesika:735.
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gercekten kurulmasmi zorla sagladilar. Avrupa iilkelerinin Arap diinyast ile ilgili
uygulamalari, "béliinmiis etnik, dini gruplar, parcalanmis ticari yollar" gibi problemleri
beraberinde getirdi.

Kaynaklar
Genelkurmay Askeri Tarih ve Stratejik Etiit (ATASE) Baskanligi Arsivi.

BELEN, Fahri, Birinci Cihan Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, 1917 Yili Hareketleri, Gnkur.
Basimevi, 1966.

BOSTANCI, Mustafa, "Birinci Diinya Savasi'nda Osmanli Devletinin Hicaz'da
Hakimiyet Miicadelesi", Akademik Bakig, C.7, S.14, 2014.

Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi, Sina-Filistin Cephesi, 1V. Cilt, (1. Kisim/2.
Kisim), Genelkurmay ATASE Baskanligi Yayinlari, 1979/1986.

Birinci Diinya Harbinde Tiirk Harbi VI Cilt Hicaz, Asir, Yemen Cepheleri ve Libya
Harekdn 1914-1918, Genelkurmay ATASE Bagkanlig1 Yaynlari, 1978.

Cemal Pasa, Hatiralar, haz. Alpay Kabacali, Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yaymlar1, 2010.

ERDEN, Ali Fuad, Birinci Diinya Harbinde Surive Hatiralari, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi
Yayinlari, 2003.

ERICKSON, Edward J., I. Diinya Savasinda Osmanli Ordusu, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi
Yayinlari, 2009.

ERICKSON, Edward J-Mesut UYAR, Osmanli Askeri Tarihi, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi
Yayinlari, 2014.

ERKILET, Hiiseyin Hiisnii Emir, Yildirim, Genelkurmay ATASE Baskanlig1 Yaymlari,
2002.

Filistin, Bagbakanlik Devlet Arsivleri Genel Miidiirliigii Yaynlari, 2009.

FRASER, T.G., Modern Orta Dogu'nun Kurulusu, cev. Fiisun Doruker, Remzi
Kitapevi, 2011.

FROMKIN, David, Barisa Son Veren Baris, ¢ev. Mehmet Harmanci, Epsilon Yayinlari,
2013.

GURALP, Albay Serif, 1918 Yilinda Tiirk Ordusunun Filistin ve Suriye'den Cekiliginde
3'incii Siivari Tiimeninin Harekati, Genelkurmay ATASE Baskanligi Yayinlari, 2006.

Harp Tarihi Vesikalar: Dergisi, Genelkurmay ATASE Bagkanligi Yayinlari, Say:: 27-
28, 1959.

HART, Basil Liddell, Birinci Diinya Savas: Tarihi, Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yaynlari, 2014,

HUGHES, Matthew, “Allenby and British Strategy in the Middle East, 1917-18”, The
First World War: Middle Eastern Perspective, Telaviv University, Israel, 2000.

65



L0 - TU,
& s\ﬁ J?k# %

& ‘ %,
& =,
. N
by ZI\Y =
A VI
) .

e S\
4’6‘[1 iz jlis“\\“"

Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Unalp, F. Rezzan. “Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Sina/Filistin-Suriye Cephesinde Tiirk-Ingiliz Miicadelesi ve
Sonuglar1”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 47-69.

HUTCHINSON, Garrie, Pilgrimage, Schwartz Publishing, Australia, 2006.
KARPAT, Kemal H., Kisa Tiirkiye Tarihi, Timas Yaynlari, 2012.
KAYALI, Hasan, Jon Tiirkler ve Araplar, Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yaymlari, 1998.
KOSE, Ismail, Serif Hiiseyin, Kronik Yayimnlar1, 2018.

McCARTHY, Justin, Osmanli'va Veda, ¢ev. Mehmet Tuncel, Etkilesim Yayinlari,
2006.

NEDIM, Siikrii Mahmut, Filistin Savas: (1914-1918), cev. Abdullah Es, Genelkurmay
Basimevi, 1995.

Osmanli Belgelerinde Birinci Diinya Harbi I, Basbakanlik Devlet Arsivleri Genel
Midiirligi Yaymlari, Yayin Nu.130, Belge: 49, Istanbul, 2013.

Yigal - Shaul SHAY, The Changing Land Berwwen The Jordan and The Sea, Yad Ben-
Zv1 Press, Israel, 1999.

SONYEL, Salahi, "Albay T.E.Lawrence, Hasimi Araplarini, Osmanli imparatorluguna
Kars1 Ayaklanmalari I¢in Nasil Aldatt1", Belleten, TTK Yaym, Cilt LI, Say1 199, 1987.

UNAL, Levent, "Plan ve Krokilerle Kutii'l Amare Zaferi", Kitii'l Amdre Zafer I.Diinya
Savasi'nda Irak Cephesi, ATAM Yayinlari, 2016.

UNALP, F. Rezzan, "1916 Kutii'l Amare Zaferi: Komutanlar ve Harekatin Sonuglar1",
Kiutii'l Amare Zafer I. Diinya Savasi'nda Irak Cephesi, ATAM Yaymlari, 2016.

UZEN, Ismet, “Ingilizlerin Kudiis’i Ele Gegirmesi ve General Edmund H. H.
Allenby’nin Kudiis’e Torenle Girisi”, Firat Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, Cilt: 19,
Say1: 2, 2009.

UZEN, Ismet, |. Diinya Harbinde Sina Cephesi ve Col Hatiralar1, Selis Yaymlari, 2007.

WINTER Jay-Geoffrey PARKER-Mary HABECK, |. Diinya Savagsi ve 20.Yiizyil, gev.
Tansel Demirel, Tiirkiye Is Bankas1 Yaynlari, Istanbul, 2012,

66



L0 - TU,
& s\ﬁ J?k# S

& ‘ %,
& =
S (@ 2 %
by ZI\Y =
%f‘/' i >Q§

s S\
4’6‘[1 iz jlis“\\“"

Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Unalp, F. Rezzan. “Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Sina/Filistin-Suriye Cephesinde Tiirk-Ingiliz Miicadelesi ve
Sonuglar1”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 47-69.

EK-1%

Yildirim Ordular1 Grubu

Yedinci Ordu Kumandanligi

Sube 1

Haleb Sebil Baggesi

25(10/34

Sa.5.50 sonra

Ordu Emri

(10)

Ugiincii Kolordu Kumandanligina

1. Bugiin Haleb'in sarkindan sehre hiicum etmege firsat bulan Serif Urbani icra olunan
sokak muharebesi neticesinde ve Yirminci Kolordunun sol cenahinda Birinci Firka
topcusunun da istirakiyle tard edilmis ise de Halep ahalisi hemen kamilen isyan ve usata
iltihak eylemis ve silah ve bomba istimaliyle isyanda devam etmekte bulunmustur.

Ingiliz piyadesi Kolordu cephesine temas eylemistir. Bundan baska bir¢ok otomobilin
(Handuman)'dan (Hangazali)'ye kuvvet tasidiklar1 goriilmiistiir.

2. Yirminci Kolorduyu hal-i isyanda bulunan Haleb'in cenubunda birakmamak igin
mezkir Kolordu bu gece (Kefr-i basem- Anedan-Ma'arra- El-hiiseyniye-Helan) hattina
cekilecektir.

Kolordu bundan sonraki harekatin: 25/10/34 tarihli ve 9 numrolu talimat dairesinde icra
edecektir.

Haleb'de ve (Miislimiye)'deki istasyonlarin tahribi ve en son trenin tahriki
unutulmamalidir.

3. Ordu karargahi bu gece (Katma) 'ya gidecektir.

4. Bu emir Harekat Subesinin 25/10/34 tarih ve 10 numrosuyla Yirminci Kolordu
Kumandanligina tahriren teblig olunmustur.

Fahri Yaveri Hazreti Sehriyari

7. Ordu Kumandamn

Mustafa Kemal

Bu emrin bir suretinin Kolordu sifresiyle Adana'da Yildirim Ordular Grubu
Kumandanligina telgrafla teblig ettirilmesi merctidur.

Aslina mutabiktir.

Erkani1 Harbiye Reisi

Kaymakam

Mehmet Hayri

8 ATASE Arsivi, BDH Koleksiyonu, K:3704, D: 34, F: 24.(Belgenin Transkripti)
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EK-1 Devam®

%8 ATASE Arsivi, BDH Koleksiyonu, K:3704, D: 34, F: 24.

68



& ’ %

& =
)}S N / A %\‘(
2 7 NES
[= s
% b\Qg

Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Unalp, F. Rezzan. “Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Sina/Filistin-Suriye Cephesinde Tiirk-Ingiliz Miicadelesi ve
Sonuglar1”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 47-69.

EK-2%
Sifre Katma/27/10/34
Ayntab Menzil Mintika Miifettisi Binbas1i Behram Bey’e

Cerablus Kopriisii hususi bir miifreze ile iggal ettirilib mecburiyyet-i kat’iyye olmadik¢a
son ana kadar muhafaza ettirilecekdir. Zaruret-i mutlaka halinde istihzarat vechile tahrib
edilib miifreze simale ¢ekilmelidir. Bu babda bundan baska hi¢cbir makamatin emrine riayet
edilmeyecektir. Bu emrin Cerablus Menzil Nokta Kumandanligina teblig olunarak ve onun
tarafindan mahrem tutulacakdir. Orada tahrib i¢in gonderilmis Alman Miifrezesi var ise
mezkir miifrezenin kendi basma veya baska tarafdan alacagi emir {izerine vaktinden evvel
tahribat yapmasina kat’iyyen mu’manaat olunarak ve fakat zaruret-i kat’iyye halinde tahrib
keyfiyyeti te’min edilmis bulunacaktir. Bu emrin icrasiin temin edildigi bana bildirilecekdir.

Fahr-i Yaveri Hazret-i Sehriyari
Yedinci Ordu Kumandani

Mustafa Kemal

9 ATASE Arsivi, BDH, K:3705, D: 29, F: 36-1. Yedinci Ordu Komutani Mustafa Kemal’in 27 Ekim
1918’de Katma’dan Cerablus kopriistiniin muhafazasima iliskin telgrafi.
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Bat1 Anadolu’da Yunan Isgalinin Etkilerini Arastirmak i¢in Kurulan Tahkikat
Komisyonu ve Faaliyetleri'

Resul Yavuz?
Ozet

Mayis 1919°da Paris Baris Konferansi’nda kararlastirilan izmir’in Yunan Birlikleri tarafindan isgal karar1
sonrasinda meydana gelen olaylar, Tiirk Hiikiimetini acilen Miittefikler nezdinde bazi girisimlerde bulunmaya
sevk etmistir. Tirk Hiikiimetinin aci talepleri neticesinde isgal ile ortaya g¢ikan hukuksuzluklarin igerigini
aragtrmak i¢in Miittefik devletlerin {iyelerinin gérev aldigi bir Tahkikat Komisyonu olusturulmustur.
Komisyonun titiz saha ¢aligmalar1 sonrasinda ortaya koydugu rapor, Bati Anadolu’da Yunan iggalinin haksiz
nedenlere dayali oldugunu ortaya koymakla birlikte iggale karsi gelisen Tirk direnisinin de hakliligini diinya
kamuoyuna duyurmustur. Ancak Paris’te Miittefik Konsey, Tahkikat Komisyonunun raporu dogrultusunda
bolgede isgali sonuglandirmaya yonelik herhangi bir karar almaya yeltenmeyecektir. Boyle bir kararin
ctkmamasinda Ingiltere’nin etkisi biiyiik olmustur. Buna ragmen, Miittefik Konsey, bu raporun da etkisi ile
Yunan isgalini Bat1 Anadolu’da sinirlandirmak i¢in birtakim girisimlerde bulunacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Yunan Isgali, Izmir, Tahkikat Komisyonu, ingiltere, Damat Ferit Hiikiimeti.

Investigation Commission Established to Investigate the Effects of the Greek
Occupation in Western Anatolia and its Activities

Abstract

The events that occurred after the decision to occupy lzmir by Greek troops, as agreed at the Paris Peace
Conference in May 1919, urgently prompted the Turkish government to take some initiatives before the allies. In
order to investigate the content of the lawlessness that emerged with the occupation as a result of the painful
demands of the Turkish Government, an Investigation Commission was established, in which the members of
the Allied Powers took part. The report of the commission after meticulous fieldwork showed that the Greek
occupation in western Anatolia was based on unfair reasons, and made it clear to the world that the Turkish
resistance to the occupation was justified. However, the Allied Council in Paris did not attempt to take any
decision to end the occupation in the region in line with the report of the Investigation Commission. Britain had
a great impact on preventing such a decision from Paris. Nevertheless, the Allied Council made several attempts
to limit the Greek occupation in western Anatolia as a result of this report.

Keywords: Greek Occupation, Izmir, Investigation Commission, England, Damat Ferit Government.

Giris

Damat Ferit Pasa’nin Paris’te miizakerelerde bulundugu giinlerde Osmanli Hiikiimeti,
Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin Anadolu’ya génderilmesinin ortaya ¢ikarmis oldugu ciddi siyasi
calkant1 ve krizlerle ugrasiyordu. Mustafa Kemal ve heyetinin resmi gorevlerinin disinda
farkli plan ve amaglarla, bagta Samsun olmak tizere, Anadolu’nun degisik bolgelerindeki Sura
Hiikiimetleri ve Kuvva-i Milliye Cemiyetleri ile irtibata gegerek isgallere karsi direnisi
orgiitlemeye kalkmasi ve bunun icin Amasya toplantisin1 gergeklestirmesi, hiikiimetle
arasindaki ipleri kopma noktasina getirecekti. Dahasi Anadolu’ya yeni ge¢mis, yildiz1 parlak

! Bu makale Mondros Ateskes Antlasmasi’ndan Sevr Baris Antlasmasi’na Giden Sirecte Tiirk
Diplomasisi” baglikli doktora tezinden tiretilmistir.

2 Dr. Ogr. Uyesi, Bandirma Onyedi Eyliil Universitesi, insan ve Toplum Bilimleri Fakiiltesi, Tarih
Boliimii, Cumhuriyet Tarihi Anabilim Dali. E-mail: resulyavuz@hotmail.com

70



\0 - U,
Qi }.\\G 'ﬁrf_gs,

& ‘ %
= e
};9 E Z?{
S VI <
A~ /)5
oS

W, .
1z jLighe

Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Yavuz, Resul, “Bat1 Anadolu’da Yunan Isgalinin Etkilerini Arastirmak icin Kurulan Tahkikat Komisyonu ve
Faaliyetleri”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 70-88.

komutanlarin imzas1 ve onayiyla gerceklesen bu toplantida; mevcut hiikiimetin gorevini
yerine getiremedigi alenen ifade edilerek, her ilden {i¢ delegenin katilimi ile Sivas’ta milli bir
kongre toplanmasmnin cagrisi yapiliyordu®. Ancak ingiliz baskisi ile hiikiimetin Mustafa
Kemal’in geri getirilmesi ¢agrilarma Mustafa Kemal’in direnmesi, baskentte birtakim
istifalarin yasanmasima neden olacakt1”.

Sadrazamliga Seyhiilislam Mustafa Sabri Efendi’nin vekalet ettigi bu donemde
hiikiimet, Mustafa Kemal ile ipleri tamamen koparirken diger taraftan Bati Anadolu’da
gittikce genisleyen Yunan isgalinin ortaya ¢ikarmis oldugu birgok siyasi ve sosyal meselelerle
de bas etmek zorunda kalmisti®. Anadolu’nun pek cok yerinde hiikiimetin isgallere kars: etkili
bir siyaset izleyemedigi yoniinde ciddi endiselerin ortaya ¢iktig1 bu dénemde, Dahiliye Nazir1
Ali Kemal, dedikodu olarak addettigi bu tiir soylentilere daha fazla mahal vermemek ve
hiikiimetin biitiin otoritesiyle etkin bir sekilde gorevine devam ettigini géstermek amaciyla 18
Haziran’da Valiliklere uzun bir genelge gondermisti. Ali Kemal Bey genelgede, “...Gasibane
ve gaddarane...” olarak niteledigi isgallere karst Osmanli Hiikiimetinin siyaseten durumu
muhafaza edilebilir olmasindan dolay1 asla harp ve darp ile kars1 koyamayacagi ve bu
yoniiyle durumun kendi lehlerine olmasiyla birlikte Paris Baris Konferansi’na giden
murahhaslarm vatani kurtaracaklarina olan iimidin giinden giine arttig1 ifade ediliyorduﬁ.

Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin azledilmesi neticesinde, Anadolu’da isgal edilen bolgeler
dahil, mevcut hiikiimet otoritesinin iyiden iyiye sorgulanmaya baslandigi bir donemde Damat
Ferit Pasa, Paris’ten biiyiik bir hayal kiriklig1 igerisinde 15 Temmuz’da Istanbul’a ayakbasti
ve derhal hiikiimette ipleri yeniden ele alacak sekilde yeni bir kabinenin teskili igin
caligmalarina basladi. Neticede saray ile yiiriitiilen alt1 glinlik yakin temasin akabinde 21
Temmuz’da yeni kabinesini teskil etmis oldu’.

Yeni kabine tiyeleri derhal ¢caligmalarina baglarken, basma verilen son derece iyimser
demegler ve uygulanan sansiiriin de etkisiyle Paris’te ortaya ¢ikan durum kamuoyundan uzun
bir siire saklanacakt:®. Ancak yeni kabinenin, 6zellikle Izmir’in isgali ile Anadolu’da ortaya

® Mustafa Okur, Atatiirk ’iin Kurtulus Savas: Yazismalar: I, Kiiltir Bakanligi Yay. , Ankara, 1995, s. 83.

* Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, Nutuk, C I, 13. Baski, Meb. Yay. , Istanbul, 1973, s. 28.

°BOA., HR. SYS., 4532/26.

® Ali Kemal bir yandan valiliklere bu genelgeyi gonderirken diger taraftan bas terciiman Ryan ile yaptigi
bir goriismede durumun ne kadar hassas oldugunu su ciimlelerle ifade edecekti: “Millette yabanci isgale karst
direnme azmi gittikce artmaktadir. Bunu frenlemeye c¢alismak, itidal tavsiye etmek pek nankor bir istir.
Arkadaslarim ve ben bunu yapmaya devam edecegiz. Fakat Yunanlilarin miitecaviz davramslarina set
cekilmezse bana istifa etmekten baska ¢are kalmayacaktir.” Ali Kemal, Omriim, Isis Yay., istanbul, 1985, ss.
182-184.

" Ali Tirkgeldi, Mondros ve Mudanya Miitarekelerinin Tarihi, Tirk Devrim Tarihi Enstitiisii Yay.,
Ankara, 1948, s. 232, Ingiliz Yiiksek Komiseri Amiral Calthorpe yeni hiikiimet ile ilgili olarak Londra’ya
gonderdigi bir yazida Damat Ferit’in rahatlikla aldatilmaya meyilli oldugu vurgulanarak, yeni kabinede
kalburiistii kisilerin bulunmadig1 ve bir biitiin olarak degerlendirildiginde, onlarin kendilerinden istenilen sekilde
zaman ve kosullarin gerektirdigi sekilde davranmaya hazir olduklarini dile getiriliyordu. BDFA, Vol: 1, Doc.
40.(115568),No: 1328.

8 Sina Aksin, Istanbul Hiikiimetleri ve Milli Miicadele Mutlakiyete Doniis (1918-1919), C I, Cem Yay. ,
Istanbul, 1992, s. 439; Bu konuda hiikiimette Dahiliye Nazir1 olarak gérev yapan Ali Kemal’in genel durum
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cikan vaziyet karsisinda politika iiretmede ve ¢O6ziim bulmada basarili olamayacagi
anlagilinca, daha kuruldugu ilk giin muhalefetten kendisine kars1 farkli seslerin yiikselmesine
engel olamayacakti. Damat Ferit Pasa’nmn Istanbul’a varmasindan bir giin sonra Veliaht
Abdiilmecit Efendi, hiikiimetin takip ettigi dis politikaya ve Paris’te yiiriitiilen diplomatik
goriismelere bliylik elestiriler igeren bir layiha yayimladi. Son donemde Anadolu’da meydana
gelen olaylarin neticesinde ortaya cikan otorite boslugunun sorumlusunun hiikiimet
oldugunun ifade edildigi layihada Veliaht Abdiilmecit Efendi, hiikiimeti tehdit altindaki izmir,
Edirne ve sark vilayetlerinde yasayan halki tatmin edecek uygun politikalar liretememek ve
ozellikle Izmir’in isgaline kars1 etkili siyaset yapamamakla sugluyordu. Ayrica layihada
Abdiilmecit, Paris’te konseye sunulan muhtiralar1 da elestirerek, padisaha biitiin bu
meselelerin ¢6ziimii i¢in, anayasaya uygun sekilde se¢imlerin derhal yapilmasi, devlet
islerinde higbir sekilde firkacilik yapilmayarak tecriibeli ve isinde uzman kisilere gorevler
verilmesini de i¢eren yedi maddelik ¢6ziim Onerisini snahyordug.

Veliaht Abdiilmecit Efendi’nin basta Damat Ferit olmak {izere hiikiimet ve onun
politikalar1 hakkindaki gériisleri Ingiliz Hiikiimetini de yakindan ilgilendiriyordu. 8 Agustos
1919°’da elgilik terciimanlarindan Ryan bu maksatla Abdiilmecit’le goriismiis ve goriisme
detaylar1 bir giin sonra Yiiksek Komiser Vekili Amiral Webb tarafindan Londra’ya
aktarilmisti. Ryan, goriisme ile ilgili olarak Abdiilmecit’le olduk¢a samimi ve sicak bir
goriisme gerceklestirdigini, kendisinden hiikiimetin politikasi ve bu politikaya dair kendi
diistincelerini 6grenme firsat1 buldugunu ifade ederek; Veliaht ile ilgili olarak onun Damat
Ferit’ten hoslanmadigini, halkin onu istememesine ragmen Sultanin, Damat Ferit’i iktidarda
tutarak biiylik bir hata isledigi kanaati tasidigimi bildiriyordu. Ryan, Abdilmecit’in dis
politika ile ilgili olarak da kendisine Tanzimat Donemi’nde oldugu gibi Tiirkiye’nin
Ingiltere’nin yanmnda ve ona yakm bir politika izlemesinin dogru bir yol olacag: fikrini
tasidigini da gortslerine ilave edecekti'®,

Dolayisiyla Damat Ferit Pasa’nin iilkede olmadigi donemde yukarida da bahsedildigi
gibi i¢ politikada yasanan calkantili gelismelerin iilke yOnetiminde ve mevcut hiikiimetin
disarida ve igeride itibarinin sarsilmasima yol agtig1 goriilmiistiir. Hiikiimet politikalarmin ig

hakkinda goriislerini basmn ile paylastigi miilakati igin bkz. Sabahattin Ozel, Is1l Cakan Haciibrahimoglu,
Osmanli’dan Milli Miicadele’ye Se¢ilmis Miilakatlar, Tiirkiye Is Bankasi Kiiltiir Yay., Istanbul, 2010, ss. 94-96;
Paris Baris Konferansi’na Tiirk aydinlarmin bakis agist ile ilgili olarak bkz. Yenal Unal, “Paris Baris
Konferansmin Tiirk Aydin1 Uzerinde Yarattig1 Tepkiler Uzerine Genel Bir Degerlendirme”, Tarih ve Giince, S. 6
(K15/2020), ss. 171-202.

® Aslinda Damat Ferit’in yeni kabinesine her kesimden tepkiler yagiyordu. Sulh ve Selamet, Milli Ahrar,
Osmanli Sosyalist Firkasi, Sosyal Demokrat Firkasi, Trabzon ve Havalisi Adem-i Merkeziyet Cemiyeti, izmir
Miidafaa-i Hukuk-u Osmaniye Cemiyeti, Milli Kongre, Kiirt Kuliibii, Hiirriyet ve Itilaf Firkas1 ve bazi basin
temsilcileriyle; Makam-1 Saltanata ve kamuoyuna Damat Ferit Kabinesi’nin gayri mesru oldugu, kabinenin i¢ ve
dis siyaseti yonetecek kabiliyet ve yeteneginin bulunmadigt ve kabinenin ulus haklarini savunmada gosterdigi
caresizlik ve kusurdan o&tiirii kesinlikle giivene layilk olmadig1 yoniinde bir bildiri yayimlayarak yeni kabineye
itimat edilmemesini istediler. Yeni kabineye tepki sadece bu kuruluslarla simirh degildi. Aksin, a.g.e., C I, ss.
419-439.

1% Mehmet Okur-Murat Kiigiikugurlu, Ingiliz Yiiksek Komiserlerinin Géziiyle Milli Miicadele (1918-
1920), Serander Yay., Trabzon, 2006, s. 83.
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muhalefette basarili olarak algilanmamasi Istanbul’daki Ingiliz yetkilileri oldukca
kaygilandiran bir durum olarak gdze carpmaktaydi''. Ulkede Mondros siirecinden beri
yasanan gelismelerin 6zetlenerek Londra’ya gonderildigi, Yiiksek Komiserliginin “Tiirkiye”
baslikli yillik raporunda bu durum su ifadelerle dile getirilmekteydi:

“..Istanbul’da uzak kalan Pasa nmin yoklugunun i¢ siyasette yarattigi olumsuzluk, baris
siirecinin oniinti tikayan bir gelisme olmustur. Paris’teki miizakereler karsilikly fikir
alisverisini takiben Tiirk Heyetinin onur kirict bir sekilde Paris’ten gonderilmesi ile son
bulmustu. Tiirk tarafimin iddialarin dile getiren Ferit Pasa’'min sozleri ve bu sozlerin Yiiksek
Konsey’'den aldigi sert cevabi okuyanlar, meydana c¢ikan fiyaskoyu Miittefiklerin baris
konusundaki  isteksizligine degil de Pasa’min siireci idaredeki basarisizliklarina
bagladiklarindan Ferit Pasa 'nin iilke icerisinde onemli miktarda itibar kaybetmesi gibi bir
sonug ortaya ¢itkarmistir... »12

Bu dénemde Ingiliz Yiiksek Komiserliginden Londra’ya, Tiirk Heyeti’nin Paris’ten
dondiikten sonra hiikiimete ve onun politik durusuna karsi iilkede nasil bir muhalefet
oldugunu 6grenmeye yonelik oldukca siki denilebilecek bir yazisma trafigi mevcuttu. Bu
yazigsmalar, bazi basin organlar1 ve muhalif kesimin Damat Ferit Pasa hakkindaki
kanaatlerinin ne oldugunu ortaya ¢ikarmaya yonelik telgraf ve raporlardan olusmaktadir.
Aslinda Yiiksek Komiserler isgalden sonra durumun nasil bir hal almaya c¢alistigin1 anlamak
icin biiylik bir gayret sarf ediyorlardi. Elgilik terciimanlarindan Ryan, sonradan kaleme aldigi
anilarinda Izmir’in isgalinin kendileri agisindan da biiyiik bir talihsizlik oldugunu ifade ederek
bu tarihten sonra Tiirklerin miitareke hiikiimlerini uygulama noktasinda Miittefiklerle ig birligi
yapmak istemediklerini ve bu durumun biitiin isleri alt @ist ettigini dile getirecekti®,

1 Agustos tarihinde Yiiksek Komiser Amiral Calthorpe’den Ingiliz Dasisleri
Bakanligma gonderilen bir yazida, iilkede simdiki durumda basta Ingiltere olmak iizere
Miittefik devletlerden umut beklemek igin hala bir seylerin var oldugunu diisiinenler ile Paris
Baris Konferansi’nin kiigiik diisiiriicli kararlarina kars1 direnme zamaninin geldigini diisiinen
esit derecede milli duygulara sahip olan iki grubun bulundugu ifade edilerek, bu her iki
grubun da sadrazamdan nefret etme noktasinda birlestiklerinin alt1 ¢iziliyordu. Amiral
Calthorpe yazisinda, vilayetlerde daha ziyade dis politikada hiikiimetin iilkenin itibarmi
diisiirdiigiine ve direnme zamaninin geldigine inanan bir grubun daha etkin olduguna, mevcut
hiikiimetin ise bu bolgelerde gelismekte olan bu milli hareketle miicadele edecek glicte
olmadigina vurgu yapiyordu. Amiral Calthorpe son olarak disislerine, “Bir kahin olsaydim

1 Bu dénemde Anadolu’ya miitareke hitkiimlerini uygulamak amaciyla gonderilen Albay Rawlinson’un
yillar sonra kaleme aldigi hatiratina 6nséz yazan donemin Miittefik Karadeniz Ordular1 Komutani General
Milne, Izmir’in isgali ve akabinde Mustafa Kemal’in Anadolu’ya gegmesiyle birlikte o zamana kadar basari ile
uygulanan miitareke hiikiimlerini uygulama siirecinin ciddi bigimde sekteye ugramaya bagladigini ve bu
durumda kendileri i¢in Anadolu’da her seyin “berbat” oldugunu ifade ederek Tiirklerin bu noktadan sonra
miitareke hiikiimlerinin uygulanmasinda son derece gevsek davranarak zamana oynadiklarimi dile getiriyordu.
Alfred Rawlinson, Yakin Dogu Maceralar: 1918-1922, TBBD Yay., Istanbul, 2013, s. 162.

12 Ali Satan, Ingiliz Yillik Raporlarinda Tiirkiye 1920, 2. Baski, Tarihgi Kitabevi, Istanbul, 2010, s. 33.

3 Sir Adrew Ryan, Sonuncu Dragoman, Cev. Dilek Berilgen Cenkgiler, TTK Yay., Ankara, 2015, s. 114.
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sunu derdim.” diyerek iilkedeki mevcut durum ile ilgili diisiincelerini su sekilde Londra’ya
ozetliyordu: “...Milliyetciler ya vilayetlerde yaptiklar: gibi burada da bir dstinliik kuracaklar
va da bazi vilayet merkezlerinde Istanbul ‘a kars: teskilatlanacaklardir ™.

Isgalin etkilerinin bu derece yakindan takip edildigi ve bunun muhalefeti nasil
etkilediginin degerlendirildigi bir toplant1 da Istanbul’da Ingiliz ve Fransiz Yiiksek
Komiserleri arasinda gerceklestirilecekti. Amiral Calthorpe’un acil kodu ile Londra’ya
gonderdigi bir raporda Fransiz meslektasi ile uzun tartigmalardan sonra Istanbul’da siikiinetin
saglanmasi igin:

1 Miittefik olarak ateskes hiikiimlerinin biitiiniiyle uygulandigmi gérmek,

2 I¢ politikada taraf tutmayarak yasal hiikiimeti desteklemek,

3. Sultan1 destekleyerek, sultan1 devirecek her tiirlii hareketin karsisinda olmak,
4.

Mevcut durumda secimlerin yapilmasmimn tehlikeli olacagl ve bunun fayda
getirmeyecegi, hususlarinda goriis birligine vardiklari belirtiliyordu™.

1. Yunan isgalinin Etkilerini Arastirmaya Yonelik Tahkikat Komisyonunun
Olusturulmasi ve Calismalar

Muhalefet baskisi altinda Damat Ferit, yeni kabinesiyle géreve basladiginda ilk is
olarak bilindigi gibi Mustafa Kemal Hareketini bogacak tedbirleri almaya ¢alisacakti. Diger
taraftan Damat Ferit, Yunan Birliklerinin izmir’de yapmis olduklar1 tahribat1 ve katliamlar
diinya kamuoyuna ve Paris’te devam eden Miittefik Barig Delegasyonlarina gosterebilmek ve
neticesinde bir ¢6ziim bulmak amaciyla diplomatik hamleler yapma ugrasi igerisine
girecekti'®.

Gergi bu noktada ilk diplomatik girisim Damat Ferit’in Istanbul’a ayak bastig1 giin
gergeklesecekti. Sadrazamlik makamma vekalet eden Seyhiilislam Mustafa Sabri Efendi,
Paris’teki Miittefik Yiiksek Konseye bir nota vererek Yunanllarm Izmir’de yaptiklar
katliamlar1 arastirmak i¢in uluslararasi bir kurul olusturulmasini talep edecekti. Notada,
konseyin Yunanlilari Izmir’e géndermekle sorumlu oldugu vurgulanarak, Yunanlilarin
bdlgede ne tiir zuliimler yaptigmmin ortaya ¢ikarilmasi istegi dile getiriliyordu. Mustafa Sabri
Efendi, bir yandan bu sekilde diplomatik bir atakla Paris’te siyasi bir 6n alma ugras1 verirken,
diger yandan Aydin’in iglerine dogru ilerleyen Yunan birliklerinin faaliyetlerini ve
asiriliklarmi kontrol altna almak amaciyla Yunan Birlikleri igerisinde Ingiliz subaylarin
bulunmasma ydnelik bir talebi Ingiliz Yiiksek Komiserligine iletecekti. Ancak Tiirk
Hiikiimetinin bu talebini inceleyen Ingiliz Savas Bakanlig1 bdyle bir talebin ciddi askeri ve

“Ryan, a.g.e., s. 73.
15 (Indian Office Record) IOR-L-PS-11-156, No:1525, 23 Temmuz 1919.
16 (Basbakanlik Osmanli Arsivi) BOE, DH. SFR. , 102/42, 1 Eyliil 1919.
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politik zorluklar igerecegi diisiincesiyle reddine karar verecek ve biitiin sorumlulugun Yunan
askeri ve sivil yetkililerin elinde oldugunu dile getirecekti'’,

18 Temmuz’da Konsey Baskani Clemanceau, Mustafa Sabri Efendi’nin telgrafini
konseye okudugunda Lord Balfour, bu problemin Avam Kamarasi’nda da giindeme geldigini
ifade ederek, Venizelos’un kendisinin bile bolgede Yunan Birliklerinin zuliim yaptiklarini
kabul etmek zorunda kaldigini dile getirdi. Bu tiir sorunlarm ileride yeniden ortaya ¢ikmamasi
icin cesitli onlemlerin alinmasmin faydali olacagini dile getiren Balfour, olusturulacak
kurulun kontroliiniin sadece konferansin biinyesinde bulunmasi hususunu ileri siirdii.
Clemanceau, bolgede gelecekte bu tiir katliamlarin yasanmamasi i¢in olusturulacak heyetin
yapilanlar1 ilan etmekten baska hig¢bir etkisinin olmayacagini ifade ederek, Miittefiklerin
bundan sonra Tiirk meselesiyle ilgilenmek zorunda oldugu ve konseyin Yunanlilari izmir’e
katliam yapmaya gondermediklerinin acik¢a deklere edilmesi geregine vurgu yapti. Italyan
Delegesi Tittoni tarafindan da desteklenen Clemanceau’dan sonra tekrar soz alan Balfour,
Yunan Birliklerinin zulim yaptiklarin1 kabul ettigini; ancak bunu arastrmak igin 6zel bir
kurul gonderilmesi yerine Anadolu’da bulunan Miittefik komutanlarm bu goérevi yerine
getirmesi  gerektiginde 1srar etti. Balfour, bodlgeye 06zel bir arastirma kurulunun
gonderilmesinin kurulun arastirmalar1 neticesinde katliamlar1 durdurmadigi icin Ingiliz
subaylarmi suglayacak ¢ikarimlar yapmasindan korktugu ve olusturulacak Miittefiklerarasi
bdyle bir kurulun bdlgede bulunan Ingiliz Komuta Kademesi arasida bir ayrilig1 provoke
edecegi endisesiyle karsi ¢ikiyordu. Neticede Balfour’un ¢ekincelerine ragmen, Clemanceau
arastirma komisyonunun olusturulmasi1 kararlihigmi dile getirdi ve ayni1 giin Venizelos,
konseye davet edilerek karar hakkinda kendisine kisa bir bilgi verildi. Venizelos, kendisine
[zmir’de meydana gelen olaylar hakkinda bilgi verildiginde, konsey karsisinda zor bir
durumda kalmasmna ragmen higbir itirazda bulunmadi. Kendisi de bélgeden aldigi son
haberlerden olanlarin farkindaydi. Zaten hiikiimetinin bu katliamlar1 6nlemede basarisiz
oldugunu kabul ediyordulg. Amerikan Delegesi Henry White’in da bolgeye bir arastirma

7 |OR-L-PS-10-789, No: 5104, 5 Temmuz 1919; ingiliz subaylarmin Yunan birlikleri igerisinde gérev
alma talebi Amiral Calthorpe’un aktardigna goére Mustafa Sabri Efendi ve Hariciye Nazirinin Yiiksek
Komiserligi ziyaretinde bir kez daha dile getirilecek ancak yine olumsuz cevapla karsilasilacakti. Ayrica bu
goriismede Sadrazam Vekilinin, Yunan isgalinin en azindan nereye kadar genisleyecegi hususunda bilgi talep
etmesine ragmen kendisine bu konuda da ayrintili bilgi verilemeyecekti. Gériismede, Sadrazam Vekilinin Amiral
Calthorpe’ye, “Miittefikierin Anadolu’da, Makedonya’da oldugu gibi daha fazla iiziicii bir duruma sebebiyet
vermemek niyetinde olduklarina inandigini...” sdylemesi her seye ragmen hiikiimetin biitiin iyimserligi ile Paris
Baris Konferansi’ndan iimitvar oldugunu gozler 6niine seriyordu. IOR-L-PS-10-789, No: 3975, 10 Temmuz
1919.

8 Cagri Erhan, Greek Occupation of Izmir and Adjoining Territories, Report of The Inter-Allied
Commisson of inquiry (May-September, 1919), Ministry of Foreign Affairs Center For Strategic Research,
Ankara, 1919, s. 26; Gergci Venizelos isgalin ilk giinlerinden beri Izmir’de yasanan olaylar1 arastirmak igin Albay
Mazarakis’i gorevlendirmisti. Mazarakis bu amagla bolgede gérev yapan Ingiliz subaylar ile goriisiip olaylara
karisan sivil veya askeri kisilerin isimlerini istemesine ragmen Ingiliz yetkililer olaylara karismis kisileri tespit
etmenin zorlugundan bahsettiler. Ayrica Ingiliz Yiiksek Komiserliginin Izmir temsilcilerinden James Morgan,
Mazarakis’e gorevinin igerigi ile ilgili olarak kdylerde Miisliimanlara saldirilarda bulunan kisilerin de arastirilma
kapsaminda olup olmadigimi sordugunda Mazarakis, gérevinin sadece olaylara tanik olan Ingiliz taniklar

75



\0 - U,
Qi }.\\G 'ﬁrf_gs,

& ‘ %
= e
};9 E Z?{
S VI <
A~ /)5
oS

W, .
1z jLighe

Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Volume 2, Number 1, January 2021

Yavuz, Resul, “Bat1 Anadolu’da Yunan Isgalinin Etkilerini Arastirmak icin Kurulan Tahkikat Komisyonu ve
Faaliyetleri”, Journal of Anglo-Turkish Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1, (January 2021), pp. 70-88.

kurulu gonderilmesine sicak baktigi boylesi bir ortamda®® Lord Balfour’un ikna edilmesinden
alt1 giin sonra Miittefik Yiiksek Konsey, Tiirk Hiikiimetinin talepleri dogrultusunda 21
Temmuz’da Tahkikat Komisyonunu olusturdu. Miittefiklerarasi komisyonun hangi talimatlar
dogrultusunda caligmalarda bulunacagi ve kendisinden ne gibi faaliyetler beklendigine dair
bilgiler, konseyin 25 Temmuz’da yaptig1 bir toplantida tespit edilerek derhal komisyonda
gorevli olan kisilere génderildizo. Buna gore komisyon 15 Mayis giiniinden itibaren Izmir,
Aydin ve Ayvalik’ta yapilan katliam ve zuliim haberlerinin dogru olup olmadigini arastirmak,
sorumlular1 meydana ¢ikarmak ve vardigi sonuclar1 tavsiyeleriyle birlikte miimkiin olan en
kisa siirede Miittefiklerarasi Yiiksek Konsey’e gondermek amaciyla yetkilendirildi. Bu haber,
Lord Ealfour tarafindan Tiirk Hiikiimetini bilgilendirmek amaciyla Amiral Calthorpe
iletildi*.

1 Agustos’ta Amerikali Amiral Bristol Baskanligi’'nda Ingiliz General Robert Hugh
Hare, Fransiz General Georges Hippolyte Bunoust ve Italyan General Alfredo Dall’Olio’nun
atanmastyla resmi ad1 Tahkikat Komisyonu olan Miittefiklerarasi1 kurul boylece olusturulmus
oldu®®. Venizelos; Yunan isgal sahasi igerisinde incelemelerde bulunmak amaciyla boyle bir
tahkikat heyetinin olusturulmasina itirazda bulunmamasina ragmen, kurula bir mektup
gondererek Fransiz, Ingiliz, Italyan ve Amerikali uzmanlarin yanina bir de Yunanl iiyenin
ilave edilmesini istedi. Ancak Clemenceau, isgal bolgesindeki Tiirklerin Yunan iiye oniinde
dogru beyanat vermelerinin gii¢ olacag1 gerekcesiyle Venizelos’un bu istegini ilk etapta geri
cevirdiyse de oy hakki olmamak ve komisyon toplantilarina katilmamak sartiyla bir Yunanh
iiyenin komisyon ¢aligmalarmi izlemek kosuluyla heyete dahil edilmesine miisaade edildi.
Ayni imtiyaz bir Tiirk temsilcisine de tanindi®*.

Tahkikat Komisyonu, Istanbul’da italyan Biiyiikelciliginde gerceklestirilen teskilat
toplantisindan sonra derhal calismalarina bagladi. 12 Agustos-15 Ekim tarihleri arasinda
Istanbul, Izmir, Menemen, Manisa, Aydmn, Nazilli Odemis, Ayvalik, Gordes*, Cine’®de
incelemelerde bulunarak Tiirk, Rum, Ermeni, Yahudi, Amerikali, Ingiliz, Fransiz ve Italyan
olmak iizere toplamda 175 kisiyi dinleyen komisyon, 46 toplanti gergeklestirdi26.

arasinda bir aragtirmay yiiriitmekle smirlt oldugunu kdylerdeki durumu aragtirmakla gorevlendirilmedigini dile
getirecekti. IOR-L-PS-10-789, No: 1309, 19 Temmuz 1919.

9 Laurance Evans, Tiirkiye nin Parcalanmasi ve ABD Politikalar: (1914-1924), Cev. T. Alaya - Nurer
Ugurlu, Orgiin Yay., istanbul, 2003, s. 184.

2 Erhan, a.g.e., s. 27.

21 |OR-L-PS-10-789, “Lord Balfour’dan Amiral Calthorpe’a Telgraf,” No: 5200, 29 Temmuz 1919.

22 Aslinda bu husus konseyde derinlemesine tartigilan bir mevzuydu. Venizelos’un talepleri
dogrultusunda Albay Mazarakis’in heyete katilmasi kararma kars1 Tiirk Hiikiimetinin tepkisini ¢cekmemek icin
heyete bir Tiirk subayin da dahil edilmesine karar verilmisti. Ancak her iki taraftaki subaylarin heyetin Paris’e
gonderecegi sonug raporunun hazirlanmasinda herhangi bir katkilarinin olmayacagi da belirtilmisti. I1OR-L-PS-
10-789, No:4850.

8 Kayhan Saglamer, “Anadolu’nun Isgali ve Yunan Mezalimi Hakkinda Miittefiklerarasi Komisyonun
Raporu”, Belgelerle Tiirk Tarihi Dergisi, C. IX, S. 40, Ekim, 1971, s. 7; Erhan, a.g.e., s. 27.

% Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 6.

% Erhan, a.g.e., s. 29.

%8 Necip Azakoglu (Derleyen), Dért Rapor, Tarihgi Kitapevi, istanbul, 2016, s. 20.
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Calismalarma ilk olarak izmir valisini dinlemekle baslayan komisyon iiyeleri, burada validen,
ilk giin Konak Meydani’nda, Hiikiimet Konagi’'nda ve sehir merkezinde meydana gelen
olaylar hakkinda bilgi aldi. Tahkikat Komisyonu izmir’de iki haftalik bir ¢aliymadan sonra
Aydin’a gegerek incelemelere devam etti. Heyette bulunan Tiirk Yarbay Kadri Bey,
komisyona bir mektup sunarak komisyonun sadece Aydin’da degil Nazilli ve Cine’de de
incelemelerde bulunarak buradaki taniklarla goriismesini istedi. 10 Eyliil’de Cine’ye varan
heyet burada 57. Firka Komutan1 Miralay Sefik Bey’i tanik olarak, ardindan da Yunan
askerlerinin tecaviiziine ugrayan Tiirk kadmlarini ilk defa dinledi. Komisyon 11 Eylil’den
itibaren Nazilli, Odemis, Menemen, Manisa ve Ayvalik’ta incelemelerde bulunduktan sonra,
30 Eylil’de Paris Barig Konferansi’na gonderecegi raporunu hazirlamasina ragmen 15 Ekim’e
kadar Istanbul’da kald1. Komisyon Istanbul’da ¢calismalarm siirdiirdiigii sirada Bat1 Anadolu
Rumlar1 adina Aydin Mebusu Emmanuil Emmanuilidis komisyona bir muhtira verdi.
Emmanuilidis’in Miittefik devletleri etkilemek amaciyla kaleme aldigi bu ikinci muhtirada -
ilki Subat 1919 tarihinde Tevfik Pasa’nin baris konferansina sundugu muhtiradaki iddialari
cliriitmek amaciyla verilmisti - Izmir’deki olaylarm hakkaniyetli bir sekilde
degerlendirilmesini ve sayet bolgenin Tiirklerde kalmasinin heyet¢e onaylanmasi durumunda
[zmir’de “...Hristiyanlarin hicbir zaman rahat bir sekilde yasamayacaklari...” anlamina
gelecegi gerceginin fark edilmesini talep ediyordu. Ayrica uzun muhtirada komisyona Tiirk
Hiikiimetinin tlilke genelinde egemenlik haklarini koruyacak diizeyde olmadigi hatirlatilarak
“...Tiirk Hiikiimetinin su an Yunanistan’a karsi yaptig1 gibi biiyiik bir bati devletine karsi
savasmaya devam etmesinin miimkiin olmadig:...” da ifade ediliyordu®’

2

Aydin Mebusu Emmanuilidis’in muhtirasi komisyon {iyeleri tarafindan kayda alinip
almmadigi bilinmese de hemen ayni siralarda Venizelos da komisyona 22 ve 28 Eyliil’de iki
mektup gondererek heyetin ¢aligmalarini etkilemeye ¢alisiyordu. Belki de bu baskidan olmus
olacak ki Tahkikat Komisyonu 30 Eyliil’de Izmir’de gerceklestirilen son toplantisinda
konseyin siiphe ettigi meseleler lizerine Albay Mazarakis’in goriislinii almaya karar
verecekti’®

Harbiye Nezareti de Tahkikat Komisyonunun galismalarimi yakinen takip ediyordu.
Komisyonda Tiirk tarafindan gozlemci olarak bulunan Yarbay Kadri Bey, diizenli olarak
Harbiye Nezaretine raporlar gondererek gelismeler hakkinda bilgi veriyordu. Ayrica Kadri
Bey, komisyonun calismalarinin saghkli yiiriitilmesi ve memnuniyetinin saglanmasi i¢in
Nezarete, almmasi gereken tedbirler hakkinda da bilgi veriyordu®. Bu arada hiikiimetten
Izmir Valiligine, “Komisyona her facia ve senaati gostermek ve Yunan isgal idaresinin bu
bolgede nasil bir musibet ve felaket yarattigini ve yaratacagin delilleriyle gozlerinin dniine

" Emanuilidis ayrica Amerikan yonetimince Anadolu ve Ortadogu’da halkin manda yénetimine olan
egilimini 6grenmek amaciyla gonderdigi King-Crane Komisyonu’na da bir muhtira verecekti. Komisyonlara
sunulan her iki muhtiralarin tam metni icin bkz. Emmanuil Emmanuilidis, Osmanli Imparatorlugu nun Son
Yillari, Cev. Niko Canakgioglu, Belge Yay. , Istanbul, 2014, ss. 495-512.

8 Emmanuilidis, a.g.e., s. 30.

29 Mustafa Turan, Yunan Mezalimi (Izmir, Aydin, Manisa, Denizli 1919-1923), AAM Yay., Ankara, 1999,
s. 312.
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sermek ve ispat etmek igin...” yogun bir faaliyet icerisine girmesi ve komisyonu etkilemesi
noktasinda talimat verilmisti®®. Diger taraftan hiikiimet, Aydin ve Denizli Valiliklerine
gonderdigi bir telgrafta Teskilat- 1 Milliye ve Kongre gibi hareketlere son verilmesi,
Nazilli’de geteler tarafindan daga kaldirilan yedi Rum’un serbest birakilmasi, Hristiyanlara
kars1 yagllabilecek herhangi bir tecaviize firsat verilmemesi igin tedbirlerin alinmasini
istiyordu®'.

Izmir Valisi izzet Bey, Tahkikat Heyetini karsilamaya yonelik yapilan ¢alismanin
detaylar1 hakkinda hiikiimete génderdigi raporda, Izmir merkezinde ¢alismalarin tamamyla
basariya ulastigini, eger halk ile yapilacak miilakatlarda da ayni intibalar elde edilirse
Tahkikat Komisyonu’nun Tiirk davasi hakkinda olumlu bir rapor verecegini bildiriyordu.
Bununla beraber Vali hiikiimete, “Hareket-i Milliye namiyla otede beride ortaya ¢tkmis olan
hareketler, memleketteki idaresizligin bir sembolii olarak kabul edilecegi icin...”"** Tahkikat
Heyeti lizerinde olumsuz bir etki birakacak ve memleketin kurtarilmasit hususundaki
caligmalar i¢in zararli olacagi endisesiyle devletin genel politikasi tizerinde kot etki yapacak
olan bu tiir komitaciliga kars1 devletce nihayet verildiginin Avrupa’ya gosterilmesi lazim
geldigini bildiriyordu®®

Fransiz General Bunoust tarafindan 7 Ekim’de Yiiksek Konsey’e sunulan, ancak 8
Kasim’a kadar konsey giindemine almmayan raporda; 15 Mayis’ta Izmir’in isgal edilmesiyle
birlikte baslayan ve sonrasinda gittikce genisleyen Yunan askeri isgalinin neden oldugu
olaylar, sebebiyet verdigi katliamlar ve zuliimler ¢arpici bir sekilde dile getirilmisti34

Bu arada komisyon, ¢alismalarini siirdiiriirken Yunan isgal sahasinda durumun ne kadar
tehlikeli bir hal aldig1 ve bu durumun ne tiir sikintilara neden olacagi hakkinda Ingiliz Yiiksek
Komiseri Vekili Amiral Webb, ingiliz Disisleri Miistesar Yardimcis1 Sir Eyre Crowe’ye uyar1
niteligi tastyan bir yazi gonderdi. Webb, yazisinda Yunanhlarm Izmir’i isgalinden beri
Tirkiye’de i¢ durumun gittik¢e rahatsizlik veren bir hal aldigi, bunun her an bir ayaklanmaya
doniisebilecegi uyarismi yapiyordu. Webb, ayrica Yunan Ordularmin izmir halkini
sindirmeye ¢alistigl, bunun biitiin bolgeyi bir yikinti durumuna getirdigine de deginerek,
Izmir’i kendilerinin isgal etmeleri durumunda boyle bir durum ile kars1 karsiya
kalinmayacagini ifade ediyordu. Webb, yazisinin sonunda, “...Amerikalilar, Tiirkiye hakkinda
ne yapmak istediklerine bir an once karar verseler de buradaki durum bir sonuca varsa.”®
diyerek bir timitsizlik icerisinde bolgede islerin yavas yavas kontrolden ¢ikmaya basladigina

%0 Selahattin Tansel, Mondros’tan Mudanya’ya Kadar, C. |l, MEB Yay., istanbul, 1991, s. 184; Bu
amagla Aydin ve Denizli Valiliklerine gonderilen bir yazida Yunan zulmiinii belgeleyen vesika ve fotograflarin
da ivedilikle Dahiliye Nezaretine gonderilmesi isteniyordu. BOA, DH. SFR. , 102/42, 1 Eyliil 1919.

%1 BOA, DH. SFR., 102/42, 1 Eyliil 1919.

%2 M. Tayyib Gokbilgin, Milli Miicadele Baslarken Mondros Miitarekesinden Sivas Kongresi ne, 1. Kitap,
TTK Yay., Ankara, 1959, s. 193; Tansel, a.g.e., s. 184.

¥ Gokbilgin, a.g.e., s. 184.

* Erhan, a.g.e., s. 31.

% 0. Anding Ugurlu (Ed.), Ingiliz Devlet Arsivi Gizli Belgeleri, Tiirkive nin Par¢alanmast ve Ingiliz
Politikalar: (1900-1920), Orgiin Yay. , Istanbul, 2005, s. 228.
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dikkat ¢ekiyordu. Ayni kaygilar igerisinde Webb, Londra’ya Damat Ferit Pasa ile yaptig1 bir
goriismenin detaylarini acil koduyla aktarirken de Yunan isgali vesilesiyle evlerinden gog
eden Tirk ahalinin durumunun Tiirk Hiikiimetini nasil rahatsiz ettigine deginiyordu. Webb,
yazisinda Damat Ferit’in kendisinden Izmir bdlgesinden go¢ eden ahalinin bdlgedeki Ingiliz
subaylarina giderek evlerine donmeleri karsihiginda bu kisilerin giivenliklerini Ingiliz
subaylarin garanti edip etmeyecegini sordugunu dile getirerek, kendisinin de bu talebe kars1
bolgedeki Ingiliz subaylarm buna garanti veremeyecekleri seklinde karsilik verdigini
bildiriyordu. Webb, Sadrazamm bu talebine yonelik olarak Ingiliz Hiikiimetine, bolgede
asayisin ve normallesmenin saglanmasi i¢in bdyle 6nemli bir gorevde General Milne’nin
talimatla yetkilendirilmesinin akillica bir is olabilecegini é')neriyordu36

12 Agustos-6 Ekim tarihleri arasinda bolgede yapilmis olan detayli incelemeleri ii¢
boliime ayiran Bristol Komisyonu veya diger adiyla Tahkikat Komisyonu, gerceklerin
aciklanmas1 boliimiinde Izmir’in isgalini kronolojik olarak 47 maddeden olusan bir metinde
ele almisti. Sorumlulugun tespiti ad1 verilen sekiz maddelik boliimde sorumlu olanlar ve suglu
bulunanlar siralanmisti. Ugiincii béliimde de komisyonun degerlendirmeleri neticesinde
varmig oldugu sonuglar srralanmustr®’, Raporda ayrica Albay Mazarakis ile yapilmis olunan
yazigmalar hakkinda bilgiler de bulunmaktaydlgs.

Raporda, Yunan Hiikiimeti tarafindan en ¢ok itiraz edilen husus, komiserlerin davalarini
dayandirdiklar1 esaslar idi. Oyle ki sorumlulugun tespiti adli bdliimiin ilk maddesinde
Mondros Miitarekesi’'nden itibaren Aydin’da bulunan Hristiyan azmhgin genel durumunun
tatminkar oldugu ve hi¢ de tehlike altinda olmadig1 vurgulanarak, isgale herhangi bir gerekce
olmadigma isaret ediliyordu. Bu tespit, Paris’te Yiiksek Konsey’in Yunanistan’in Tiirk
topraklarma asker ¢ikarmasi kararma bir cevap olmakla birlikte, o karar1 veren Miittefik
Devlet Baskanlarinin diistiikleri hatay1r da gozler oniine seriyordu. Komiserlere gore, boyle
bir isgal gerek pratik gerekse ahlaki agidan uygun degildi. Nitekim pratik a¢idan bakildiginda,
amag gercekten asayisin saglanmasindan ibaret olsa dahi iggalin Yunan halkmin elde edecegi
kazanc1 golgede birakacak kadar agir mali ylikiimliliikler getirece8i tespiti yapilmisti.
[zmir’in Yunanlilar tarafindan isgalinin neden mazur goriilemeyecegine bir diger neden
olarak da isgalin Wilson Ilkeleri’ne aykir1 olarak yapildigi ve Aydm’da Rum niifusun
cogunlukta olmadiginin tespitinin yapilmasiydi. Suglamalarmn biiyiik bir kismmin Yunanlilara
yoneltilmis olmasiyla beraber, komisyonun raporunda Tiirk makamlar1 da su¢lu bulunmustu.
Oyle ki isgalin ilk giiniinden itibaren bir avug fanatik olarak nitelenen grubun, direnise gegtigi
ve bu direnisi giin gegtikce arttirdigi vurgulanarak, mahkiimlarin ceza evinden kagirilmasi ve
silahlarm halka dagitilmasindan Tirk makamlart sorumlu tutulmustu. Komisyon ayrica,
kismen isgalin sonucu olan Tiirk Milliyet¢i Hareketinin eskiya c¢ete reisleriyle is birligine
gittigi ve bu reislerin ¢ogu zaman emirlerindeki adamlar1 kontrol edebilecekleri otorite ve
giigten yoksun olduklari izlenimini nakletmisti. Neticede raporda; Osmanli Imparatorlugu igin
de Tirk Hiikiimetinden Jandarma Kuvvetlerini Miittefik Subaylarin emir ve komutasinda

% |OR-L-PS-10-789, No: 1705, 22 Agustos 1919.
%7 Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 8.
8 Erhan, a.g.e., s. 35; Raporun tam metni i¢in bkz. Azakoglu, a.g.e., ss. 17-63.
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organize edilmesini teklif ederek, asayis saglandiktan sonra Miittefik Giiglerin ¢ekilmesinin
uygun olacagi, belirtiliyordu. Boylece isgale karsi ortaya ¢ikan Tiirk Milliyet¢i Direnisinin
kendiliginden sonecegi ve merkezi hiikiimetin idareyi yeniden ele almasma imkan
tanmacaginin alt giziliyordugg.

Teklif edilen c¢oziimler lizerinde mutabakata varildiktan {ic giin sonra komiserler
Istanbul’da kapanis oturumu diizenlediler. Diizenlenen raporlarin bir niishas1 Paris’e
yollanirken komisyonda gérev alan komiserler kendi hiikiimetlerine birer niisha gondermeyi
de uygun gordiiler. Raporlar, Yunan giiglerinin haksizligin1 gézler oniine seriyordu. Paris’te
Miittefik giigler kendi aralarinda ciddi siyasi ve politik hesaplarin pesinde kosarlarken,
Tahkikat Komisyonu son derece uyum igerisinde ortak bir calisma meydana getirdiler.
Calismalar siiresince komisyon iiyeleri, hi¢bir zaman birbirleriyle sert bir bi¢imde tartigarak
kararlarin alinmasinda ¢ikmaza saplanmadilar. Her durumda oy birliginin oldugu kararlarin
nihai metninde, dort Miittefik Temsilcinin de imzalar1 bulunmaktaydi*

2. Tahkikat Raporunun Paris’te Miittefikler Tarafindan Ele Alinmasi

Paris’te Miittefik Yiiksek Konsey Uyeleri 8, 10 ve 12 Kasim’da Tahkikat
Komisyonunun raporunu ele aldilar**. Oturum baskan: Clemanceau raporu okudugunda ilk
ctapta Yunan Bagbakani Venizelos’tan Yunan askeri birliklerinin Bat1 Anadolu’da karistiklari
bu katliamlar1 agiklamasini ve neden Miittefik Konseyin onay1 olmadan Yunan birliklerinin
[zmir sancaginm disindaki yerleri de isgale kalkistiklarma dair bir izahat vermesi gerektigi
hususunu dile getirdi. Ayrica Clemanceau, Yunanlilara Tirklerle baris meselesinin heniiz
¢Ozlime kavusturulmadigini hatirlatilmasinin yerinde olacagini ifade ederek, alinan bilgiler
1s5181nda bolgede birgok bakimdan Yunanlilarin davraniglarinin igreng oldugunun anlasildigini
ve Tiirklerin de bdylece bir Yunan isgalini kabul etmeyeceklerini gosterdiklerini dile getirdi.
Ayrica Clemanceau, konseyin Tiirk topraklarmin biitiinliigiine saygi duyacagini da ifade
ederek, bu sartlar altinda Yunanhlarin Kiiclik Asya’da bir fethedici gibi davranmamalar1
gerektigi uyarisinin da yapilmasmin iyi olacagina degindi*’. italyan Temsilcisi Martino,
Italya’nin temel politikasmin Tiirkiye’'nin toprak biitiinliigiine saygi gdstermek esasma
dayandigin1 ifade ederek, Italyan isgal sahasinda Tiirk halki ile Italyan askerleri arasinda
herhangi bir catismanim yasanmadigina dikkat cekti. Italyan ve Fransiz temsilcilerinin benzer
diisiincelerine ragmen, Ingiliz temsilcisi Sir Eyre Crowe, bdlgede Yunan isgalinin gerekliligi
iizerinde bir goriis beyan ederek, komisyonun; Anadolu’da Yunan isgalinin hakliligmi
arasgtirmak amaciyla degil, Yunan Ordusu tarafindan yaptig1 iddia edilen katliamlari
arastrmak amaciyla olusturulduguna dikkat cekti. Ingiliz Temsilci konusmasmna konsey
iiyelerine donerek; eger komisyon raporunda Yunanlilarin Izmir’i tahliye etmelerini isteseydi
ne olurdu? Yerlerine Tirk Askeri Birlikleri mi yerlestirilirdi ya da bu bolgelerde bir Miittefik

% Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 9; Uluslararas1 Tahkikat Heyeti’nin “Vardigimiz Neticeler” bashkli ve Istanbul 13
Ekim tarihini tagiyan 8 numarali yazinin tam metni i¢in bkz. Tansel, a.g.e., ss. 186-189.

*0 Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 9.

! Metin Ayisig1, Kurtulus Savasi Sirasinda Tiirkiye 'ye Gelen Amerikan Heyetleri, TTK Yay. , Ankara,
2004, s. 64.

*2 Erhan, a.g.e., s. 35.
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isgali mi diisliniiliirdii? Eger bir Miittefik isgali miimkiin degilse hi¢ kimse onlarin yerlerini
alamayacagma gore konsey, daha barig antlagmasi imzalanmadan Yunan askerlerinin
bolgeden tahliye edilmesini gercekten diisiiniir miiydii, sorularini yonelterek devam etti. Sir
Eyre Crowe, ayrica bolgede Yunan askeri birligine ihtiyag olduguna isaret ederek,
Yunanlilarin tam olarak bolgeye hakim olamadiklarindan, bu tiir sikintilar1 yasadiklarini iddia
ettiklerini de sozlerine ekledi. Ardindan Crowe’un; konseyin Yunanlilara bdlgede daha ¢ok
sorumluluk almalar1 i¢in hareket oOzgirliiklerinin genisletilmesi Onerisini sunmas,
Clemanceau’nun haddinden fazla 6zgiirliigiin biiyiik tehlikeler icerecegini ifade ederek karsi
¢ikmasina neden oldu®?

Konsey tiyeleri; rapor iizerinde ilk tepkilerini bu sekilde dile getirirken, isgalin
gerceklesmesi igin Paris’te giinlerce diplomatik temaslarini siirdiiren ve sonrasinda biiyiik bir
siyasi zafer kazanan Venizelos’un tepkisinin ne sekilde olacagi merak konusuydu. Gerg¢i bazi
talepler esliginde komisyonun olusturulmasina itiraz1 olmamisti. Ancak kendisinin komisyon
calismalar1 boyunca meydana ¢ikacak tablodan ¢ok fazla endise duydugu bariz bir sekilde
ortadaydi. 24 Eyliil 1919°da Paris’ten yardimcisma yazdigi bir mektupta; ordunun Izmir
harekat1 hakkinda yapilan sorusturmadan ¢ok korktugunu, bu talihsiz olaylardan ne derece
zarar gordiiklerinin asla tahmin edilemedigini ifade ediyordu®*

Gergekten de konsey toplantisinda 6zellikle Fransiz ve Italyan temsilciler, Venizelos’a
cok yiliklenmelerine ragmen Venizelos, komisyonun c¢alisma metotlarin1 elestirerek
komisyonun tarafli davrandigin1 ve Albay Mazarakis’in dinlenilmesini istedigini ifade ederek
komisyonun ortaya ¢ikardigi bulgulari protesto ediyordu®. Venizelos, komisyonun kararina
tepki gostermekle birlikte, 15 Kasim tarihinde komisyonun raporu hakkinda Clemanceau’ya
gonderdigi bir mektupta da Izmir’de Yunan isgalinin siyasal bakimdan Yunanistan lehine
yeni bir durum ortaya c¢ikarmayacagin1 fakat baris konferansmnin verecegi son karar
dogrultusunda Yunan ulusunun kendine olan hakli giivenini giiglendirecegini 6ne siiriiyordu.
Venizelos, Lloyd George’un kendisini destekleyecegi diisiincesiyle Fransiz basbakana
gonderdigi bu mektupta Izmir’e Yunan askerlerinin génderilmesinin Bat1 Anadolu’nun
Yunanistan’a verilmesi i¢in bir adim oldugunu ve bundan da vazge¢mek niyetinde olmadigini
ima etmeye calisiyordu. Boylelikle Venizelos, iddialarini yinelemekle birlikte Tahkikat
Komisyonunun Paris’te kopardigi firtmay1 yatistirma telasi icerisine girmisti*®. Yine de
Yunan Bagbakan, Yiiksek Konsey’in uzun goériigmelerden sonra kararlastirdigi su ihtardan
kurtulamayacakt:

“Yunan Birliklerinin Izmir ve yéresini de facto isgali suf mevcut sartlar dolayisiyla
kararlastirilmistir ve gelecek i¢in yeni bir hak yaratmamaktadir. Bu, Paris Konferansi’nin

* Erhan, a.g.e., ss. 35-36; Amerikan temsilcisi, rapordaki ifadelerin Venizelos yénetiminin agir ve

yipratict bir sekilde suclanmasina katki saglamaktan bagka bir igse yaramayacagi goriisiinii dile getiriyordu.
Saglamer, a.g.e., s. 10.

4 Venizelos’un Hatiralar ve Gizli Mektuplari, Hayat Tarih Mecmuast, S. 7, Ocak, 1974, s. 13.

** Erhan, a.g.e., s. 36.

* Michael Llewellyn Smith, Cev. Halim Inal, Yunan Diisii, Ayra¢ Yay., Ankara, 2002, s. 170.
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Dogu sorununun yarattigi cesitli problemleri ¢ozme yetkisini hi¢bir sekilde kisitlamayan
gecici bir tedbirden ibarettir. tatl

Venizelos, konseyin vermis oldugu “Isgalin gecici” oldugu kararina kars1 Clemanceau
ile siirdiirdiigii mektup diplomasisinden bir sonu¢ alamayinca, Ingiltere’nin Paris’teki
Murahhas1 Sir Eyre Crowe’a itirazini dile getirerek; Lloyd George, Clemanceau ve Wilson’un
huzurunda {zmir’in isgaline karar verildiginde isgalin gecici olduguna dair kendisine bir sey
sOylenmedigini, bunun ancak isgal gerceklestikten sonra dillendirilmeye baslandigini ifade
edecek ve buna kanit olarak da Lloyd George™u gosterecekti °.

Tahkikat Komisyonu’nun raporu, ilerleyen giinlerde Miittefik devletlerin
parlamentolarinda da giindeme gelecek sekilde uluslararas: siyaseti mesgul edecekti. Ancak
Ingiliz Bagbakan Lloyd George gerek Ingiliz avam kamarasinda ve gerekse Paris’teki konsey
toplantilarinda siirdiirdiigii yogun kulis ¢aligmalar1 neticesinde oturumlardaki tutanaklar dahil,
Tahkikat Komisyonu’nun belgelerinin ve sonug bildirgelerinin kamuoyu ile paylasilmamasini
saglayacakt1. Oyle ki Ingiliz Parlamentosunda rapor hakkinda bir¢ok soru onergesi verildigi
halde Lloyd George ve sozciileri Yunanistan’in komisyonda iiye bulundurmadigindan raporun
adil olmadigini ileri siireceklerdi®®. Bu durum sonraki siirecte, Paris basta olmak iizere,
Miittefik tilkelerin baskentlerinde Tiirk Barisi1 {izerinde yiiriitiilecek miizakerelerde Yunan
diplomatlarmin elini kuvvetlendiren bir hamle olarak algilanacaksa da®® Yunanistan’mn
haklihigmna biiylik golge diisiirecek ve igsgal boyunca bir¢ok diplomat ve askeri uzman
Venizelos’a “Izmir’e cikarma yaparak kendisini ve iilkesini yikima ugratmis oldugu”
gercegini sdyleme imkam bulacakt™.

Baskan sifatiyla Amiral Bristol, komisyon c¢alismalarinin tamamen tarafsiz ve adil bir
sekilde yerine getirildigini ifade ederek, raporun yayimlanmamasmna su sekilde tepki
gostermistir:

“Tahkikat, miimkiin olan en biiyiik diiriistliikle yiiriitiilmiistiir ve ileri siiriilen deliller
tiim tiyelerin oy birligi ile mutabik kaldiklar: delillerdir. Bundan daha diiriist ve dort basi
mamur bir tahkikat tasavwur edemem. Bay Lloyd George'un raporu yayimlamamak icin

4 Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 10.

*® Sina Aksin, Istanbul Hiikiimetleri ve Milli Miicadele, Son Megrutiyet (1919-1920), C II, is Bankasi
Yay., Ankara, 1998, s. 244.

%9 Sonradan bu dénemle ilgili anilarini kaleme alan David Lloyd George, Yunanistan’m Bati Anadolu’yu
isgali bagta olmak tizere isgalin aldig1 sekil ve bolgede Yunan yenilgisinin nedenleri {izerine oldukga carpici
degerlendirmelerde bulunmustur. Bu degerlendirmeler hakkinda detayli bilgi i¢in bkz. Resul Yavuz
(Hazirlayan), David Lloyd George 'un Hatiralarinda Sevr ve Lozan’a Giden Siireg, 1deal Kiiltiir Yay., Istanbul,
2020, ss. 163-200, 265-272.

%0 Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 10.

>t Andrew Dalby, Eleftherios Venizelos 1919-7923 Baris Gériismeleri ve Sonrasi, Cev. Dinger
Demirkent, Akilgelen Kitaplar Yay., Ankara, 2014, S.131.
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bahaneler — uydurmasi  basiretsizliktir. ~ Ve  davramisi  gergeklerin  aydinlanmasini
52
arzulamamasinin sonucudur’>°.

3. Tahkikat Komisyonu Calismalarimin Yankilar

Paris’teki biitiin onlemlere ragmen komisyonun raporunun igerigi hakkinda Avrupa
basmina bazi sizdirmalar olmustu. Bazi1 Italyan gazeteleri, rapor hakkinda okuyucularma
bilgiler aktarirken; Fransiz Le Martin gazetesi, rapora ragmen Yiiksek Konseyin Yunan
isgalinin bolgede kalmasina karar vermis oldugunu dile getiriyordu. Ayrica gazete
yorumunda, bunun Tiirk Ulusal Hareketi’nin genislemesine oOnemli sekilde katki
saglayacagma deginerek; ancak Yunan Ordusu’nun cekilmesinin Kii¢iik Asya’da Hristiyan
halka kars1 bazi misillemeleri de beraberinde getirecegi endisesinin ¢esitli ¢evrelerde var
oldugunu dile getiriyordu. Gazete yorumunda ayrica salt maddi agidan Yunan isgalinin yerine
baska bir devlet askerinin yerlestirilmesi de s6z konusu olamayacagma gore, o halde
Yunanistan’a verilen gorevin siiresi uzatilmali; fakat bu yorenin siyaseten Yunan Hiikiimetine
verildigi anlamina gelmeyecegi kendilerine acikca belirtilmeliydi53

Rapor iizerinde Tiirk basin1 da Avrupa basmindan iktibas ettigi haberlerle cesitli
yorumlarda bulunmus ve okuyucularina konseyin isgal hakkinda vermis oldugu kararla ilgili
bilgiler paylasmistir. Ahmet Emin anilarinda; bir arkadasi vasitasiyla Paris’te yayim yapan
L’Eclair gazetesinin yayimlamis oldugu raporun bir suretini ele gecirdigini ve hemen terciime
edip, 13 Ekim tarihli Vakit gazetesinde nesrettigini ifade ederek raporun basinda yayimlandigi
giinlerde hiikiimet degisikligi ile ayn1 doneme denk gelmesinden dolay1r olusan olumlu
havadan milletin bayram ettigini dile getirmektedir >*. Lakin sonraki giinlerde raporun konsey
tarafindan resmi olarak yayimlanmamasi, bu olumlu havay1 degistirmis ve Tirk kamuoyunda
Miittefik gii¢lere tepkiye doniismiistii. Ikdam gazetesi 17 Kasim tarihli sayisinda; konseyin
vermis oldugu “yayimlanmamas:” kararmin Tiirk halkinda yaratmis oldugu yeise deginirken,
bir giin sonra yayimlanan Yenigiin gazetesi, Avrupa basminda da yer alan -e§er Yunan
Kuvvetleri ¢ekilirse bunun Anadolu’daki Hristiyanlara misilleme yapilacagi- seklindeki
yorumlara yer verilmesine, “Tiirklerin mahiyeti asliyelerinin Avrupaca taninmis ve bilinmig
olmamasindan kaynaklandig:...” yorumunu yapiyordu

Osmanli yonetimi, komisyonun caligmalarini yakindan takip etmekle birlikte ortaya
¢ikacak rapordan imit var goriinliyordu. Bu durum Paris’teki Miittefiklerin kendi
aralaridaki haberlesmeye de yansimisti. Italyan Disisleri Bakani Titonni, Bagbakani Nitti’ye

°2 Saglamer, a.g.m., s. 10; Ayrica Milli Miicadele déneminde Amiral Bristol’un galismalar1 hakkinda
detayl bilgi icin bkz. Ismail Kose, Tiirk-Amerikan Iliskilerinin Sekillenmesinde Amiral Mark L. Bristol'un Rolii
(1919-1927), TTK Yay., Ankara, 2016.

%3 jzzet C)ztoprak, Tiirk ve Bati Kamuoyunda Milli Miicadele, TTK Yay. , Ankara, 1989, ss. 49-50.

> Ahmet Emin Yalman, Yakin Tarihte Gordiiklerim ve Gegirdiklerim, Pera Turizm ve Ticaret A.S Yay.,
Istanbul, 1997, s. 454.

% Oztoprak, a.g.e., s. 50.
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yazdig1 bir mektupta; komisyonun g¢aligmalarinin Paris’te ¢ok yakindan takip edildigi ve
Tiirklerin tepkilerinin ilk etapta olumlu oldugunu belirtmisti>®

Tahkikat Komisyonu’nun ¢alismalarina devam ettigi siralarda Morning Post gazetesine
bir miilakat veren ve muhabirin, miilakat swrasinda biiylik bir {iziintii i¢erisinde oldugu her
halinden belli oluyordu, dedigi Padisah Vahdettin’in komisyonun g¢aligmalarindan timitli
oldugunu ima eder sekilde Bati Anadolu’da Yunan isgali ile ilgili olarak, “...Yunanistan’in
Anadolu’ya ayak basmasina ger¢ek bir neden olmadigi gibi, bu durum adalet fikriyle de
bagdasmamaktadir. Elbette ger¢eklerin ortaya ¢iktigi bir giin gelecektir. Fakat gergeklerin
anlasilmasinda iiziilerek ¢ok ge¢ kalinmis olacaktir. Biliyorum simdi birgok etkiyle karst
karswyayiz. Fakat hem su¢lu hem de masumlar icin bir adalet oldugundan eminim. Yiizde
seksen dokuzu Miisliiman olan bir iilke ni¢in Yunanlilara terk edilsin?” diyordu. Muhabirin,
iilkenin gelecegi hakkinda bir ¢6ziim diisiinliyor musunuz, sorusuna Vahdettin, simdiki halde
adeta ayda yasiyormus gibi iilkenin disar1 ile haberlesmesinin ¢ok az oldugunu ifade ederek
Paris’ten gelen smirli haberlerden baska bir sey bilmedigini de sdzlerine ekleyecekti. Paris’te
diplomasi koridorlarinda yiiriitiilen miizakerelere de deginen Vahdettin “Paris’te Médsyo
Venizelos tarafindan biiyiilenmis bir¢ok kimsenin olduguna biitiin kuvvetimle inanityorum.”
diyerek, buna karsi Ingiltere’nin adaletinden emin oldugunu; eger Ingiltere, bugiin
Yunanistan’a, dur, derse onlarm da durmaya mecbur olacagmi dile getirecekti®’. Benzer
sekilde Izmir’de yasanan olaylardan ¢ok muzdarip olan Damat Ferit Pasa da 26 Eyliil’de
Tarik gazetesine verdigi bir miilakatta, Izmir yoresinde cetelerin ve Yunan isgalinin neden
oldugu légrgasanm Tahkikat Heyeti’nin ise baslamasiyla hizla diizelecegine inandigimi ifade
edecekti

Osmanli Hiikiimeti, raporun akibetinin Paris’te ne sekilde olacagi hakkinda birgok
kaynaktan bilgi edinmeye ¢alismisti. Harbiye Nezareti raporun bir suretinin Jurnal
gazetesinde Yunanlilara verileceginin haberinin ¢ikmasi iizerine, Hariciye Nezaretinden bu
raporun bir suretinin de Osmanli Hiikiimetine verilmesinin saglanmasi igin girisimlerde
bulunulmasmi istemisti. Buna mukabil Hariciyeden Harbiye Nezaretine gelen cevapta 26
Ekim 1919 tarihinde Itilaf Devletleri'ne bu amagla basvuruldugu; ancak bdyle bir
tasarrufunun bulunmadigi cevabmm alindigini bildirilmisti®. Ancak buna ragmen Osmanl
Hiikiimeti; Miittefik Yiiksek Konseyi’nden sizan bilgilere dayali olarak Yunan isgalinin
bolgede kalmaya devam etmesi kararini, 1 Ocak 1920 tarihinde Itilaf Devletleri’nin
Istanbul’daki temsilcilerine bir nota vererek protesto etmistir. Notada; Tahkikat
Komisyonunun verdigi tepkiler neticesinde Bati Anadolu’da Yunan Askeri Birlikleri
tarafindan Tiirk halkina yapilan mezalimin ortaya ¢ikarilmasina ragmen Yunan isgalinin

*®Fabio L Grassi, Tiirk-ltalyan Iliskilerinde Az Bilinenler, gev. Sadriye Giines, Tarihgi Kitabevi, Istanbul,
2014, s. 121.

> Miilakatin tam metni igin bkz. Ozel-Haciibrahimoglu, a.g.e., ss. 25-29.

* Ayni1 miilakatta muhabirin, su anda Tirkiye’nin Avrupa karsisnda durumu nasildir, sorusuna Damat
Ferit Pasa; miitarekenin ilk donemlerinden daha iyi oldugu, bazi Avrupa cevrelerinde Tiirkiye hakkinda iyi
kanaatlerin olusmaya basladigini dile getirmisti. Miilakatm tam metni i¢in bkz. Ozel-Haciibrahimoglu, a.g.e., s.
109.

* Turan, a.g.e., 316.
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bdlgede hala devam etmesine Miittefik Konsey’in karar vermesinin Tiirk halkinda hayal
kirikligma sebebiyet verdigi ifade ediliyordu. Ayrica bolge halkinin Yunan zulmiinden bir an
evvel kurtarilmas, itilaf Devletleri tarafindan ilan edilen insaniyet ve adalet namma bir kez
daha isteniyordu®®

Her ne kadar rapor; konsey tarafindan pek ciddiye alinip, Yunan isgaline yaptirim
mahiyetinde birtakim tedbirlerin alinmasina imkan vermediyse de Avrupa ve Diinya
kamuoyunda Tirkiye aleyhine donen olumsuz propagandanin az da olsa Oniiniin
alinabilmesine katki saglayarak isgale karsi direnis karar1 alan Tirk Milli Hareketinin
hakliligmin ilk defa uluslararasi bir komiSyon tarafindan dile getirilmesine vesile olmustu. Bu
yoniiyle rapor Tiirk Milli Miicadelesi i¢in tarihi bir 6nem taslyacaktlel.

Sonuc¢

Paris Barig Konferansi’nda sundugu Tiirk barig tezinden bekledigini alamamis sekilde
Istanbul’a donen Damat Ferit Pasa, Izmir’in isgalinin yarattig1 sok ve hemen arkasmndan
Mustafa Kemal’in Anadolu’ya ge¢cmesiyle baslayan ve gilin gectikge tirmanarak Anadolu’da
bir direnigse sebebiyet verecek gelismeleri tetikleyen olduk¢a yogun bir giindemle mesgul
olmustu. Hiikiimet bu siire zarfinda bazi1 diplomatik girisimlerle Yunan iggalinin haksizligini
uluslararas1 diizeyde dillendirirken i¢ politikada da Mustafa Kemal Hareketi’ni Anadolu’ya
yayllmadan bogmanin wugras1 icerisindeydi. Ancak 1919 yilinin sonbahar aylarina
gelindiginde hiikiimet, ne Yunan isgalini denemeye c¢alistigi diplomatik girisimlerle
durdurabilmis ne de Mustafa Kemal onderliginde Anadolu’da viicut bulan Milli Direnis
Hareketini bastmrabilmisti. Ancak Damat Ferit Hikiimeti Miittefik Komiserler nezdinde
yiiriittiigii ¢alismalarla Izmir’de Yunan isgalinin arastirilmasi i¢in uluslararasi bir komisyonun
kurulmasin1 basarabilmisti.

Amiral Bristol baskanliginda olusturulan Tahkikat Komisyonu izmir ve cevresinde
genislemekte olan Yunan isgalinin bolgede yaratmis oldugu etkileri arastirmasi ve bunu bir
rapor ile Paris Baris Konferansi’na sunmasi, isgal ile demoralize olmus Tiirk kamuoyunu
heyecanlandirmisti.  Oyle ki komisyon raporunun goriisiildiigii Paris’teki Miittefik
toplantisinda Yunan isgaline karsi dile getirilen hususlar ve isgalin gegici oldugu yolundaki
ifadeler, hem Tiirk Hiikiimetinde hem de Tiirk kamuoyunda Paris’te isgalin sonlandirilmasi
yolunda kesin bir kararin ¢ikacagina dair umuda sevk etmistir. Ancak daha sonra Ingiltere’nin
bu rapordaki ifadelere ragmen agik¢a Yunan isgalinin devamina yonelik bir tavir sergilemesi
mevcut Tirk Hiikkiimetinin umutlarmin kirilmasina sebebiyet verdi. Bu, ayn1 zamanda Bati
Anadolu’da Yunan isgalinin devam edecegine yonelik agik bir destekti.

Fakat Amiral Bristol baskanhigindaki Miittefik Tahkikat Komisyonu’nun Bati
Anadolu’daki ¢aligmalar1 ve ortaya konulan rapor, Yunan isgalinin sonlandirilmasina yonelik

% Tyran, a.g.e., s. 318.

! Ayisigl, a.g.e., s. 64; Ali Tiirkgeldi komisyonun raporu ile ilgili olarak raporun Tiirkiye’de yeni iimitler
uyandirmasma ragmen miispet bir netice vermedigini ifade ederek, bu tesebbiisten bir netice elde
edilememesinin, Tirk hukukunun diplomasi yoluyla degil, kuvvetle miidafaa edilecegine artik tereddiit
birakmadigimni dile getirmektedir. Tiirkgeldi, a.g.e., s. 119.
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kapiy1 aralamasa da o siralarda yine Paris’te konusulan Yunan isgalinin sinirlandirilmasina
yonelik ¢aligmalara etki etmistir. Nitekim bu c¢aligmalar da Bati Anadolu’da General Milne
Hatti’nin olusturulmasina neden olmustur.

Miittefik Konsey, 16 Temmuz’da Ingiltere’nin ara buluculugunda imzalanan Anadolu
topraklari iizerinde isgal smirlarina dayal: bir italyan-Yunan Antlasmasindan iki giin sonra bu
kez Yunan birlikleri ile Tiirk birlikleri arasinda miinasip bir smirm tesisi i¢in General

Milne’ye talimat gonderme karari aldi. Bu karar 3 Agustos’ta Damat Ferit Pasa Hiikiimetine
de bildirildi.

Alinan karar dogrultusunda, Miittefik askeri uzmanlar1 sahada yaptiklar1 ¢alismalar
neticesinde “General Milne Hatt1” olarak gececek olan sinir hattin1 olusturup, her iki tarafin
askeri birliklerine bu smir hattini asmamasinin istenmesi kararlastirildi. Ancak ylriitiilen
biitlin bu caligmalar, Miittefik Askeri ve Siyasi Diplomatlar1 tarafindan Bati Anadolu’da
gittikce karmasik bir hal alan Yunan isgalinin bu topraklarda Tiirk barisinin sakin ve
stiklinetle ¢oziimiine olumlu higcbir katki yapmayacagi gercegini kisa zamanda her iki tarafa
da gosterecekti.
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Perspectives on Anglo-Turkish political
relations:

An interview with Mr Mevliit Cavusoglu,
Minister of Foreign Affairs for the Republic
of Turkey, 2 December 2020, Ankara®

Behcet Kemal Yesilbursa®

Q-1. How would you describe the
current political relations between Turkey
and the United Kingdom?

Turkey and the United Kingdom (UK)
are allies, strategic partners and two pivotal
powers geographically located at both ends of
Europe. The “Strategic Partnership” lays a road
map towards deepening cooperation in a wide
range of areas, including trade, investment,
energy, education, culture, regional issues and global security. Multidimensional cooperation
between Turkey and the UK, not only provides bilateral benefits but also contributes to
collective efforts towards tackling issues that challenge regional and global stability and
prosperity. We work in close contact with our British colleagues in international fora.

Historical and deep-rooted relations continue to progress smoothly, as also evidenced
by the frequent high level phone contacts and a number of mutual “social distanced” visits
even during the hardships of a worldwide pandemic. This demonstrates the strength of
bilateral relations and the importance attached by both sides to keeping the pace of
cooperation. In this regard, we are looking forward to hosting the 8th meeting of the Turkish-
British “Tathdil” Forum in Aydin, Kusadasi (Ephesus), which is a valuable mechanism that
brings together government, business, academia and media circles from both countries, and
facilitates fruitful contacts and cooperation.

The UK also stands out as one of the first countries to express solidarity with Turkey
following the attempted coup in 2016, perpetrated by the FETO terrorist organization. We
also commend the UK’s stance against the PKK and its affiliates.

Q-2. Has Brexit affected the relations between the two countries? If so, how?

! The interview took place at the Turkish Foreign Ministry in Ankara on 2 December 2020.

Photo: (Right) Mr Mevliit Cavusoglu, Minister of Foreign Affairs for the Republic of Turkey.

(Left) Rt. Hon. Mr Dominic Rennie Raab, Secretary of State for Foreign, Commonwealth and
Development Affairs for the United Kingdom.

2 Prof. Dr., Bursa Uludag University. E-mail: bkyesilbursa@uludag.edu.tr
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Turkey and UK are staunch allies and strategic partners. Brexit will not affect this. We
are going to continue working towards strengthening our relations in every field, now as two
non-EU member NATO allies.

On the other hand, it is a fact that Turkey has lost an important partner within the EU
after the UK’s departure on 1 January 2020. Turkey will have to make new trade
arrangements with the UK, as UK will also depart Customs Union, which Turkey is member
of, at the end of the EU transition period on 31 December 2020. Work towards signing a Free
Trade Agreement continues between our relevant authorities. The deal is almost ready. We
are waiting for the outcome of the UK-EU Free Trade Agreement negotiations to finalize the
draft. Both Turkey and UK are working hard to prevent any disruption in bilateral trade.

As much as it is a challenge, | believe Brexit will also provide us with new areas and
opportunities for cooperation. Britain aims to improve its global trade relations and enlarge its
supply chains, and Turkey will be a strong partner in the context of these “Global Britain”
goals as well. Therefore, I am optimistic about our relations after the end of UK’s EU
transition period.

Q-3. How would you describe relations between the two countries on issues such as
Cyprus and the Eastern Mediterranean?

As two of the three guarantor powers in Cyprus, Turkey and the UK have to work
together with a view to reaching a just and viable settlement on the Island. As our efforts have
notd achieve the desired results so far, the Cyprus issue remains as one of the primary issues
on our common agenda.

Turkey and the UK have a constructive dialogue on the Eastern Mediterranean region,
where UK is also present with its two sovereign bases on the Island. I am in contact with my
British colleague, Dominic Raab regarding the Cyprus issue.

As one of the Guarantors, the UK has a unique role in the Cyprus issue. It has witnessed
all the negotiation processes and the attitude of the concerned parties since the very
beginning. Having participated in the latest Conference on Cyprus, the UK knows very well
why the Conference ended without any result in Crans Montana in July 2017. Simply, the
Greek Cypriot side did not want to share the power and wealth with the Turkish Cypriot side.
The UK has also been the closest witness of how Turkey and the Turkish Cypriots have been
working positively and constructively towards a settlement.

Equal treatment of both sides on the Island is a basic UN principle. In this regard, the
UK’s efforts towards the Cyprus issue in line with this principle will be very precious, as any
approach disregarding the balance between the two sides will not help create an atmosphere
of trust. Therefore, we expect a balanced and constructive attitude. This would encourage the
Greek Cypriot side towards a change in their mentality.

Q-4. What are Turkey and the UK’s approaches on the problems in the Middle
East (such as Syria, Iraq, Libya and terrorism)?
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Cooperation in the field of security and fight against terrorism is an important pillar in
our bilateral relations. Both countries contribute to the work of the Global Coalition against
DEASH. We are in close contact both at the bilateral level, and with international
organizations regarding the developments in our region. We also have established bilateral
security dialogue mechanisms. The fight against PKK and FETO is a standing agenda item in
our security dialogue. We expect strengthened cooperation and further support from the UK
and other international partners in that regard.

Q-5. What would you like to say about the economic and trade relations between
the two countries?

Trade, economy, investments, tourism and defence industry are the driving forces in our
bilateral relations. The UK is Turkey’s second biggest export market in Europe and 6th
largest trade partner. Trade volume was 18.5 billion Dollars in 2018 and 16.9 billion Dollars
in 2019. We aim to reach 20 billion Dollars.

There is mutual will to further develop bilateral trade relations. Brexit and Covid-19
present certain difficulties, but they also present new areas of cooperation. For instance, as
global supply chains were disrupted by the pandemic, British companies are finding new
chains in their near neighborhoods. Turkey is one of the first countries that comes to mind in
this regard. New areas of cooperation already emerged, especially in the health sector. For
example, Turkey is a prominent producer of personal protection equipment, and UK is
procuring such products from Turkey. Turkey also extended a helping hand to its ally and
donated more than 250.000 pieces of medical personal protection equipment to UK in April
2020, when need for PPE was at its peak in UK. Innovation, high tech, fintech and renewable
energy are also areas with potential. We hope to sign a Free Trade Agreement with UK before
the end of the year to enable a smooth transition in trade.

Q-6. And your thoughts on the socio-cultural relations?

Turkey and the UK have historical relations and a deep-rooted culture of working
together. The UK has been one of the first countries with which the Ottoman Empire
established regular diplomatic relations. The first Ambassador appointed by the UK to the
Ottoman Empire, William Harborne, assumed his duties in Istanbul in 1583, and Yusuf Agah
Efendi was appointed as the Ottoman Ambassador to London in 1793.

Cultural interaction between Turkey and UK dates back many years. Undoubtedly, the
Battle of Gallipoli was the most memorable event that left its mark on our contemporary
history. Both countries managed to transform this painful experience into a groundwork for
friendship. Today, it is commemorated as a symbol of the friendship bonds established
between the peoples of two countries.

Cooperation between Turkey and the UK in the fields of science, education, innovation,
art and culture is also growing. The UK is an important destination for Turkish students in
higher education. Cultural exchanges continue, with the contributions of Yunus Emre Institute
in London and British Council in Ankara.
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Turkey is among the most favoured holiday destinations for UK citizens. Last year 2,5
million British tourists visited Turkey. We hope to see more UK citizens visiting Turkey after
the pandemic. Moreover, approximately 400,000 Turkish people living in the UK constitute a
bridge between our societies. We collaborate with our British friends for preserving the rights
of our citizens stemming from the Ankara Agreement in the post-Brexit era.
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Book Review

Sahiner, Mustafa. Yiice Tiirk'ten Zalim Tiirk’e: Erken Modern Dénem Ingiltere sinde
Tiirk Algisi, (Ankara: Siyasal Kitabevi, 2016).

Murat Ogiitcii*

Dog¢. Dr. Mustafa Sahiner’in Yiice Tiirk’ten Zalim

YUCE TURK'TEN ZALIM TURK’E Tiirk’e: Erken Modern Donem Ingilteresi'nde Tiirk Algisi

Erken Modern Dénem Ingilterestnde adli eseri, Siyasal Kitabevi tarafindan 2016 yilinda

Tack Algs: yaymnlanmistir. 144 sayfalik kitap, dort bdliimden
olugsmaktadir. Eserin son sayfalar1 ise diplomatik
Mustafa Sahiner yazigmalar1 iceren se¢ili birincil kaynaklarin asil metinleri

ile kaynakcaya ayrilmistir.

Kitabin girig kisminda Erken Modern Dénem 6ncesi
Ingiliz ha¢li kuvvetlerinin 1097 yilinda Tiirkler ile ilk
temasindan baslanarak Tiirk-Ingiliz iliskilerinin kisa bir
tarihi verilmis, bu konuyla ilgili yakin dénemde yazilan
“emperyal kiskanghk” ile “oryantalist” ikincil kaynaklara
deginilip, Erken Modern Dénem Ingilteresi’nde olumlu ile
olumsuz arasinda gidip gelen Tirk algisinin hangi
cercevede incelenecegi belirtilmistir.

Gercek anlamda Erken Modern Donemde baglayan
Tiirk-Ingiliz iliskilerini biitiinciil anlasiimas1 igin diplomatik iliskiler, hutbeler, sokak balatlar1,
ve tiyatro metinlerini inceleyen kitap, birinci bolimde Jenkins’in kisisel g¢abasi ile I.
Elizabeth’e yazdigi mektuplarda “Yice Tirk” diye tanittigi Kanuni Sultan Siilleyman’in
gbziine girmesi, ticari ve askeri igbirligi amaciyla yiikselen, 6zellikle Harborne’un ¢abalari ile
1580 ahitnamesi ile ivme kazanan Tiirk-Ingiliz iliskilerinin ilk baslarda olumlu oldugu
vurgulanmustir (13-30). Bunun en biiyiik sebebi ise ortak diisman Katolik ispanya’ya karsi
diismanimm diisman1 benim dostumdur felsefesinden kaynaklandigi, gerek Ingilizlerin,
gerekse Tirklerin Katolik giiclerin uyguladiklar1 ambargolar1 delmek i¢in isbirligine
gidildigini &rnekleriyle incelemistir (31-46). Ingilizlerin teknoloji casuslugu faaliyetleri ve
Ingiltere’nin bekledigi ama bulamadigi dogrudan askeri destegin, Tiirk-Ingiliz iliskilerini
geren ve daha sonraki yillarda Tiirklere karst olumlu havanin tersine doneceginin
haberciligini yaptig1 ve Ingiltere’nin faydaci politikalarinin Osmanh Tiirklerinin genis kiiltiir
ve edebiyatlarinin Ingiltere’de taninmasmi engelledigini, bdylelikle, halk arasinda daha
yaygin olan ve giiniimiize kadar gelen kotii imajin sebepleri oldugu belirtilmistir (46-60).

Ikinci béliimde ise Ingiltere’de genis kitlelere hitap eden ve halkin giindelik hayatinda
biiyiikk etkisi olan ve Elizabeth doneminde iyice kontrollii bir propaganda aracma
donistiirilen kilise hutbelerinin Tiirklerin halk arasindaki olumsuz algisinin en bilyiik
nedenlerinden birisi oldugu 6rnekleri ile incelenmistir (60-63). Martin Luther’in yazdiklar1 ve

! Dr. Ogr. Uyesi, Munzur University. E-Mail: murat_ogutcu@yahoo.com
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bunun Ingiliz Protestanligina etkisi incelendiginde Thomas Cranmer tarafindan olusturulan //k
Hutbeler Kitab1 (1547) adlh eserde, Tiirklerin heniiz Ingiltere’ye yakimn bir tehdit olarak
algilanmamasindan dolay1 6rnek gosterildiklerini 6rnekleriyle gostermistir (64-67). Ancak
Tiirklerin bir 6tekilestirme ve ben bilinci olusturma araci olarak kullanildigi bu hutbelerin
Ikinci Hutbeler Kitabi admndaki genisletilmis baskisinda (1571) bu algmin degistigi
vurgulanmistir. Macaristan, Malta ve Kibris’ta ilerleyen ve kismen basarisiz olan Tiirklere
kars1 edilen dualardan ve bu dualarin Tiirklerin halk tarafindan “seytani” ve “kétii” olarak
algilanmasindaki etkin rolleri 6rnekleri ile gosterilmistir (67-79).

Kitabin ii¢iincii béliimiinde Erken Modern Dénem Ingilteresi’nde popiiler edebiyatin bir
pargasi olan ve sozleri degismekle beraber belli halk ezgilerin kullanildigi ve déneminin haber
alma araglarmdan biri olan sokak balatlarinmn Ingiltere’deki Tiirk algisi iizerindeki olumsuz
etkileri incelenmistir (81-86). Hayali Ingiliz ciraklarnin, gercek Ingiliz amirallerinin ve
Hiristiyan ordularinin ger¢ek disi ve abartili zaferlerini anlatan bu sokak balatlarmmn, eskisi
kadar olmasa da hala gii¢lii olan Osmanli Tiirklerine ve Cezayir gibi Osmanli’ya tam veya
yar1 bagli olan bdlgelerde Ingilizlerin esir diistiigii donemlerde Ingiltere’nin moralini yiiksek
tutmay1 ve bu sokak balatlar1 ile 6c almay1 amagladig: belirtilmistir (86-96). Olumsuz Tiirk
algisii daha da koklesmesini saglayan bu sokak balatlarinin ise giinliik politikalar dahilinde
bile gelistigi, 17. yiizyilm sonunda gerektiginde Ingiltere’deki monarsi yanlis1 giiglerin,
gerektiginde ise bunlarin karsitlar1 olan liberallerin Tirkliikkle suglandigini verilen 6rnekler
iyice agiklamistir (96-98).

Kitabm dérdiincii ve son boliimiinde ise Erken Modern Dénem Ingiliz tiyatrosunda
Tirk tasvirinin 1579 ile tiyatrolarin kapandigi 1642 seneleri arasinda yazilan 47 tiyatro
oyununun, gerek ticari ilgi, gerekse siyasi korkularla Tiirklerin popiiler bir konu haline
gelmesinin bir yansimasi olarak gelistigi vurgulanmistir (99-101). Vitkus, MacLean, Matar ve
Dimmock gibi yabanci arastirmacilarin Ingiliz tiyatro oyunlarindaki Tiirk algis1 iizerine
yazdiklarinin degerlendirildigi bu kisimda, ornek teskil etmesi ig¢in goOrece baslangi¢
donemlerinde yazilmis ve Cambridge Universitesi’nde sergilenen Latince Solymannidae
(1582) oyunu ve Massinger’in 1624’te yazdigi The Renegado oyunlari derinlemesine
incelenmis, bahsi gecen arastirmacilarin aksine, Ingiliz tiyatrosunda olumsuz bir Tiirk
algismin hakim oldugu vurgulanmstir (102-122). Ibrahim Pasa, Sehzade Mustafa, ve Sehzade
Cihangir’in Oliimlerini anakronistik bir olay orgiisine oturtan Solymannidae oyunu,
Sahiner’in de degindigi gibi “Tiirkleri” genel olarak “dinsiz arkaik bir toplum olarak”
gosterdigi, bunun i¢in ise “Tirklere, Yunan ve Roma mitolojilerinin ortacag biiyiiciiligii ile
harmanlandig1 tuhaf bir inang sistemi” atfetmesi, Ingilere’deki olumsuz Tiirk algisinin
kurgusalligi konusunu 6rneklendirmistir (107-115). Massinger’in The Renegado oyunu ise 0
donemlerde en biiylik korkulardan birisi olan Tiirklesme korkusu ve din degistirme
konusunun trajikomik bigimde incelendigi 6rneklendirilmistir (115-122).

Sonug olarak Erken Modern Donem Ingilteresi’nde “Yiice Tiirk”ten “Zalim Tiirk”e
doniisen Tiirk algisinin olusumunu ve gelisiminin altinda yatan nedenleri ve bunlarin
diplomatik, dini, popiiler ve edebi metinlerde, bir bakima donem hayatinin biitiin
unsurlarinda, yansimalarmi inceleyen bu eser, Tiirk-Ingiliz iligkileri ve konu hakkinda
biitiinciil bir bakis agis1 edinmek isteyen edebiyat¢i ve tarihgiler i¢in dnemli bir kaynaktir.
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Book Review

Siber, Sibel. Aynt Masada Yaruim Asir, Tutanaklar ve Tanmiklik, Yaymna Hazirlayan: Biilent
Fevzioglu, (Lefkosa, 2019).

Omer Turan®

Birkag aydir Kibris’tayim. Politik tansiyon ¢ok yiiksek. Evvela
1974’ten beri kapali tutulan Maras bolgesi agildi. Sonra
Cumhurbagkanligi se¢iminin birinci ve ikinci turu yapildi.
Genel Baskan ve Basbakan Ersin Tatar’in Cumhurbaskani
secilmesinin ardindan yeni genel bagkani se¢mek i¢in Ulusal
Birlik Partisi kongreye gitti. Birinci tur secimde en ¢ok oy alan
iki genel baskan adayi ikinci turda yarisacak derken ikisi de
cekildi. Kongre ertelendi. Yeni kongreye kadar partinin genel
§ = i sekreter Ersan Saner tarafindan yonetilmesi kararlastirildi. 15
M' M Kasim’da Kuzey Kibris Tirk Cumhuriyeti’nin  kurulus
— | yildoniimii  kutlamalarmma katilmak tiizere Tirkiye’den
AYNI MASAD Cumhurbagkan1 Erdogan’in biiylik bir heyetle gelmesi ve
Tu;i::}zlla]rve/:'asnldglk Maras’1 ziyaret etmesi Kibris siyasetini daha da hareketlendirdi.
Cumhurbagkan1 Tatar, Saner’e hiikiimeti kurma goérevi verdi.
Saner yaptig1 goriismelerden bir sonug alamayarak gorevi iade etti. ikinci biiyiik parti olan
Cumhuriyetgi Tiirk Partisi’nin genel bagskan1 Tufan Erhiirman’a gorev verildi. O da giivenoyu
alabilecek bir hiikiimet kurmaya muvaffak olamadi. Yeniden gorevlendirilen Saner nihayet
hiikiimeti kurdu. Ve bunlarin tamamu iki ay gibi kisa bir siirede gergeklesti.

Dr.Sibel Siber

Kuzey Kibris’ta Maras’ i agilmasindan Tatar’in secilmesine, Erdogan’in ziyaretinden
yeni hiikiimetin kurulmasina yasanan biitiin bu gelismeler bir biiylik tartismanin golgesinde
konusuluyor: Kibris Tiirklerinin gelecegi. Bir goriise gore, Rumlarla birlikte yasama arayisi
her haliikarda siirdiiriilmeli. Diger goriis ise 1974’ten bu yana siiren goriismelerde bir yol
almamadigmi, bu umutsuz ¢abanin ilanihaye siirdiilemeyecegini, artik bu kapmin kapatilmasi
ve Kuzey Kibris Tirk Cumhuriyeti’nin bagimsiz bir devlet olarak yoluna devam etmesi
gerektigini savunuyor.

Sibel Siber’in “Aymi Masada Yaruim Asw, Tutanaklar ve Tamiklik” isimli kitab1 bu
tartigmalara 151k tutacak bilgi ve belgelerle dolu. Kendisi Lefkosa dogumlu. Cerrahpasa’da tip
egitimini, Sisli Etfal’de ihtisasin1 tamamladi. 20 yila yakin bir siire adada dahiliye miitehassisi
olarak c¢alistiktan sonra 2009°da milletvekili segildi. 2013 yilinda Kuzey Kibris Tiirk
Cumhuriyeti’nin ilk kadin basbakani oldu. 2013 — 2018 yillar1 arasinda Kuzey Kibris Tiirk
Cumhuriyeti Meclis Bagkanligi goérevini yiiriitti. Bir¢ok sosyal sorumluluk projesi
gerceklestirdi. Medeni cesarete sahip, saygin, sade ve miitesebbis bir kisilik. Ehl-i kalem.
Gazete yazilar1, denemeleri var. “Diislerim ve Diisiincelerim” diger kitabu.

! Prof. Dr., Middle East Technical University. E-mail: omert@metu.edu.tr
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Siber, diinyanin en uzun silireli anlagmazliklardan biri olarak niteledigi Kibris
Sorunu’nun ¢oziimiine iligkin bu zamana kadar yapilan caligmalar1 anlatiyor. Miizakere
stirecini uzun bir yolculuga benzetiyor: Arzulanan hedefe bir tirlii ulasilamamaktadir.
Tiinelde bir 151k goriilmemektedir. Diisiinen ve sorgulayan bir siyaset¢i kimligiyle denenmis
ve netice alinamamig bir yontemde 1srar etmenin anlamsizligini gézler dniine seriyor; hastalik
yoktur hasta vardir diyen bir hekim kimligiyle kroniklesen bu duruma baska bir tedavi
yonteminin uygulanmasinin liizumuna dikkati ¢ekiyor.

Siber’in kitabinda g¢ocukluk anilar1 var, Basbakan ve Cumhuriyet Meclisi Baskani
olarak yasadiklar1 var, yerli ve yabanci devlet adamlariyla goriismeleri var. Ancak eser bir
hatrrat degil. Umarim bir giin hatiralarin1 da yazar. Burada sadece kroniklesen bu problem ele
alinmis. Elbette kendi perspektifinden ve kendi degerlendirmeleriyle. Kitapta, yazarin kendi
hatiralar1 ve gozlemlerinin yani sira gonderdigi ve kendisine gelen mektuplara yer verilmis.
Bunlara ilaveten Fazil Kiiclik Arsivi’nden, Meclis gizli celse zabitlarindan, Denktas ve
Klerides’in yaymlanmis hatiralarindan ve gazete kiipurlarindan alintilarla toplumlararasi
goriismelerin  hikdyesi, bir baska soyleyisle menzil-i maksude nasil ulasilamadigi
anlatilmaktadir. Bu nasilin i¢inde ni¢in de gizlidir.

Yazar acik, net ve gercekei. Kibris sorununa iligkin yaklagimini su ciimlelerle ortaya
koyuyor: “Bu adada; uzlasi ile bulunacak, kalici, yasayabilir, her iki toplumun da baris i¢inde
yasayacag1 bir ¢6ziime ulasilmasi en biliyiik arzumdur. Bu arzu ve umut, var olan gercekler ve
dogru tespitler 1s131nda gergeklesebilir ancak. Yoksa hayal ettiklerimizi gergek sanirsak, iste o
zaman gerceklikten ve ¢oziimden uzaklasir, sorunla yasamaya alisir, kisaca statiikonun esiri
oluruz.” Eserinin ¢ergevesini ise soyle ¢iziyor: “Kitap; bunca yildir masadaki ¢6ziim modeli
olan federasyon arayislarmin ve miizakerelerinin neden her seferinde basarisizlikla
sonuglandirildigina dair bilgi, belge ve kisisel gozlemlerim 1sigindaki degerlendirmelerimi
icermektedir.”

Kibris miizakereleri 3 Haziran 1968 tarihinde Beyrut’ta basladi. Birlesmis Milletler
Genel Sekreteri Kibris Ozel Temsilcisi Osorio Tafall’m kurdugu masada Tiirk toplumunu
Rauf Denktas, Rum toplumunu ise Kleridis temsil etti. Denktas’in istiksafi olarak niteledigi
goriismelerde bir paket anlasmasi imkani arandi. Bu sekilde baslayan ve daha sonra
Letkosa’da ve baska sehirlerde yiiriitiilen goriismelerden bir sonug alinamadi. Sonraki yillarda
da nice masalar kuruldu. Denktas’in ardindan Talat, sonra Eroglu, daha sonra Akinci Tiirk
toplumunu temsilen goriismeleri siirdiirdii. Kars1 tarafta Makarios, Kyprianou, Vasiliu,
Klerides, Papadopulos, Hristofyas, Anastasiadis... Isimler & mekanlar degisti, giindem
degismedi. Masalar kurulduguyla, konular goriisiildiigiiyle kaldi. Maksat hasil olmadi.

Siber bu durumu taraflarm aymi yolu izleyerek farkli ¢oziime ulagsma hedeflerine
baglamaktadir. Birlesmis Milletler’in ¢6ziim parametreleri “iki toplumlu, iki bolgeli, siyasi
esitlige dayali bir federasyon” seklindedir. Yillarca bunun i¢in goriisiilmektedir. Bununla
beraber Makarios’tan Anastasiadis’e Rum toplumunu temsilen masada oturanlar, kiigiik bir
azinlik olarak gordiikleri Tiirklerle esit olmaya karsi ¢ikiyorlar. Bu bakis sadece Rumlar1
temsilen masada oturanlarin degil, Rumlarmn biiyiik ¢ogunlugunun bakisi. Masada oturanlar
siyasi baskilarla esitlige dayal belgeleri imzalasalar da ilk firsatta imzalarmi inkar ediyorlar.
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19 Subat 1959°da Kibris Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulus antlasmasini imzalayan Makarios, 1963
yilinda Kibris Tiirk halkinin haklarini zorla geri aldi, onlar1 gettolarda yagamaya mahkam etti.
Ayni Makarios 1968 yilinda “%18 niifusa sahip bir toplum bize hiikkmedemez” diyerek,
Anayasa’y1 degistirmek istedi. Annan Plani’n1 imzalayanlar halkoylamasinda reddedilmesine
Onayak oldular. Mevcut lider Anastasiadis, azinlik ¢ogunluga hitkkmedemez diyerek siyasi
esitligi reddediyor.

Kitabm birinci kismu degindigimiz sekilde tanikliklari igeriyor. Ikinci kismi ise
tutanaklar. Daha dogrusu eklerden olusuyor. Konumuza iligkin 1968, 1970, 1971, 1972, 1973
yillarmna ait Meclis gizli celse zabitlari, Birlesmis Milletler Genel Sekreteri ve Kibris Ozel
Temsilcisi’ne gonderilen mektuplar, Birlesmis Milletler Genel Sekreteri’nin 2015-2017
goriismelerine dair raporu, KKTC Cumhuriyet meclisinin ve temsil edilen partilerin
deklerasyon ve ortak agiklamalar1 gibi 6nemli belgeler burada yer aliyor.

Sonséz kismi yazilamamis kitabin miizakere siireci lizerine diisiineceklere ve
calisacaklara 151k tutacagina inaniyor, Siber’i kutluyorum.
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