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Editorden

Kiymetli Okuyucular

Journal of Universal History Studies (JUHLS) Aralik sayisiyla karsinizdayiz. Yeni sayimizda gesitli konularda ve
farkli dénemlere ait 5 bilimsel galismay: sizlere sunuyoruz. Bu galismalarin igerisinde; Osmanli ve Cumhuriyet
donemine stk tutan makalelerin yani sira, daha eski tarihler hakkinda bizleri aydinlatan makaleler de yer
almaktadir. Dergimizin yeni sayisinin hazirlik asamasinda hem galigmalarini dergimize yollayan yazarlarimiza hem de
hakemlik yaparak derginin daha ist seviyelere gikmasi igin katki saglayan degerli hakemlerimize gok tegekkiir
ediyoruz. Dergi olarak en biiyiik amacimiz; her yeni sayida kendimizi gelistirerek bilim diinyasina katki saglayacak
galigmalart sizlere ulastirmaktir. Sonraki sayimmiz Haziran ayinda yayinlanacaktir. Kiymetli tarihgiler ve
arastirmacilarin galigmalarini bekliyoruz.

Diger sayimizda goriismek tizere, saglikli ve ilim dolu ginler diliyorum...
Prof. Dr. Sabit DOKUYAN

Sef Editor

Aralik 2023/Dlizce
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From Editor

Dear Readers,

We are here with the December issue of our journal, Journal of Universal History Studies (JUHLS). In our new
issue, we present 5 scientific studies on various subjects and from different periods. In these studies, in additon
to the articles that shed light on Ottoman and Republic of Tiirkiye periods, there are also articles that enlighten
us about the ancient history. We would like o thank both the authors who sent their works to the journal turing
the preperation of the new issue of our journal and our valuable referees who contributed to the higher levels of
the journal by refeering. Our biggest goal as a journal; to develop ourselves in every new issue to contribute to
the world of science. The next issue will be published in June. We expect the work of esteemed historians and

researchers.
T wish you healthy and scientific days to see in our other issue...
Prof. Dr Sabit DOKUYAN

Editor in Chief

December 2023 /Diizce
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Oz

1950 yilinda iktidara gelen Demokrat Parti, dort yillik icraatlarnin halkin ¢ogunlugu tarafindan tasvip
edilmesinden dolayr 1954 secimlerinde yiiksek oranda oy almustir. Fakat secim sonrasindaki siirecte
mubhalefetle ve 6zellikle CHP ile olan stirtiismeleriyle 6ne ¢ikmugtir. Cikarttigi kanunlarla muhalif kanadi ve
basmi denetim altina almaya calisan iktidar karsisinda muhalefet, siirekli olarak itirazlarda bulunmustur.
1957 yilma gelindiginde iktidar-muhalefet cekismesi en {ist diizeylere ulasmustir. Erken bir secimin|
olacagmin konusulmaya bagslandig1 bu yilin subat aymdan baslamak iizere, DP ile CHP arasmnda ‘‘bahar
havasr” olarak adlandirilan ve birkag ay siiren sakin bir dénem yasannustir. Indnii ve Menderes bahar
havasmm iki 6nemli simgesi haline gelmistir. Diger muhalif partiler ve liderler ise siirecin disinda
tutulmustur. DP-CHP arasindaki yakmlagmanin tek faydali sonucu ise Kirsehir’in il yapilmasi olmustur.
Fakat CMP lideri Boliikbast nin dokunulmazliginmn kaldiriimast sakin gegen siireci sonlandirmustir. Zaten
CHP icerisinde de yasanan bahar havasmimn partiye zarar verdigi yoniinde sikdyetler coktan baslamustir.
Calismamizda, bahsi gecen 1limli siyasi donem ve bu sliregte yasanan gelismeler yansitilmigtir. Makale
hazirlanirken meclis tutanaklari, donemin basiny, arsiv belgeleri, telif ve tetkik eserlerden yararlamlmusgtir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, Demokrat Parti, Menderes, indnii, Béliikbast.

Abstract

Upon assuming power in 1950, the Democratic Party gamered a significant percentage of votes in the 1954
elections, owing to the public's endorsement of its four-year record. However, in the aftermath of the
election, the party's grievances with the opposition, particularly the CHP, were brought to the forefront. The
opposition constantly voiced their disapproval against the government, which attempted to curb dissenting
voices in both the opposition and the pres through legislation. In 1957, the conflict between the government
and opposition escalated to its zenith. A few months of peace, dubbed "springweather", occurred between
DP and CHP from February when early election talks began. indnii and Menderes were significant figures
of this tranquil period, with other opposition parties and leaders excluded from the proceedings. The only
positive effect of the DP-CHP rapprochement was becoming province of Kirsehir. Nevertheless, the
termination of CMP leader Boliikbast's immunity put an end to the peaceful process. Within the CHP, there
were grievances about the damage the springmood had done to the party. This analysis reflects the moderate
political climate and events during this period. To prepare this article, parliamentary records, contemporary|
press, archive materials, copyrighted and examined works were consulted.

Keywords: Republic of Tiirkiye, Democratic Party, Menderes, Inonii, Boliikbast.
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Giris

Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti'nin kurucusu ve ilk Cumhurbagkam Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk ve ikinci
Cumhurbagkan: Ismet Inénii dénemi onlarm isimleriyle amlmusti. Fakat 1950-1960 yillart arasmda DP’nin
iktidarda oldugu yillar, Cumhurbagkam Celal Bayar adiyla degil Bagbakan Adnan Menderes ile
isimlendirilmistir. Bu on yillik donemde gercek manada siyaset arenasinda Adnan Menderes aktif rol oynamus,
Bayar ise ikinci planda kalmay tercih etmistir. Menderes, ekonomiden dis politikaya kadar her tiirlii faaliyetin
dogrudan takipeisi ve atilan adimlarn karar vericisi konumunda goriilmektedir. Atatiirk doneminde Atatiirk-
Inénii iliskisinde oldugu gibi bir yakn ikili anlayisi, DP iktidarn déneminde Bayar-Menderes arasinda hayat
bulamanustir. Bu durum Menderes’i muhalefetle olan iliskilerde dogrudan hedefe koymus ve diger bir deyisle
yalniz biraknustir. Onceki donem cumhurbaskanli yapan ve siyasal-toplumsal arenada biiyiik bir agirhg olan
Inénii ile dogrudan muhatap olan ve miicadeleyi yiiriiten de Menderes olmustur. CHP her ne kadar 1950
secimlerinde iktidardan diismiis, 1954 segimlerinde de neredeyse meclisten tasfiye edilmis olsa da partinin
basinda bulunan Inénii, partisini diri tutmak icin siyasi manevralar yapmaktaki ustahgmi net olarak ortaya
koymustur. Bu liderlik yaklagimu, partiyi yok olmaktan ve umutlarini kaybetmekten kurtarmustir.

CHP’nin 1950 secimleri yeni tamamlanmisken baglattigi sert muhalefet anlayisi, diger kiigiik
mubhalifpartilerin de katkistyla 1960 darbesi olana kadar kiiclik araliklarla devam etmistir. Bu muhalif yaklasmu
organize eden Indnii, hedefinde tuttugu Menderes’e karst hem mecliste hem de meclis disinda ¢ok sert bir tutum
sergilemistir. Ikili arasmda sadece dis politika konusunda daha 1limh bir iliski kurulmustur. Dis politikada iki
liderin gerektigi zaman ortak bir dil kullanmaya ¢alisma gayreti, on yillik siireg igerisinde cesitli vesilelerle
kendisini gostermistir. Inonii, Menderes iktidarinm i¢ politikada attig1 neredeyse her adm, kimi zaman doz
artirarak, ¢ok sert sekilde elestirmistir. Buna mukabil Menderes de indnii’niin cumhurbaskani oldugu 1938-
1950 yillan arasinda yasananlart ve yapilanlan elestirmekten geri durmamusti. Menderes bu elestirilerini
yaparken Atatiirk donemiyle ilgili olarak hassas davranmaya ve o donemi ayn tutmaya 6zen gostermistir. Bu
tartigmalar stirekli artis gOstermekte ve sertlesmekteyken, 1957 yili baglarinda beklenmedik bir sekilde
Menderes-Inonii arasinda birkag ay siirecek bahar havasi yasanmaya baslannustir. Bu yakinlasma kimileri
tarafindan ¢ok samimi bulunmasa da iilke icerisindeki siyasi atmosferi siikiinete erdirmis, karsihkh jestler
vatandas tarafindan takdirle karsilannustir. Basladig: gibi yine bir anda son bulan bahar havasinin detaylar
calismamaz igerisinde sunulmaya calistimigtir.

Menderes donemi olarak adlandirilan on yilhk DP iktidan ile ilgili cok sayida bilimsel calisma
yapilmistir. Bu ¢alismalar igerisinde, makalemizde yer alan siireg de kismen aktarilmaya ¢aligilmistir. Donemin
Onemli muhalif yaymlarmdan birisi olan Akis dergisinde bahar havasi konusunda yazilar sik¢a yer almustir.
Siireg ierisinde tartismalarin merkezinde olan gazeteci ve Inonii'niin damad: Metin Toker de kaleme aldig:
“DP Yokus Asag (1954-1957)” bashkh eserinde konuyla ilgili yaklasimm genel hatlartyla aktarmaya
calismustir. Diger bilimsel ¢calismalarda ise daha ¢ok Kirsehir’in il olmasi mevzusuna odaklanan bir yaklasim
sergilenmistir. Kisa stiren bahar havasinin en 1yi yansidigi meclis goriismeleri ve giinliik gazeteler ise
makalemizin temel dayanaklar olmustur. Telif-tetkik eserler, iki liderin meclis i¢inde ve disinda yapmus oldugu
konugmalara ait metinler, arsiv belgeleri de destekleyici kaynaklar olarak kullamlmustir. Elde edilen bilgiler
cercevesinde; siyasetin ¢ok kisa siire icerisinde, sadece iki kisinin etkisiyle, nasil yon degistirebilecegi ve kontrol
edilebilecegi ortaya konulmaya galisilmustir.
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1957 Yih Nasil Basladi? Tartismalar-Sorunlar

Demokrat Parti, 1950 yilinda gerceklesen milletvekili segimlerini kazanarak iktidara gelmigtir. DP
iktidarmm ilk dort yili, tarm ve sanayi alanlarinda yapilan yatirimlar ve desteklemelerle basarih gegmistir.
Marshall Plam dahilinde gelen yardimlar da siirecin olumlu yiiriitiiimesine biiyiik destek saglamistir (Dokuyan
ve Yiiksel, 2020, s. 18). Iktidar, bu basarih siirecin ardmdan yapilan 2 Mayis 1954 secimlerinden de zaferle
¢tkmig ve mecliste ezici cogunlugu elde etmistir. DP %57,6 oy alarak agik ara farkla iktidarin stirdiirme imkam
bulmustur. Ana muhalefet partisi CHP ise %35,36°da kalmustir (tbmm.gov.tr). Elde edilen biiyiik basarmmn
ardindan iktidar, daha rahat bir cahigma ortamu yakalayacagmi diisiinmiis ama hem parti iginde hem de
mubhalefetle yagsanan gerginlikler DP iktidarim daha sert bir tavir igerisine siiriiklemistir. Hitkiimet bir dizi hatalar
yaparak eldeki sermayesini titkketmeye baslamustir (Yiicel, 2002, s. 839). Tktidarmn alnus oldugu bazi Snlemler
mubhalefet partileriyle arasindaki iligkilerde biiytik gerilimler yaratmstir. Kirsehir ilinin ilge ve Malatya sehrinin
ikiye boliinerek Adiyaman’m il yapilmasi, hizmet siiresine bakilmaksizin kamu gérevlilerinin emekliye sevk
edilmesi, tiniversite dgretim tiyelerinin bakanlik emrine ¢ekilmesi, basin konusunda yapilan kisitlamalarn ve
cezalarin artirlmasi, toplantilar ve gosteri yiiriiyiislerinde siirlamalar getirilmesi (Turan, 1999, s. 95; Akin,
2002, s. 916) gibi mevzularda yasanan sorunlar iktidar ile muhalefet arasmdaki gerilimi artrmustr. Ozellikle
DP-CHP arasindaki siirtiisme ve rekabet had sathaya ulasmustir. 1957 yilma bu gerilimlerle ve tilkede hizla
artan ekonomik sorunlarin golgesinde girilmistir. Yeni yilda, biriken sorunlarin ¢oziiliip ¢oziilmeyecegi
kamuoyu ve basin tarafindan merakla beklenmeye baglanmugtir. Hiikiimetin 6zellikle ekonomik sorunlart
¢ozme noktasinda almus oldugu onleyici tedbirlerin pek de basarili olmadigt gériilmiistiir (Cumhuriyet,
01.01.1957, s. 1). Tek parti iktidar doneminden kalan uygulamalarn ve DP iktidan siiresince yiiriirlikk bulan
antidemokratik yaklasimlarin bir tiirlii bertaraf edilememesi, bu konulardaki vaatlerin hayat bulamamasi elestiri
konusu olmustur (TBMMZC, 15.02.1957, 5. 215). Isveg te yaymlanan Stokholm Tidningen gazetesi de 7 Ocak
1957 tarihli sayisinda Tiirkiye nin i¢inde bulundugu sikintil durumlar tasvir etmeye ¢alisnustir. Gazeteye gore
Tiirkiye’de Menderes iktidan sert bir politika izlemekte, 1954 se¢imleri 6ncesi halka vaat ettigi rahatlatici
hamleleri hayata gegirmemek i¢in direnmektedir. Grev hakki, basin hiirriyeti, ispat hakki, toplantt kanunu
konularinda olumlu adimlar atilmanstrr. Iktidarn bu tavri, muhalefetin giiclenmesini engellemeye calismak
olarak yorumlanmaktadir. Ekonomik sikmtilar da had sathaya ulagmus, Tiirk parasmin degeri diismis, ithalat
kasith oldugu icin yerli iiretim mallara biiyiik zamlar yapilnus, vatandas sikintiya diigmiistiir. 1950 yilinda
tasarruf vaatleriyle iktidara gelen Menderes hiikiimeti daha fazla israf yapmaktan kagmmanusti. Menderes,
tiniversiteler ve akademisyenlerle de kavga igerisine girmistir. Gorevden almalar ve istifalar tiniversitelerde
gerginligi artirmis, aydinlarla iktidar arasinda ipler kopma noktasina gelmistir (BCA, 30-1-0-0/127-825-2).

Halkin ilgilendigi en 6nemli konu ise uygulanan kanunlardan ¢ok, ekonomik sikintilar ve stirekli
gelen zamlar olmustur. 1957 yili da zamlarla baslamus ve ilk olarak sekere zam gelmistir. Bu hareket vatandasin
iktidara olan tepkisinin artmasma neden olmustur. Bir savas durumu olmamasma ragmen zam yapilmasi
gereksiz goriilmiistiir (Akis, 26.01.1957, s. 4). Zamlarn tiim tiiketim {irlinlerine yanstyarak yayilmasi
vatandasm konuya espriyle yaklasmasma yol agmustir. Bir vatandas basma gonderdigi mektupta; zamlar i¢in
muhalefeti suclu gérmiis ve muhalefetin seker zammm karsisinda gensoru hazirlamasini elestirmistir. Eger
muhalefet bu girisimde bulunmasa idi Menderes miidahale ederek zamlan kaldirp kendisine pay
cikarabilecekti. Fakat muhalefet Bagbakana bu firsati tantmamustir (Akis, 09.02.1957, s. 3). Vatandasin espriyle
yaklastig1 bu durum aslinda bir gercegi yansitmaktaydi. O giinlerde hiikiimet ya da belediyeler tarafindan
yapilan kimi zamlar Menderes’in miidahalesi ile geri ¢ekilmekteydi. Bu yaklasim bazi vatandaslar tarafindan
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siyasi bir hamle olarak degerlendirilmekteydi (Cumhuriyet, 05.01.1957, s. 1, 5). Sadece zam konusunda degil,
kimi zaman da piyasada bir maln bulunmadigma yonelik haberler yaymlandiktan sonra Bagbakanin
miidahalesiyle sorunun halledildigine dair haberler basinda yer almaktaydi. Omegin istanbul’da et ve ekmek
bulunamadigina yonelik yapilan gazete haberinin ardindan ertesi giin, Bagbakan Menderes’in miidahalesiyle
sorunun ¢oziildiigii haberi basinda yer almustir (Akis, 19.01.1957, s. 17, 20).

Gelen zamlarin hazinenin agiklarmi kapatmak icin yapildigi ve sorunun vatandasin sirtina
yiiklenilmeye calisildign elestirileri dillendirilmeye baslanmustir. Ulkenin kalkmmasi igin siirekli olarak
vatandasa yiik bindirilmesi, iktidar tarafindan vaat edilen refah dolu giinlerin ancak sonraki nesillere nasip
olacag1 yorumlarini beraberinde getirmistir (Akis, 26.01.1957, s. 19). Hikiimetin plansiz bir ekonomi yonetimi
sergilemesi, yatinmlarm da plan ¢ergevesinde ilerlememesinden dolay1 ekonomik krizin derinlestigi iddialart
ortaya atilmaya baglaninca, Menderes bir agiklama yapmak zorunda kalmig ve yapilan hangi yatirimun tilke
icin faydali olmadigmin kendilerine sdylenmesini istemistir. Sikintrya girilmeden diinyanin biiytik ilerleyisine
ayak uydurulamayacagin da sozlerine eklemistir (Adnan Menderes’in Konugmalari, 1992, s. 152). Bagbakan
bagka bir konusmasinda da yaptiklar icraattan memnun olmayan vatandasin ilk segimlerde bunu sandiga
yansitabilme sansi oldugunu, yasanan ekonomik sikintilarin abartildigini, medeniyet alaninda ilerlemenin
saglanabilmesi i¢in boyle sikintilara gogiis gerilmesi gerektigini sOylemistir. Yapilan yatimmlarla tilkenin disa
bagimliliginin azaltilmasini ve ithalatin diistirtilmesini amagladiklarini belirtmigtir (Cumhuriyet, 08.02.1957, s.
1,5).

Piyasada yasanan mal darhig ve fiyat artislart konusunda ise bazi iktidar milletvekillerinin farkli
agiklamalar yaptiklan goriilmektedir. DP Izmir Milletvekili Rauf Onursal, mal kithgmm vatandasin gereginden
fazla iiriin almasindan kaynaklandigini, ayrica isgi ticretlerinin artmasindan dolay1 fiyatlara yansimalar
oldugunu belirtmistir (Ulus, 29.01.1957, s. 1). Kimi iktidar mensuplari ise mal darlig1 ve fiyat artisii, CHP’li
tliccarlarn mallart stoklayarak fiyatlarin artigma yol acip iktidan zor durumda birakmaya ¢alismalarma
baglanmustir (Albayrak, 2007, s. 244). Ekonomi ve Ticaret Bakani Abdullah Aker ise yasanan ekonomik
sikintilart gecici olarak nitelendirmistir. Ozellikle ithal mallart satan tiiccarlarn yiiksek kir amaglamalari
nedeniyle fiyatlarin arttigmi, bunu engellemek i¢in Milli Korunma Kanunu’nu yeniden hayata gecirerek
vatandasi giivence altina almaya cahstiklarm aktarmistir. Kanunla birlikte tiiccarlarin ellerindeki mallan
piyasaya siirmek zorunda kaldigim ve bunun da fiyatlan dengelemekte oldugunu, fahis fiyatlara dur denildigini
iddia etmistir (TBMMZC, 21.01.1957, s. 148-150). Devlet Bakam Emin Kalafat ise ekonomik diizenin
iktidarin kontroliinde siirdiiriilmekte oldugunu, yatirrmlarin hizla gergeklestirildigini, imkansizliklara ragmen
hedeflere ulagilacagim dile getirmistir (TBMMZC, 14.01.1957, s. 67-69; Ulus, 15.01.1957,s. 1, 5).

Hiikiimet tarafindan yapilan agiklamalara ragmen karaborsacilik ve fiyat artiglarn hiz kesmemistir.
Bu durum iktidar yanhsi isimler tarafindan da elestirilere neden olustur. DP grubunun yapmis oldugu
toplantilarda bu elestiriler seslendiriimeye baslanmustir (Albayrak, 2007, s. 243). CHP ise yaymladidi bir teblig
ile iktidart ekonomi politikalart konusunda elestirmis ve sorunlart gdmmezden gelerek pahahihd yok
saydiklarm, tiim yasananlar i¢cin muhalefeti suclamayi ¢ikar yol olarak gordiiklerini belirtmisti. CHP’ye gore
artik tek ¢6ziim yolu se¢cimdir ve vatandas, oylartyla sorunlan kokiinden ¢ozecektir (Cumhuriyet, 21.01.1957,
s. 1, 5; Ulus, 21.01.1957, s. 1, 5). Muhalefet sadece ekonomik sikintilar konusunda degil dis politika
yaklagimlart mevzusunda da iktidar sert sekilde elestirmektedir. Tiirkiye nin Bati medeniyetinden koparilarak
Doguya yakmlastirlmaya cahsiimast en biiyiik elestiri konusu olmustur. Ozelikle din kardesligi iizerinden
izlenmeye calisilan dis politikanin olumsuz sonuglar doguracag; iddia edilmektedir. Iran, Irak, Pakistan, Suriye,
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Misir, Libya, Suudi Arabistan ve Urdiin gibi Miisliman devletlerle iliskiler, kardeslik politikastyla
sikilagtirilmaya  ¢ahisilmaktadi. Halbuki dis politkada din degil iilkenin menfaatleri g6z Oniinde
bulundurulmali, Hristiyan devletler iliski ¢emberinin disarisinda birakilmamalidir. Yine muhalefete gore
tilkenin yonii Bati medeniyetine ¢evrilmelidir. Ciinkii devletin gelismesi ancak modemn devletler ile is birligi ile
saglanabilecektir. Tiirkiye’yi islam cografyasmm lideri gibi gdstermeye ¢alismak aksi bir sonug dogurmakta ve
Arap cografyasindan tepki alimmaktadir. Arap cografyasina bel baglanilmasma ragmen bu devletlerden
Tiirkiye’ye ne siyasal ne de ekonomik alanda destek gelmektedir. Hatta Arap devletleri Tiirkiye’den ¢ok
Hristiyan Avrupa devletleriyle daha iyi anlagmaktadirlar. Kibris meselesi gibi uluslararast mevzularda Arap
milleti Tiirkiye nin yaninda olma konusunda garanti vermemektedir (Akis, 9.02.1957, . 9).

CHP-DP Arasinda Yumusama Emareleri: Bahar Havasi Bashyor

DP ile CHP arasinda gerginlikler hiikiimetin izledigi ekonomik, siyasal ve sosyal politikalar
yiiziinden had sathaya ulagsmusti. Muhalefet artik erken segimle sorunlarin ¢oziilecegini dillendirmeye
baglamustir. Aksi takdirde iilke uguruma siiriiklenmektedir. iktidar ise siirekli olarak bir diizelmenin olacagi
yoniinde agiklamalar yapmaktadir. Gerginlik, 6zellikle muhalefet partilerinin iilke icerisindeki gezileri ve
toplantilarina yapilan miidahalelerle daha da keskinlesmistir. Toplanma kanununa karst gelindigi gerekgesiyle
mubhalif partilerin agik alanda toplanmalarina miidahaleler gelmektedir. 1957 yili 17 Subat’mda bu konuda
cereyan eden bir olay gerginligi daha da artrmustir. Istanbul’da CHP ocaklarmin agths torenine giden Genel
Sekreter Kasim Giilek’in etrafini partililer sarinca polis miidahale etmis ve toplanma kanununa aykir hareket
edildigi sdylenerek Giilek ve miitesebbis idare heyeti karakola davet edilmistir. Polisler ayrica toplanan halki da
dagitmstir. Karakola giden parti yetkililerine diger ocak agilislarina katilim saglanmamasi yoniinde telkinde
bulunulmustur. Giilek de bu sekilde hareket etmigtir (Cumhuriyet, 18.02.1957,s. 1, 5).

Yasanan gerginlikler 1957 yili biitge goriismeleri esnasmda bir miktar azalma gosterecektir. CHP-DP
vekilleri arasinda gerginliklerle baslayan goriismeler, indnii ve Menderes’in karsthkh jestleriyle farkh bir sekle
biirtinecektir ve bu yakilasma “bahar havast” olarak adlandiriimaya baglanacaktir. 20-28 Subat 1957 tarthinde
gerceklesen biitge gorlismeleri, Tiirkiye’nin iginde bulundugu sikintih durumlarn da meclis giindemine
getirildigi bir siirec olacaktir. Iktidar ise gelen elestirileri cevaplandirmak icin caba sarf edecektir. 20 Subat giinii
baslayan goriismelerde ilk konugmay1 Maliye Bakan1 Hasan Polatkan yapmustir. Bakan konugmasinda, tilkenin
kendi iktidarlari doneminde sergiledigi gelisim stireglerini sayilarla aciklamaya c¢alismustir. Polatkan’in
degerlendirmesine gore tilkenin atil durumdaki milli kaynaklar degerlendirilerek 6nemli basarilar saglanmustir.
Ozellikle ziraat alaninda CHP iktidar1 dSneminde zayif tutulan kredi musluklar1 acilmustir. Ziraat alanida 1950
yilinda 324 milyon lira olan kredi tahsisi 1957 yilina gelindiginde 1 milyar 732 milyon liraya ¢ikarthmustir.
Sanayi alaninda ise saglanan kredi miktar1 2 milyar 500 milyon liraya ulagmustir. Gayri safi mili hasila 1949
yilinda 8 milyar 101 milyon iken 1955 yilinda bu miktar 20 milyar 559 milyona ¢ikmustir. Ziraat alanindaki
yatirimlar ve teknolojik yenilenme ise dnemli boyutlara ulagmustir. Traktor ve tarmm aletlerinin yogun sekilde
kullanilmastyla ¢ifici karasaban ve kagnidan kurtarilmaya cahsitmustir. Cificiye toprak dagitiimas, tagkin ve
sellerin 6nlenmesi i¢in tedbirler artirlmus, sulama sistemleri yaygmlastirilmis ve yapilan yeni karayollartyla
cift¢inin {irlinii pazara daha rahat sekilde ulasmaya baglamstir. 1950 yilinda 8 milyon 874 bin hektar olan ekim
alan1 1956 yilinda 14 milyon 153 bin hektara ulagmus, tiretimde de yaklagik %680’lik bir artis saglannustir.
Sanayideki gelisme de 1948 yil1 100 kabul edilirse 1955 yihnda 161.3 olarak gergeklesmistir. Ithalatta daralma
yasanirken thracat rakamlar1 1950 y1h 6ncesine gore hep daha fazla gergeklesmistir. Borglanma miktar olarak
artsa da devlete olan ytikii bakimmdan bir diisiis goriilmiistiir. Ciinkii devletin geliri DP iktidar doneminde ¢ok
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fazla artis gdstermistir. Borglanma ile saglanan paralar ile yollar, igme sulari, kopriiler, sulama tesisleri, elektrik
santralleri, saghk merkezleri ve okullar yapilmisti. Boylece iilkenin bugiinii ve yarm igin yatirimlar
gerceklesmistir. Saglik konusu da ciddi yatinm yapilan alanlar arasinda yer almistir. Saglik merkezi, hastane,
yatak kapasiteleri, salgm hastaliklarla miicadele konularinda ciddi adimlar atilmgtir. DP iktidar déneminde
egitim alaninda da biiyiik yatirmmlar yapilmis, CHP iktidarinm son 6 yili ile karsilagtirldiginda DP 6 yilda egitim
yatmmlarmi iki katmdan fazla artrmustir. Ogrenci, dgretmen, okul ve iiniversite agilmasi konusunda ciddi
admlar atilmistir (TBMMZC, 20.02.1957, s. 291-323). Bakan konusmasi boyunca CHP iktidar ile kendi
iktidarlarini karsilagtirarak hem gelisimin boyutlarim ortaya koymaya calismis hem de 6nceki iktidan yetersiz
ve basarisiz gordiiklerini anlatmaya cahignustir.

21 Subat giinii ise muhalefetin 6nemli simalarndan Osman Béliikbasi sert bir konusma yapmustir.
Boliikbagi’na gore tilkede kanunsuz uygulamalar yapilmakta ve bir rejim buhram yasanmaktadir. Ekonomik
ve sosyal sikmtilarm tamamu rejim buhranindan kaynaklanmaktadir. iktidar anayasaya aykir kanunlar
aracih@ryla mesruiyet sinirlarin disma ¢iknustir. Yapilacak genel segimlerde de antidemokratik kanunlar
yiiziinden daha simdiden mesruiyet ihlal edilmistir (TBMMZC, 21.02.1957, s. 399). 23 Subat giinii ise
muhalefet tarafindan radyonun sadece iktidarin hizmetinde kullamilmasi konusu giindeme getirilmis ve
elestirilmistir. Iktidarm, muhalefetin sesini memlekete duyurmaktan korktugu iddia edilmistir. Bu elestiri DP’li
vekiller tarafindan sert sekilde karsilik bulmustur (Cumbhuriyet, 23.02.1957, s. 1). Yine ayn1 giin konusan CHP
Genel Bagkani Ismet Innii, muhalefetin mecliste rahat hareket imkam bulamadigmni, gensoru miiessesesinin
cahistnimadigin, tilkede bir rejim buhran yasandigmni, mahkemelerin bagimsiz ve hakimlerin teminat altinda
olmadigini, basin ve toplanma kanununun baskici bir igerige sahip oldugunu, iiniversite muhtariyetinin
tanmmadigm belirtmistir (Ismet Indnii’niin. .., 1993, s. 205; TBMMZC, 23.02.1957, s. 572-576; Ulus,
24.02.1957,s. 1, 5).

24 Subat giinii Adalet Bakanlig biitcesi goriisiilmiistiir. Oturumda konusan Inonii iktidarin adalet
anlayisi sert sekilde elestirmistir. Indnii’ye gore iktidar mensuplart hakimlerin kararlarini begenmemekte ve
onlara miidahale etmektedir. Hakimlerin 25 y1l ¢cahstiktan sonra emekliye sevkedilmesi kararinin da tilkedeki
adalet mensuplarmimn sayilari azaltarak, adli mercilerin iglevlerini kaybetmesine neden oldugunu iddia etmistir
(Ismet Inénii’niin. . ., 1993, s. 207). Adalet sistemiyle ilgili In6nii ve muhalefetten gelen elestirilere Menderes
kiirstiden cevap vermistir. Bagbakan, esasen kendilerinden onceki iktidar doneminde hiirriyet ve adaletin tam
olarak isletilmedigini belirtmigtir. Mecliste de nceki donemde tek parti yiiziinden muhalefet denilen yapinmn
bulunmadigini, kimsenin meclis kiirsiisiine ¢ikarak Bagbakana bu kadar acik ve sert elestiriler yoneltemedigini
hatirlatmistir. Menderes oturum devam ederken tekrar s6z almis ve kendilerine muhalefet tarafindan yapilan
elestirilerin bir gelenek haline getirildigmi belirtmigtir. 1950 yilinda, daha iktidara gelislerinin iizerinden birkag
ay geemisken, CHP kanadmin kendilerini vaatlerini yerine getirmemekle sucladigini hatirlatmustir.
Menderes’in elestirileri karsisinda soz isteyen indnii’ye bu hak tanmmamus ve muhalefet lideri meclisi terk
etmigtir (Cumhuriyet, 25.02.1957, s. 5; TBMMZC, 24.02.1957, s. 710-714; Bagbakanlarmmuz. . ., 2014, s. 754,
757).

25 Subat giinii gergeklesen meclis goriismelerinde ise giin igerisinde ti¢ farkli atmosfer meclise
hakim olmustur. Sabah oturumunda énce gerginlik yasanmus, ardindan Inénii ve Menderes’in konusmalartyla
mecliste bir siikiinet hakim olmus, gece oturumundaysa ortam yeniden gerilmistir. O sabah oturumda, Mili
Savunma Bakanlig1 biitcesi goriisiilmtistiir ve ortam gerilmigtir. Hiirriyet Partisi adina konusan Selahattin
Toker, Menderes’in oglunu kastederek, yedek subaylar arasmda ayrimcilik yapildigimi iddia etmistir. Menderes
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soz alarak kendi iktidarlarni doneminde kimsenin ¢ocuguna askerlik gorevi esnasinda ayrimeilik yapilmadigim
soylemis ve bu konudaki iddialar ispatlanirsa kendi cocugu dahil ilgililerin cezalandiriimasini talep etmigtir. HP
adma konusan Fethi Celikbas ise iktidarin otomobil saltanatim elestirmistir. Menderes bu elestiriye de cevap
vermis ve Celikbas’m Isletmeler Bakam iken yeni araba tahsis edilen ilk bakan oldugunu hatirlatmustir
(TBMMZC, 25.02.1957, 5. 740, 747, 751-752; Cumhuriyet, 26.02.1957, s. 1, 5).

HP ile DP arasinda stirtiismenin artmasi, CHP-DP gerginligini ikinci plana itmigtir. Hatta gozle
goriiliir bir yumusama da hissedilmisti. Bu yumusama ortamu Indnii’niin yaptig1 konusmayla zirveye
tasmmustir. Indnii konusmasinda; Kirsehir’in ilge yapilmasmimn gerginliklere sebebiyet verecek sekilde siyasete
alet edilmemesini istemis, bu ilgenin tekrardan il yapilmasmin dogru olacagmi belirterek su ifadeleri
kullanmustir:

“Diistincesiz politika adamlart iktidar partisine rey vermedigi icin Kirsehir ‘in basina gelen
yarin herhangi bir vilayet veya kazamn basina gelebilir propagandasin zararl bir surette
yvaymaktadirlar: Bunu yaymalarmin ehemmiyeti yoktur: Boyle bir sozden kaginmatk icin teklif
vapmuyoruz. Teklifi miinhasiran, bir adalet duygusunun tatmini igin, serefiyle yasayan bir
memleket halkann yarasin tedavisi igin istirham ediyorum. Maruzatim bundan ibarettir.”
(Ismet Inénii’niin. . ., 1993, s. 211; TBMMZC, 25.02.1957, 5. 765, 766).

Menderes, Inonii’niin sakin ve uzlasmaci tavrimi destekleyen ve siirdiiren yaklasimmm gleden
sonraki oturumda ortaya koymustur. Basbakan gerginliklerden sikayet ederek Inonii’ye tesekkiir eden bir
konusma yapmus ve su ifadeleri kullanmustir:

“...Bugiin ogleden evvel Cumhurivet Halk Partisi Genel Bagkan: Saym Inonii konustu,
Bendeniz maalesef burada bulunamadim, konusmasi yukardan dinledim. Eger burada
olsaydim nasil biiyiik bir arzuyla ve sevkle kendisini alkisladigim gorvecektiniz. Aym hislerle
sizin de dolu oldugunuzdan eminim... Sizlere arz etmis oldugum hisler ve boylesine bir vazife
aska ile donannug ve bezenmis bulunan bir parti oldugumuz halde bize karsi daima oylesine
yipratici ve kiyastya, yikastya bir miicadele takip edilmekte ve bundan dolay: da igimize 6yle
bir Okstizliik ¢okmiis bulunmaktadir ki Ismet Inonii niin itidal ifade eden sozleri karsisinda
insani ve sevecen bir muameleye olan guichi istegimizin tesiriyle, kalplerimizin sefkat ile
doldugunu gordiik. Fakat sevgili arkadaslarim, elbette ki bir cicekle bahar olmaz. Insallah
bahart miijdeleyen baska c¢igekler de agar...” (Basbakanlanmiz..., 2014, s. 760-762;
TBMMZC, 25.02.1957, s. 767-768).

Onceki oturumlarda birbirlerine satasan vekiller Menderes’ten sonraki konusmalarmda karsthkh
saygl ifadeleri kullanmakta birbirleriyle yansmuglardir. Boliikbast da bu iyimser atmosfere dahil olarak,
Bagbakanin konustugu gibi bir ortam yaratmasi halinde onlart takdir etmekten geri durmayacaklarim
belirtmistir (Cumhuriyet, 26.02.1957, s. 1, 5). Her ne kadar mecliste bir siikiinet olugsa da gece oturumunda
karsilikl stirtiismeler devam etmistir. Hiirriyet Partisi’nin sert ¢ikislarma Menderes cevap verince, HP baskam
Fevzi Liitfi Karaosmanoglu s6z almig ve Bagbakanin kendi yaratti siikuneti yine kendisinin bozdugunu iddia
etmistir. Mecliste tansiyonun yiikseldigi bir anda Menderes, Karaosmanoglu nun oturdugu yone dogru hamle
yapmus ve araya giren vekiller ancak gerginligi diistirebilmistir. Oturuma verilen ara sonrasinda Menderes
yaptig1 konugmada yasananlardan duydugu tiziintiiyti dile getirmis ve tekrarmin olmamasim temenni etmistir.
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CHP ve CMP vekillerini viip HP vekillerinin ise olusan 1limli ortami bozmak i¢in ugrastiklarm iddia etmistir
(TBMMZC, 25.02.1957, 5. 818-821; Cumhuriyet, 26.02.1957, s. 1, 5).

26 Subat giinii gerceklesen Milli Egitim Bakanlig biitee gériismelerinde timh hava devam etmistir.
Indnii s6z alarak ortaya koyduklar elestirilerin iktidar tarafindan dikkate almmasim istemistir. Sorunlarm meclis
icinde ¢oziilmesi gerektigini, gegmisi giindeme getirerek kirginhiklarn stirdiirtilmesinin dogru olmadigim
sdylemistir. Tktidar bagarili olursa onlan takdir etmekten cekinmeyeceklerini, DP’den sonra da bu iilkenin
gelismesi i¢in ¢ahgacak bagkaca insanlarin iktidara gelebilecegini belirtmistir ve konusmasmimn bir boliimiinde
su ifadeleri kullanmugtir:

“...Varacagimiz miispet neticeler ve sartlar da verecegimiz seref payt daha fazla iktidarin ve
o iktidarin Bagvekilinin olacakti: Sayin Menderes e, biiyiik giicliikleri nihayet selamet yoluna
¢tkarmis olmamn gurur ve serefinin nasip olmasi temenni ederim. Bunun icin biitiin
istidatlarimiz meveuttur: Bu seneyi boyle gegirelim, gelecek sene boyle bir emniyet havasi
icinde segimi yapar, ¢ikan neticeden, netice ne olursa olsun, hepimiz bahtiyar oluruz. Bundan
sonra neticeden ne kadar sikayet olursa olsun, emniyet bakimindan ekseriyet grubu hesabina
en biiyiik seref ve itibar sizlerin yani bugtinkii iktidarn oldugunu hicbir kuvvet gozden
kaybettiremez.” (Ismet indnii’niin. . ., 1993, 5. 213, 214; TBMMZC, 26.02.1957, 5. 859-861).

Inénii’niin bu yapict konusmasmm ardmdan s6z alan Menderes de 1limh havay1 devam ettirerek,
muhalefet liderine yaklasimlaridan dolay1 tesekkiir etmistir. indnii’niin bu tavrmm sorunlarin ¢éziimiinde gok
biiyiik etkiye sahip olacagmi, Atatiirk ve Indnii’niin iilkenin varhg icin biiyikk miicadeleler verdigini,
kendilerinin de {ilkeye hizmet ederek zamani geldiginde koltuklarmm terk etmekten cekinmeyeceklerini
belirtmistir (TBMMZC, 26.02.1957, s. 861-865; Basbakanlarimuiz. . ., 2014, s. 769-771). Menderes’ten sonra
soz alan Boliikbast ise Bagbakanin olumlu yaklasmmini desteklediklerini ama fikirlerini agiklamaktan da geri
durmayacaklarmi, hiikiimet demokrasiyi uygulamakta kararh davranrsa gegmise bakmadan iktidan
desteklemekten cekinmeyeceklerini belirtmistir (TBMMZC, 26.02.1957, s. 865-867; Cumhuriyet, 27.02.1957,
s. 1, 5). Boliikbagi ihmh konusmus olsa da 27 Subat giinlii oturumda s6z istemis, s6z alamaymnca meclis
baskaniyla atigms, ardindan da yapilan oylamayla bir oturum meclisten ¢ikarilma cezast almisti. Meclisten
cikarken de iktidan elestiren sert sozler sarf etmistir (TBMMZC, 27.02.1957, s. 1122-1123). Basma agiklamada
bulunan Boéliikbasi, Menderes’in CHP disindaki muhalif partilere yiiklenmesini elestirmis, yarn bu ittifakin
bozulacagm, iki partinin yakilagmasini kiskanmak soyle dursun iginde olmadiklar i¢in memnun olduklarm
belirtmistir (Cumhuriyet, 02.03.1957, s. 1, 5). Hiirriyet Partisi ise yaymladig: bir tebligle biitce goriismelerinde
yasananlan siddetle elestirmis, muhalefetin sesinin kisildigm iddia etmistir. Ozellikle kendilerine ve parti
baskanlarna karsi iktidar tarafindan sert muamele yapildig dile getirilmistir. Birkag giizel sozle iilkede yasanan
sikintilarm bitmeyecegini, iktidarla ancak antidemokratik kanunlarm kaldiriimasi igin is birligi yapabileceklerini
belirtmistir (Cumhuriyet, 28.02.1957, s. 1, 5). Biitce goriismelerinin son giinii olan 28 Subat giinii mecliste
konusan Menderes ise HP’nin beyannamesini elestirerek, bahar havasm ¢ekemedikleri iddiasinda
bulunmustur. CHP ve Inénii ile ilgili ise su ifadeleri kullanmustir: “Bizler Halk Partisi ni elbette digerlerinden
ayirmak mecburivetindeyiz. Ciinkii ne denirse densin, Ismet Paga da Halk Partisi de hatalar ile sevaplart ile
tarihe mal olacak varliklard: ” Hiirriyet Partisi’ni ise daha bir secime katilmamus ve kendini ispat etmemis yapi
olarak nitelendirmistir. HP’nin segime gitmeden iktidart degistirme plani i¢inde oldugunu ama bunu
basaramadiklarm sozlerine eklemistir (TBMMZC, 28.02.1957, s. 1237-1241). Biitgenin kabuliiniin ardindan
meclis 25 Mart tarihine kadar tatil edilmistir. Goriismeler esnasinda CHP-DP yakinlasmast diger iki muhalefet
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partisi olan HP ve CMP’yi disarida birakmus, 6zellikle CHP ve HP arasinda baslatiimast planlanan ittifak kurma
siireci darbe yemistir (Cumhuriyet, 01.03.1957, s. 1, 5).

Inisli Cikish Bir Yakinlasma

DP-CHP arasinda subat ayinda baslayip haziran aymna kadar devam edecek olan bahar havasi ne
daha 6nce yasanmustir ne de daha sonraki siirecte yasanacaktir. Fakat bu yakilagmayr Boliikbasi samimi
bulmamaktadir. Inénii*niin damach Metin Toker’in 12 Subat 1957 giinii ceza alarak hapse girmesinden dolay
Indnii’niin yumusadigmi ve damadini kurtarmayn amaglacdigim diisiinmektedir (Erer, 1963, s. 284-287).
Boliikbagi’'nin partisi CMP tarafindan 10 Mart giinii yaymlanan tebligde, iktidar tarafindan cikanlan
antidemokratik kanunlarin kaldinlmasi durumunda yumusama havasinin desteklenecegi ama asla bir
teslimiyet icerisine girilmeyecegi belirtilmistir (Cumhuriyet, 11.03.1957, s. 1, 5). Her ne kadar bahar havasinin
gelecegi ile ilgili kaygilar olsa da Indniiniin mecliste dile getirdigi Kirsehir mevzusunun ¢oziilmesi durumunda
1thm siirecin devam edecegine olan inang ¢ok glicliidiir. Kirsehir mevzusu fazla geciktirilmeden 3 Mart giinii
giindeme getirilmis, Anadolu Ajans1 Kirsehir’in il yapilmastyla ilgili kanun tasansmnm Icisleri Bakanhg
tarafindan hazirlandigim ve meclise sunulacagm duyurmustur. Hem Inénii hem Béliikbasi gelismeyi olumlu
karsilamustir. Fakat Boliikkbagsi tereddiitlerini dile getirmeye devam etmis, bir cigekle bahar gelmeyecegini,
siirecin baska kanunlar i¢in de devam etmesini beklediklerini agiklamugtir (Cumhuriyet, 04.03.1957, s. 1, 5;
Ulus, 04.03.1957, s. 1, 5). Kirschir siireci baglatilmisken Menderes ve Inonii’niin bahar havasm nasil
karsiladiklar ve meclis dismda nasil siirdiirecekleri de merak konusu olmustur. Konuyla ilgili ilk adimi Indnii
atmugti. Menderes’1 tarif ettigi bir konusmasinda: “Menderes, her seyden evvel devletin resmi, mesul, muktedir;
muhterem Basvekilidir.” (Ulus, 10.03.1957, s. 3) ifadelerini kullanmustir. Yine izmir’de diizenlenen il
kongresinde 11 Mart giinii konusan In6nii, yumusama havasmin devam etmesi arzusunda oldugunu (Akis,
16.03.1957, s. 9), Menderes’in meclisteki konusmasmin yasanan sikintillardan {iziintii duyan bir anlam
icerdigini, Bagbakann i¢ politikada huzur istedigini ve kendilerinin de bunu destekleyeceklerini belirtmistir.
Indnii ayrica Menderes ve hiikiimetten beklentilerini de siralanstir. Basin hiirriyeti, se¢im kanunu, hakimlerin
bagimsizligi, emeklilik kanunu gibi konularda diizenlemeler istediklerini agiklamustir. Bu isler yapilirsa en
biiyiik kazananin Menderes olacagmi, kendilerinin de iktidarin iglerini kolaylastirmak vazifesinde olduklarin,
siireci devam ettirmek i¢in bir menfaat saglama amaci igeresinde bulunmadiklarm sozlerine eklemistir.
Inénii’niin Izmir’e gelisinden itibaren hicbir sekilde emniyet giiclerinin miidahalesi olmamustir. Bu da bahar
havasinin etkilerinden birisi olarak degerlendirilmistir (Cumhuriyet, 12.03.1957, s. 1, 5; Ulus, 12.03.1957, s. 1,
5). Inénii, izmir gezisinde DP il baskanligim da zyaret etmis, Belediye Bagkani Enver Diindar Basar,
Inénii’niin nutkunu olumlu karsiladigim aciklanstir. Indni ise sabir ve hosgdrii ile siireci kolaylastiracaklari
sdylemistir (Cumhuriyet, 13.03.1957,s. 1, 5; Ulus, 13.03.1957, 5. 1, 5). In6nii, izmir doniisiinde de tliml tavrin
devam ettirmistir. Basina verdigi demecte, kuvvet ve kudretin Menderes’te oldugunu, DP ile aym amaglara
sahip olduklarm, dig destek bulma konusunda DP’nin kendilerini hayli gegtigini belirtmis, iktidarin kalkinma
yatirimlarm évmiis ve DP’nin bu yatirmmlarla amlacagini s6ylemistir (Erer, 1963, s. 287-289; Minkari, 1993,
s. 17). 12 Mart giinii diger bir roportajinda ise bahar havasinin stirmesinin takipgisi olacaklarmu, iktidarm iilkenin
gelisimi i¢in gayret sarfettiini, bu islerin onlarn adryla anlacagim belirtmis, bahar havasinin parti tarafindan
genel bir kabul gordiigiini, bu konunun CHP i¢inde ihtilafa neden olmayacagm ifade etmistir (BCA, 30-1-0-
0/43-254-12).

Ismet Inénii’niin meclis disnda da bahar havasm devam ettirme tavrim benimsemesi gozleri
Bagbakana cevirmistir. Menderes, Indnii’niin olumlu konusmalarini karsiliksiz birakmans ve 15 Mart giinii
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yaptig1 bir aciklamayla CHP izmir il kongresindeki konusmay1 memnuniyetle karsilacdigim, partiler arasmdaki
olumlu yakinlasmanin saglanabilmesi i¢in sartlarin olgunlasmaya basladigini séylemistir. Menderes bu olumlu
duruma ragmen, inénii’de bir ¢ekincenin de oldugunun gézden kagmadigm, fakat biiyiik isler yapilmak
isteniyorsa baskalarmin ne diyeceginin dnemli olmadigin, tilkede siyasi birlik saglamak igin birlikte hareket
edilmesi gerektigini, bahar havasini bozacak bir taraf olacaksa bunun kesinlikle kendilerinin olmayacagim
belirtmistir (Adnan Menderes’in Konusmalari, 1992, s. 257-269; Cumhuriyet, 16.03.1957, s. 1, 5; Ulus,
16.03.1957, s. 1, 5). Menderes’in, Indnii’niin birtakim ¢ekincelere sahip oldugunu sdylemesinin altnm bos
olmadigin da belirtmek dogru olacaktir. Ciinkii CHP igerisinde ¢oguntuk indnii’niin limh tavrim desteklerken
bir diger grup ise bu siirecin baglatiimast i¢in parti meclisinden onay alinmasi gerektigini diistinmektedir. Bu
grup iktidara pek glivenmemekte ve iligkilerin her an bozulabilecegini tahmin etmektedir. Ayrica Menderes,
sadece CHP ile yakinlasarak diger muhalefet partilerini disarida birakip CHP’yle muhalefet partileri arasinda
kopmalar yaganmasint istemektedir (Dokuyan, 2023, s. 59-60; Cumhuriyet, 20.03.1957, s. 1, 5). Parti igi
cekinceler 22 Mart giinii toplanan CHP meclis grubunda giindeme gelmis, partinin yumusama havasini devam
ettirmesi ama rejim ve ekonomiyle ilgili elestirilerini siirdiirmesi kararlagtirlmistir (Cumhuriyet, 24.03.1957, s.
1). 24 Mart tarihinde yaymlanan bir tebligle de bu durum kamuoyuyla paylasiimis; indnii’niin yaklagmmm
desteklendigi, amacin ileri demokrasiyi yakalamak oldugu, antidemokratik kanunlarm diizeltilmesini
arzuladiklar agiklanmugtir (Cumhuriyet, 25.03.1957, s. 1, 5; Ulus, 25.03.1957, 5. 1, 5).

Her ne kadar CHP-DP yonetimi arasinda iliskiler dostane bir tavirda siirse de kimi zaman muhalefete
doniik sert uygulamalar yapildign da goriilmiistiir. Omegin mart aymda toplanan CMP Tekirdag inecik
Kongresi’nde, kongre salonuna giremeyen partililere polis miidahale etmistir. Partililer, iktidarm CHP’ye
gosterdigi miisamahay1 kendilerine gostermemesinden sikayet etmislerdir (Cumhuriyet, 20.03.1957,s. 1). Yine
ayni ay igerisinde Besni ilgesinde diizenlenen CHP kongresinin zabita tarafindan haksiz yere dagitildigma dair
Bagbakanlia bir mektup yollanmustrr. il valisi ve ilge kaymakami konuyla ilgili bilgi vermis, kongreye parti
mensubu olmayanlarin katildig: ve bu konuda uyar yapildigi, kongre binasi etrafinda da insanlar toplaninca
kongrenin CHP’li yetkililer tarafindan kanunlara uymak icin dagitilcigy bildirilmistir. Tlge kaymakanu CHP’li
yetkililere, kongreyi sadece CHP {iyeleriyle yeniden toplamay: teklif etmis fakat kongrenin bagka zaman
yapilacagi sdylenerek bu teklif reddedilmistir (BCA, 30-1-0-0/ 68-428-11).

Nisan ay1 igerinde CHP-DP yakimlagsmasi devam etmigtir. Menderes’in bu ay icerisindeki olumlu
cikiglart bahar havasim pozitif yonde beslemistir. 5 Nisan giinii Eskisehir’de bulunan Menderes, CHP il
merkezini ziyaret etmis; siyasi yakmlasmanin devam edecegini, kirgihklarm demokratik olgunluk sayesinde
astlacagim, Tiirkiye’de demokrasinin vatandasin siyasi olgunlugu sayesinde kisa stirede yerlestigini, gelecek
secimlerde demokrasinin daha da kdklesecegini dile getirmistir (Adnan Menderes’in Konusmalari, 1992, s.
277; Cumhuriyet, 06.04.1957, s. 1, 5; Ulus, 06.04.1957, s. 1, 5). Buradan Bilecik’e gegen Bagbakan orda da
CHP il merkezini ziyaret ederek olumlu konusmalar yapmustir. 6 Nisan giinii halka yaptigi konusmayi
CHP’liler de takip etmisler ve alkislamislardir. CHP’li bir heyet Bagbakam vilayet binasinda ziyarete gelmistir.
Menderes ziyaretgilerine hitaben konusmus ve iktidar-muhalefet iligkilerinde mutlaka karsi tarafin da
dinlenmesi gerektigini, karsilikh tahammiiliin yerlesmesi zaruretini, iki tarafin da birbirini yok etme gibi bir
imkaninmn olmadigm belirtmistir (Adnan Menderes’in Konusmalari, 1992, s. 278; Cumhuriyet, 07.04.1957, s.
1, 5). Iki parti arasmdaki yakmlasma meclis gériismelerine de yansmstir. 17 Nisan tarihli oturumda CHP Kars
Milletvekili Turgut Gole ile HP Elazig Milletvekili Selahattin Toker’in dokunulmazliginmn kaldirlmasina dair
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komisyon kararlart reddedilmis ve iki vekilin dokunulmazliklarmin devam etmesi kabul edilmistir
(Cumhuriyet, 18.04.1957, s. 1).

1957 yil mayzs ayinda ise CHP-DP arasindaki iligkilerde sikintilar gikmaya baglamustir. CHP Genel
Sekreteri Kasim Giilek, iktidara yonelik baslattig sert elestirilerini sonraki glinlerde de devam ettirmistir. Giilek,
5 Mayss giinii yapmus oldugu bir aciklamada bahar havasina atifta bulunarak, bu siirecin rejimle ilgili sorunlart
yok saydiramayacagini, sorunlarn ¢oziimiiniin ashnda kolay oldugunu belirtmistir. Bagbakann yurt
gezilerinde olusan kalabaliklara bakarak iktidarin yaptiklarmin onaylandigr anlamini ¢ikarmamast gerektigini,
toplantt kanununda yumusama yapildig takdirde kendilerinin de benzer kalabaliklar toplayabileceklerini iddia
etmigtir (Ulus, 06.05.1957, s. 5). CHP teskilati igerisinde de bahar havasi aleyhinde elestiriler yapilmaya
baglannstir. Bu siirecin CHP’ye secimlerde basanisizhik getirecegini ve Indnii’niin sahsi kaygilarla limh
davranmakta oldugunu sdyleyenler ortaya ¢ikmustir. Fakat indnii, partinin {ist ve alt kademelerinden gelen bu
elestirilere pek de kulak asmams ve tavrinda degisiklige gitmemistir (Erer, 1963, s. 289-292). Oyle ki 15 Mayis
giinii Truman Doktrini’nin y1l doniimii miinasebetiyle diizenlenen torene Indnii de davet edilmis, Menderes’le
ayn1 masada oturarak neseli fotograflar ¢ektirmistir. Toren esnasinda iki parti mensuplari arasinda da samimi
bir ortam olusmustur. Diger muhalif partiler olan HP ve CMP’den hi¢ kimse toplantiya davet edilmemistir
(Cumbhuriyet, 16.05.1957, s. 1, 5). Bu yakinlasma durumu parti icerisinde elestirilere neden oldugu gibi,
Indnii’niin damadmm sahip oldugu Akis Dergisi bile siireci elestirmistir. Dergide yaymlanan bir yazida;
hakimlere, sendikalara ve gazetecilere yonelik yapilan baskilar karsisinda Indnii’niin sessiz kalmasi
elestirilmigtir. Bu yaklagim iktidarmn, yaptiklarmi mesru gérmesine neden olmaktadir ve demokrasi igin
miicadele edenlere kotii 6mek teskil etmektedir (Akis, 11.05.1957, s. 5). Yine dergideki baska bir yazida da
diger iki mubhalif partinin Menderes tarafindan gdrmemezlikten gelinmesi durumunun bir sekilde Inonii
tarafindan da tasdik edildigi yoniinde yorum yapilmisti. Boylece diger partiler sadece DP’ye degil CHP’ye
karsi da cephe almaya yonlendirilmektedir. Bu yaklasimm, Menderes’in bir secim plam oldugu
diistiniilmektedir (Akis, 18.05.1957, s. 11). Diger yandan mecliste olmayan Koylii Partisi’'nin Genel Bagkam
Tahsin Demiray da yaptig1 bir aciklamada; CHP ile DP arasindaki yakmlasmay elestirmis, bu samimiyeti
mevsimlere benzeterek bahar mevsiminin gegici oldugunu ve devam edecegine inanmadigim ifade etmistir
(BCA, 30-1-0-0/20-118-5).

24 Mayis giinii CHP meclis grubu toplanmus ve bahar havasindan duyulan memnuniyetsizlik burada
da kendini gostermistit. Partt mensuplari, yaptiklart konugmalarda bahar havasmm baskict kanunlarm
diizeltilmesi konusunda bir icraata imkan saglamadigim belirterek, yasanan siiregle 1lgili olumsuz havanin
hakim olmaya bagladigim gostermiglerdir (Cumhuriyet, 25.05.1957, s. 1, 5). Toplantinin ikinci giiniinde de kimi
katihmcilar iktidarla yiiriitiilen diyalogun iilke ve parti i¢in yararh olamayacagim dile getirmislerdir
(Cumhuriyet, 26.05.1957, s. 1). 27 Mayis giinii meclis grubu toplantilarmin sonucuyla alakali bir teblig
yaymlanmustir. Bildiride bahar havast sirasinda insan haklari ve demokrasi ile ilgili bir diizelme yasanmadigy,
oOzellikle hakimler tizerinde kurulan baskimnin vatandagin adalete olan giivenini sarstig, ekonomi konusunda
iktidarin ciddi tedbirler almaktan uzak oldugu, secim kanununda ciddi degisiklikler yapilmasi gerektigi dile
getirilmigtir (Cumhuriyet, 28.05.1957, s. 1, 5; Ulus, 28.05.1957, s. 1, 5). Akis dergisi de elestirilerine devam
etmis ve okuyuculardan gelen sert mektuplan yaymlamaya baglamustir. Bir okuyucu mektubunda yer alan
ifadeler su sekilde olmustur:

“Demokrasimizin 12’inci yihnda milletce en biiyiik arzumuzun hala 1950 nin hiirriyet
havasima kavusmak olmast ne hazin. Biz kaybettiklerimizi elde etme yolunda 1950yi
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hazirlayan Indnii’den ‘Grnek adam’ olmasm bekliyorduk. Fakat O, bilhassa son aylardaki
tutumuyla, bahart ugruna tvimitlerimizi laga dondiirdii. Bizim giin gectikge asilan
suratlarimiza ragmen, ‘Ornek adam 'm gazetelerde ‘iktidarmn bast’ile karsilikh giilen resimleri
cikyor: Acaba Inénii kendisinden hald iimitle bir seyler bekleyenlerin haline mi giilityor?”’
(Akis, 25.05.1957, 5. 3).

Diger bir mektupta ise Indnii, bahar havasm yaratan ve partiyi uyusukluga siiriikleyen kisi olarak
suclanmustir. Indnii bu yaklasmiyla kendisine umut baglayanlan hayal kinkhgma ugratnstir ve prestij
kaybetmistir. Menderes planlacig1 gibi muhalefeti parcalamustir, Inonii de bu siirecin en biiyiik destekgisi
olmustur (Akis, 01.06.1957, s. 3). Dergi ayrica Truman Doktrini miinasebetiyle yapilan toplantyr da
elestirmeye devam etmis, tilkede ciddi sikintilar yasanirken muhalefet liderinin israrla bahar havasim yagatmaya
cahigmasini zuliim karsisinda sessiz kalma olarak degerlendirmistir. Dis politikada bir birlikteligin olmasmin
olumlu karsilanacag fakat i¢ politikada Inonii’den beklenenin bu olmadig) eklenmistir. Dergiye gore yasanan
siireg “ciceksiz bahar” olarak isimlendirilmelidir. Yine dergide Dogan Avcioglu tarafindan yaymlanan bir
yazida; erken genel secim olacag ve tilkenin bu segimlere bahar havasi iginde girecegi, bu durumun da DP’nin
secimi kazanmasina imkan saglayacagi iddia edilmistir. Avcioglu'na gére DP iktidan diger muhalif partileri
yok sayarak ve tek bir muhalefet partisini kabul ederek avantaj saglamaya ¢alismaktadir. Bu ilimli siiregten
CHP de fayda saglayacak, sandalye sayisim artiracaktir fakat iktidan deviremeyecektir. CHP tarafi, siireci
lehlerinde kullanarak vatandasa tek muhalefet olduklarini gsterip oylar toplamak istemektedir. Fakat basarili
olamayacaklardir. CHP siireg igerisinde iktidan ikna ettigi kiigiik iyilestirmeleri de kendilerinin basarisi olarak
gostermek istemektedir. Ama yasanan stireg CHP’yi amagsiz ve fikirsiz bir parti haline getirmektedir. CHP ne
zaman bahar havasinin kendisine kaybettirdigini anlarsa o zaman bu siire¢ sona erecektir. CHP tek bagina
iktidara gelebilmek i¢in diger muhalif partileri yok saymaktadi. Ama segimleri Demokrat Parti kazanirsa
muhalefet artik hicbir sekilde sesini duyuramayacaktir. O nedenle ¢ok fazla ge¢ kalinmadan muhalefet kendi
arasinda birlik saglamalidir (Akis, 25.05.1957, 5. 4-6, 11).

DP-CHP yakinlagmasma olumsuz bakanlarin sayis1 ¢cogalirken, Kasim Giilek de elestirilerinin
dozunu artirmaya devam etmistir. 31 Mays giinii iskenderun’da CHP teskilatina konusan genel sekreter, bahar
rehavetine kapilmadan ve baskilardan korkmadan yollarna devam edeceklerini belirtmistir (Cumhuriyet,
01.06.1957, s. 1, 5). 1 Haziran’da Hatay kongresinde de sert konugsmaya devam etmis ve hiirriyetin sadece
iktidar yanlilan i¢in oldugunu, DP’nin iktidani kaybetme korkusuna kapildigmi, radyonun muhalefete
kapatildigini, bu sartlarda serbest secimlerin yapilmasinim miimkiin olmadigm, iktidarm dini siyasete alet
ettigini, iktidara geldikleri takdirde anayasa degisiklikleri yapilacagni, ikili meclis ve nispi segim usuliine
gececeklerini belirtmistir. Liiks tiiketimi ve israfi 6nleyeceklerini, adli teminati saglayacaklarini, koyliiyti
destekleyeceklerini, toplanti kanununu kaldiracaklarim, anayasa mahkemesi kuracaklarini, muhalefete rahat bir
calisma ortamm saglayacaklarini sozlerine eklemistir (Cumhuriyet, 02.06.1957, s. 1, 5). 2 Haziran giinli
Gaziantep kongresinde de konusan Giilek, DP’nin serbest yapilacak bir segimde kaybedecegini, gegmisle
hesaplasma amaglarinin olmadigim sdylemis ve bahar havasina atifta bulunarak, bu siirecte kendilerinden
fedakarhk yapmalarinimn beklenmemesi gerektigini belirtmistir (Cumhuriyet, 03.06.1957, s. 1, 5). Ayni giinlerde
Ulus gazetesinde yazilarini yaymlayan Yakup Kadri Karaosmanoglu ve Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢in da muhalefet
partilerinin is birligi yapmasmi 6nermisler, iktidarm bahar havasi politikasim elestirerek DP*nin bu yollamuhalif
partiler arasinda siirtlisme yasanmasini saglamay1 amagladigini iddia etmislerdir (Dokuyan, 2023, s. 67).
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Iki parti arasindaki bahar havasi inishi ¢ikish devam ederken, siireci sarsmtiya ugratan olay 1957 yih
haziran aymda meydana gelmistir. 1954 yilinda yapilan milletvekili segimleri dncesinde Odemis vaizi Fevzi
Boyar’mn dini siyasete alet ederek DP etrafinda toplanmayanlari kafir ilan eden konusmasina verilen 10 ayhk
cezanin affedilmesi mevzusu meclise gelmistir (Akis, 15.06.1957, s. 4). Vaize verilen ceza 22 Subat 1957 giinii
Odemis Agir Ceza Mahkemesi tarafindan onanmustir (Ulus, 23.02.1957, s. 3). Yillar sonra verilen bu cezanm
affedilmesi konusu 5 Haziran 1957 giinii mecliste goriisiiimeye baslanmugtir. DP milletvekillerinin iginden bazi
isimler bile bu af tasarisina olumlu bakmamaktadir. CHP Milletvekili Sirm Atalay konuyla ilgili olarak mecliste
soz almus ve af ¢ikabilmesi i¢in adli bir hatanin bulunmast ya da mahkiim edilen kimsenin yash olmast
gerektigini, sahsin bu iki durumu da karsilamadigin belirtmistir. Sahis 1954 secimleri 6ncesi camide verdigi
vaazda: “Yarmm Demokrat Partinin mitingi var. Bu mitinge gitmeyenler, Demokrat Partilileri giilerek
karsilamayanlar ve onlara rey vermeyenler miinafiktir ve hatta kafirdirler”” ifadelerini kullanmustir. Bu ifadeler
dini siyasete alet etmekten bagka bir anlam tasimamaktadir. Fakat DP iktidarn cezanin verilmesini siirekli
geciktimis ve simdi de affim istemektedir. Bu da vatandaglar arasinda ayrimcilik yapildigi anlamm
dogurmaktadir (TBMMZC, 05.06.1957, s. 50-52; Ulus, 06.06.1957, s. 1, 5).

Afkonusu 7 Haziran giinlii oturumda yeniden giindeme gelmistir. DP adma konusan Omer Bilen,
CHP’ye kars1 sert ifadeler kullanmus, onlarin iktidarlant doneminde din adamlarina zulmedildigini iddia etmis
ve simdi de bu kafada olanlarn bulundugunu sdylemistir. Oturumda s6z alan indnii ise yaptig1 konusmayla
bahar havasinda biiyiik bir ¢atlaga neden olmustur. Indnii dinin siyasete alet edilmesine karst oldugunu, Milli
Miicadele doneminde Istanbul yénetiminin din adamlarm kullanarak Milli Miicadele’ye katilanlan kiifiir
icinde olmakla sugladiklarimi hatirlatmus, kendisinin de idamhiklar arasinda bulundugunu belirtmistir. Affi
goriisiilen vaizin de ayni dile sahip oldugunu sdylemistir. Bu ifadeler meclisi karigtmugtir. DP ve CHP vekilleri
karsihikl dinsizlik ithamlar dile getirmistir. indnii uzun siire dnce verilen mahk(miyet kararmi uygulamayan
Adalet Bakani Hiiseyin Avni Goktiirk’ii elestirmis ve TBMM tarthinde boyle bir bakamn goriilmedigini
belirtmistir. Meclis oturumunun ardindan konusmaya devam eden Inénii, inkilap savunucusu olmaya devam
edeceklerini soylemistir (Cumhuriyet, 09.06.1957, s. 5). 10 Haziran giinii af konusu gériistilmeye devam
etmistir. Menderes oturuma katiimayarak bahar havasmin zedelenmemesini amaglanstir. Inénii bu oturumda
da konusmus ve sert {islubunu devam ettirmistir. Adli siireglere miidahaleyi elestiren Indnii, olaym segim
déneminde olmasinin ise esas sorunu teskil ettigini belirtmistir. Adalet Bakanm elestirmeye devam ederek ve
onu kastederek esas irticanin adalet sistemine miidahale oldugunu belirtmistir. Konusmasi esnasinda sarf ettigi
su sozler ise hem o an hem de sonraki giinlerde Indnii aleyhinde sik¢a kullaninustir. Indnii syle seslenmistir:
“Arkadaglar nagizane bir sey soyleyeyim. Benim zayif yerim, kolay hakim olunacak yerim, giiler yiiz ve tatl
dildir: Ziddima gittiginiz zaman yapamayacagim yokmur”. Konusmasi boyunca sozleri sika kesilen Inénii
hitabmu: “Sivaset adamlart Ankara barinda giplak kadimin seyrinden zevk alarak eglendikten sonra, Konyaya
gider Miisliimanhik iddiasmda bulunurlarsa buna ¢ok esef etmek lazimd:” sdzleriyle tamamlanugtir.
Inénii’niin bu sdzlerine yanit veren DP’li Samet Agaoglu, indnii’yii diktatorliikle suglanms ve ne yapacagim
merak ettigini belirtmistir. Inénii’niin cumhurbaskanhg déneminde yasanan olaylar tek tek siralayarak
hangisini yapacagini sOylemesini istemistir. Yapilan gergin oturumun ardindan oylama gergeklesmis ve oy
cokluguyla vaizin affi reddedilmistir (Akis, 15.06.1957, s. 4-7, TBMMZC, 07.06.1957, s. 81-83; TBMMZC,
10.06.1957, s. 106-114, 120, Cumhuriyet, 11.06.1957,s. 1, 5).

Yasananlart degerlendiren Akis dergisi, iceride birgok gazeteci mahk(im iken iktidarin dini siyasete
alet eden bir adanm kurtarmaya ¢alismasim bir hata olarak yorumlamustir (Akis, 15.06.1957, s. 7). Cumhuriyet
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gazetesinden Ecvet Giiresin, Menderes’in oturuma katilmamasmi yorumlayarak, bahar havasimin devam
ettirilmesine ¢alisildig1 ¢ikarimim yapmustir (Cumhuriyet, 11.06.1957, s. 5). Ulus gazetesinden Hiiseyin Cahit
Yalgn ise irtica kuvvetlenirse ilk olarak Demokrat Parti’yi yok edecegini, DP’nin segimleri kazanmak igin bu
yola sapmay1 faydah gérdiigiinii, halbuki se¢im kazanmlinca iktidarn irticayi bir kenara birakamayacagin iddia
etmigtir (Ulus, 10.06.1957, s. 1). Hem meclisteki atmosfer hem de CHP alt kademelerindeki sikayetler bahar
havasmin artik can ¢ekistigi yoniinde degerlendirilmistir. Zaten giin gegtikge CHP nin il ve ilge kongreleri bahar
havasmin bagladig ilk giinlerdeki gibi rahat toplanamamaya ve miidahalelere maruz kalmaya baslamustir
(Cumhuriyet, 12.06.1957,s. 1, 5).

Bahar Mevsiminin Tek Cicegi: Kirsehir il Oluyor ve ittifak Bozuluyor

Vaiz konusu CHP-DP arasinda ciddi bir gerginlige sebep olmusken aym giinlerde Kirsehir’in
yeniden il yapilmasi mevzusu meclise getirilmistir. Hatirlanacagn {izere 2 Mayis 1954 tarihinde yapilan
milletvekili segimlerinde Tiirkiye genelinde DP biiyiik bir zafer kazanmus fakat Kirsehir ilinde CMP tiim
vekilleri almustir. Bu basarmin temelinde parti baskam Osman Boliikkbasi’min Kirsehirli olmasi yatmaktadir.
CMP’nin bagaris1 Kirsehir i¢in pek de hayirli olmamus ve bu ilin ilge yapilmast i¢in iktidar tarafindan cahigmalar
baslatilmustrr. Igisleri Bakani Namik Gedik’in kontroliinde ilgeye doniistiiriilme siireci kisa siire iginde isleme
konulmustur. Kirsehir halkindan ve diger muhalif partilerden gelen elestirilere ragmen konu meclise tagmmustir.
Iktidar partisi bu durumu siyasi nedenlerden kaynaklamayan, ekonomik ve cografi nedenlerle ilintili olarak
yapmakta oldugunu iddia etse de bu agiklamalari ¢ok tatmin edici olmamusti. 30 Haziran 1954 giinii
Kirsehir’in ilge yapilarak yeni il yapilan Nevsehir’e baglanmasi ile ilgili olan kanun meclisten gecmistir
(Erdogan ve Piskin, 2020, s. 580-581, 584). Iste bu mesele 1957 yilinda tekrar Tiirkiye’nin giindemine
oturmustur. Indnii 1957 yili baslarmda konuyu meclis giindemine getirmistir. Iktidar tarafi da bahar havasmm
stirmesi i¢in Inénii niin talebini dikkate almustir. DP Elazig Milletvekili Selahattin Toker konuyla ilgili bir kanun
teklifini meclise sunmustur. Hiikiimet de bir teklif hazirlamis ve vekilin 6nerisinin bu teklifle birlestirilerek
meclise getirilecegi agiklanmustir (TBMMZC, 20.05.1957, s. 233, 234).

Nevsehir iline bagh Kirsehir ilgesinin tekrardan il olmasi konusu 10 Haziran 1957 tarihinde mecliste
gortistilmeye baslanmustir. HP adina s6z alan vekil Yusuf Azizoglu daha 6nce haksiz sekilde ¢ikarilan kanunda
yapilacak olan degisikligi olumlu karsiladiklarni, Kirsehir’in siyasi nedenlerle cezalandinldigim ve bu
durumun vatandaglar arasinda iiziintii yaratt@im dile getirmistir. Azizoglu'na gore iktidar, Kirsehir’i ilge
yaparken ortaya attig1 iddialarin tam tersi bir yaklagimla Kirsehir’i il yapmak istemektedir. Kirsehir’s 1954
yilinda ekonomik olarak yetersiz gérenler artik bu yeri dnemli bir tarmm, ticaret ve hayvancihik merkezi olarak
gdstermeye calismaktadir. Inonii de oturumda s6z almus ve il yapma girisimini olumlu karsiladiklarmns, atilan
admin demokrasi adma umut verici oldugunu, ¢ekisme ve kavgalarin artik bitmesi gerektigini belirtmigtir
(Ismet Indnii’niin. . ., 1993, 5. 225). CMP adma sdz alan Kirsehir Milletvekili Ahmet Bilgin ise memnuniyetini
ifade etmis, iktidarm kendilermin 3 yil 6nce savunduklarmi simdi savunmakta oldugunu gordiiklerini
sOylemistir. Partinin diger bir Kirsehir Milletvekili olan Tahir Tager ise atilan adimlarm baskaca antidemokratik
kanunlarm diizelmesi i¢in iyi bir baglangigc olmasimi temenni etmisti. CMP bagkani Boliikbagsi da kiirsiiye
gelerek gelismeden duydugu memnuniyeti dile getirmis fakat Kozakli ile Hacibektas kazalarmm Kirsehir’e
baglanmamasim olumlu gormedigini, bu iki yerin hem cografi hem de kiiltiirel-ticari-igtimai olarak Kirsehir’e
daha yakm oldugunu belirtmistir. Buralarda yasayan vatandaslar da Kirsehir’e katilmak arzusunda olduklarim
bildirmislerdir (TBMMZC, 10.6.1957, s. 120-139; Ismet In6nii’niin. . ., 1993, s. 225).
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12 Haziran giinii goriismeler devam etmistir. Nevsehir’e bagl Mucur, Yozgat’a bagh Cicekdag: ve
Ankara’ya bagl Kaman ilgelerinden olusan Kirsehir ilinin kuruldugu kabul edilmistir. Bolikkbast kanunun
kabuliinden sonra s6z almis ve DP’nin bu hareketle genel secimlerde CMP’nin ilde kazanmasim engellemeye
cahistigint iddia etmistir. Cikarllan kanun eksiktir ama CMP buna ragmen kanuna destek vermektedir.
Boliikkbasi’nin konugmalarmi Namik Gedik kiirsiide elestirmistir. Sonraki dakikalarda Boliikbagt meclise
doniik olarak “haysiyetten mahrumlar” seklinde bir ifade kullanmis ve bu ¢ikist sonrasinda {i¢ oturum
meclisten ¢ikarnlma cezasi almistir (TBMMZC, 12.06.1957, s. 159, 160, 162-164). Fakat olaylar burada
durulmamus, meclis koridorunda Boliikbast bir DP vekili ile tartismaya girmistir (Milliyet, 13.06.1957, s. 1, 5).
Basinda anlatildigma gore koridorda DP’li vekil Ahmet Kocabiyikoglu tarafindan Boliikbasi'na yonelik
hakaret iceren laflar edilmistir. Boliikbagi tepki gdstermis, araya polis girmis, DP’li vekilin attig1 yumruk polise
isabet etmistir. Olay araya girenler tarafindan yatigtirlmustir (Cumbhuriyet, 13.06.1957, s. 1, 5). Boliikbast’nin
mecliste ettigi laf ve koridorda yasananlar adli bir konuya doniismiistiit. Savcilik Bolikkbas’min
dokunulmazhgmin kaldirilmasi i¢in Adalet Bakanligi’na miiracaat etmistir (Cumhuriyet, 16.06.1957, s. 1, 5).
Olay giinii tutulan zapta gore Boliikbasi oturumdan ¢iktign sirada “namussuzlar, kdpekler” diyerek bagimus,
Kocabiyikoglu kime kiifrettigini sormus, Boliikbasi da “size” diyerek kiiftirlerini tekrarlangtir (Cumhuriyet,
21.06.1957, s. 5). Boliikbast nin dokunulmazliginin kaldiriimasi konusu 24 Haziran giinii meclis giindemine
gelmistir. Inénii konuyla ilgili s6z alarak Kirsehir’in daha dnce siyasi nedenlerle cezalandmldigm, simdi de
Boliikbagi saf dist birakilarak Kirsehir’in bir kez daha cezalandiriimaya ¢aligildigini belirtmistir. Yaklasan
secimlerde bir genel bagkanin meclisten uzaklastirilarak hapse atilmaya cahisilmasinin segimlere golge
diisiirecegini iddia etmistir. Inonii ayrica Menderes’in son meclis konusmalarinda i¢ politikada huzurun
gelecegi konusunda umut vaat ettigini ve kendisinin de bu yolda tam manastyla destekei olmaya galistigim
hatirlatnus, milletvekillerini Boliikbasi’nin mevzusunu kiirsti dokunulmazligi olarak degerlendirmeye, gelecek
secimlere huzur i¢inde girmek igin aleyhte oy vermeye davet etmistir (Ismet Innii’niin. . ., 1993, s. 235; Ulus,
25.06.1957,s. 1,4.; Cumhuriyet, 25.06.1957, . 1, 5).

Aym oturumda Boliikbast da kendisini savunmak i¢in bir konusma yapmugstir. Vekil; haksizhga
ugradigm, Kursehir konusunun goriisiildiigii oturumda Igisleri Bakanmnin kendisine yonelik olarak
“Boliikbast’'m tanywniz, Ey Kirsehirliler, ey Nevsehirliler” diyerek hitapta bulundugunu, séz alma isteginin
iktidar vekillerinin protestolan esliginde reddedildigini, iddiaya konu olan sozleri sadece kendisine saldiran
vekillere dontik sarf ettigmi ve meclisin tiimiinii kastetmedigini aktarmistir. Oturumdan ayrildiktan sonra da
koridorda Kocabiyikoglu’na hakaret ettigi ve saldirdigi yoniinde zabit tutuldugunu belirten Boliikbast, mecliste
daha 6nce hakaret igerikli ifade kullanan hi¢ kimseye kendisine yapilan muamelenin yapilmadigim belirtmistir.
Kirsehir’in 11 yapildigim ama sahsinin siyaseten bertaraf edilmeye cahsildigini da sozlerine eklemigtir. Fakat
DP’Li vekiller Boliikbasi'nin sarf ettifi sozlerin tiim meclise yonelik oldugu yoniindeki iddialarim
stirdiirmitislerdir. Mecliste daha 6nce hakaretler oldugunu fakat hi¢birinin Boliikbasi’nin hakareti kadar sert
olmadigimi, o nedenle baska vekillere bu sekilde muamele edilmedigini sdylemislerdir. Konugmalarmn ardindan
yapilan oylamada 247 kabul, 49 ret, 2 cekimser oy kullanilmis ve Boliikbasi'nin dokunulmazligmn
kaldirlmasi kabul edilmistir (TBMMZC, 24.06.1957, 5. 483-514, 519, 530; Ulus, 25.06.1957, 5. 1,4, 5). CMP
idare kurulu dokunulmazlik mevzusu ile ilgili bir teblig yaymlanusti. Iktidarm muhalefete yasama hakki
tanimadigl, CMP iizerinde baski kurdugu, 6nemli bir siyasi rakip olan Boliikbasi'nin bertaraf edildigi, bu
sartlarda yapilacak bir secimin mesruiyetinin tartismaya acik olacagy, diger muhalif taraflarin da dikkatli olmasi
gerektigi yoniinde ifadeler tebligde yer almustir (Cumhuriyet, 30.06.1957,s. 1, 5).
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Béliikbagt olaytyla birlikte Menderes ve Indnii arasmda sahsi gayretlerle siirdiiriilmeye cahsilan
bahar havasi da fiilen sona ermistir. CHP tarafi zaten bu 1limh stirecin bitmesini ¢oktan beri arzulamaktadir.
Ciinkii aylardir devam eden bahar havast siiresince sadece Kirsehir il yapilmis, bagkaca bir adim atilmadig: gibi
Boliikbag1 da cezalandirlarak yeni bir olumlu siirecin baglamasi imkansiz hale gelmistir (Cumbhuriyet,
27.06.1957, s. 1, 5). Iktidar tarafindan, bahar havasmm bittigine dair ilk adim ise Lozan Antlasmas’nm 34.
yildéniimiinde devlet radyosunda Inonii’niin admm zikredilmemesi seklinde gerceklesmistir. Halbuki devlet
radyosu daha 6nce Berlin Antlasmasi ile ilgili yaptig bir yayinda Osmanh delegesi Kara Todori Pasay1 bile
zikretmigti (Ulus, 25.07.1957, s. 1, 5). Yine 1957 yih agustos ayinda Tiirkiye’ye gelen Afgan Krali serefine
verilen davete indnii cagiriimanustir. Bahar havast devam ederken buna benzer kabullerde Inonii mutlaka davet
edilmekteydi. Menderes’le Inonii bir araya gelmek istemediklerine gore artik bahar riizgarlan tersine esmeye
baglamustir demekti (Akis, 31.08.1957, s. 4). Diger yandan CHP-DP birbirinden koparken CHP ile diger
mubhalif partiler arasinda bir yakinlasmanin bagladigi net bir sekilde gériilmiistiir. CHP uzun zamandan beri
uzak durdugu CMP ve HP ile yeniden diyaloga girmeye baslamustir. Boylece muhalefet igerisinde bir ig birligi
caligmasinin temelleri atilmustir (Akis, 29.06.1957, s. 8). Boliikbasi ise meclisin manevi sahsiyetine hakaret
ettigi gerekeesiyle ifade vermis ve 2 Temmuz aksami tutuklanmustir (Cumhuriyet, 03.07.1957, s. 1).

Sonug

Demokrasilerde iktidara gelmek halkin onayini almak, iktidarda devamhhigi yakalamak ise halkin
takdirini kazanmak anlammna gelmektedir. Her ne kadar Cumhuriyet 1923 yilinda kurulmus ise de Tiirkiye
Cumhuriyeti demokrasi konusunda uzun yillar ¢ok fazla bir ilerleme kaydedememistir. Yiizlerce yil devam
eden monarsik yapinmn ardindan demokratik bir rejimin hayat bulmasi hem siyasiler hem de toplum i¢in kolay
olmamustir. Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk bu konuda girisimlerde bulunsa da demokrasinin temel unsurlarindan birisi
olan ¢ok partili hayata gegis ancak Ikinci Diinya Savasi’nin sonrasinda gerceklesebilmistir. Tek parti olarak
yillarca iktidarda kalan CHP artik politika arenasinda yalniz degildir. Fakat yeni kurulan partilerin siyasi hayata
tutunmastnin iktidarn miisaadesine bagl oldugu bu yillarda, demokrasinin sandiklara yansmmasi ancak 1950
secimlerinde gergeklesmistir. DP 27 yillik CHP yonetimini yikarak 10 yil stirecek iktidarim baglatmustir.

CHP’nin i¢inden kopan DP’li kadrolar; kendi siyasi okullarinda gérmiis olduklart tek parti anlayist
ve muhalif unsurlara karst miisamaha gosterme konusunda tavizkar olmayan tutumu iktidarlari dsneminde net
olarak sergilemislerdir. Ozellikle 1954 secimlerinde DP ciddi basar yakalaymca muhalif gruplara karst gok sert
bir politika izlemeye baglanustir. Muhalif partiler, basim, tiniversiteler, yargi organlan ve sivil toplum olugsumlart
iktidarin rakip tanimaz ve elestiriye kapah tavrindan dogrudan etkilenmistir. Bu durum hem iilke ekonomisinin
hem de sosyal hayatin zarar gérmesine neden olmustur. Elestiriye ve 6neriye sicak bakmayan bir yonetim
anlayst tlilkede gerginligi hizla trmandmrmustir. Vatandas artik, siyasilerin birbirlerine karsi sergiledikleri ¢ok
kiiciik jestlerine bile umut baglamaya baglanuslardir. iste bu gerginligin zirve yaptig bir dénemde, 1957 yih
subat aymnda, Menderes ile indnii arasmda baslayan bahar havast iilkede sempatiyle karsilanmustir. Bu siirecin
devam ettirilmesi i¢in ki liderin sahsi gayretleri géze carpsa da bir basar1 saglanmasmm miimkiin olmadig
birka¢ ay sonra anlasilmustir. Ciinkii tilkeyi yonetenlerin ve muhalefetin tek amaci iktidarm kendi ellerine
geemesinden bagka bir sey degildir. Devletin daim, iktidarlarm gecici oldugunu tam olarak anlayamayan ve
demokrasinin gercek manada yerlesmedigi toplumlarda goriilen en biiyiik rahatsizliklardan birisi olan iktidarda
siirekli kalabilmek arzusu 1957 yilinda gergeklesen ve kisa siiren bahar havasinda da kendisini agikca
gostertmistir. Bahar havasi karsilikh jestlerin bir anda kesilmesiyle sona ermis ve iilke yine gerginliklerin tist
seviyelere ¢iktig1 bir atmosfere biirtinmiistiir.
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Abstract

The Ottoman-Russian War of 1877-1878 was one of the most important events that marked the last century|
of the Ottoman Empire. In this war, the armies of both sides faced each other on the Balkan and Caucasian
fronts, and the Balkan Front was the war’s center of gravity. Having crossed the Danube, the Russian army
quickly advanced south and captured the Shipka pass. Thus, the road to Istanbul was opened for the
Russians. In the same days, the Vidin Corps under the command of Osman Pasha came to Pleven and took
positions in the city. Before descending to the south of the Balkan Mountains, the Russians decided to
capture Pleven and attacked the city three times. In Pleven, the Ottoman forces repelled these attacks and
stopped the Russian operation for five months. In this way, they prevented a defeat that would come much
earlier for the Ottoman Empire. Osman Pasha halted the Russian army by defending Pleven for five months.
In this way, he allowed the Ottoman Commander-in-Chief to change the war’s fate. The Ottoman
command, however, could not be able to use this opportunity. Finally, the supplies in the city were exhausted
and there was no possibility of defense. Osman Pasha decided to break the siege with a breaktrough
operation, but was wounded and had to surrender. Shortly after the fall of Pleven, the Russian armies came
to Istanbul and the war ended. Despite the defeat, the defense of Pleven had a great impact and was
appreciated all over the world.

Keywords: Ottoman-Russian War of 1877-1878, Defense of Pleven, Gazi Osman Pasha, Ottoman Army,
Bastion

Oz

1877-1878 Osmanli-Rus Harbi Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun son asrna damga vuran en énemli olaylardan
biri olmustur. Bu harpte iki tarafin ordulan Balkan ve Kafkas cephelerinde karst karstya gelmis, harbin|
agirhk merkezini Balkan Cephesi teskil etmistir. Tuna nehrini gecen Rus ordusu siiratle giineye ilerleyerek|
Sipka gecidini ele gecirmis, boylece Ruslar igin Istanbul yolu agilmustir. Bu kritik anda Osman Pasa
komutasindaki Vidin Kolordusu Plevne’ye gelerek burada mevzilenmistir. Ruslar Balkan Daglart’nin
giineyine inmeden evvel Plevne’yi ele gegirmeye karar vermis ve {i¢ defa sehre taarruz etmistir. Plevne’de
Osmanlh kuvvetleri bu taarruzlan piiskiirtmiis ve Rus harekatim bes ay kadar durdurarak ¢ok daha erken|
gelebilecek bir maglubiyete engel olmustur. Osman Pasa Plevne’yi bes ay boyunca miidafaa ederek Rus
ordusunu karsisinda tutmus ve Osmanlilara savasin kaderini degistirmek i¢in firsat vermistir. Fakat Osmanl
komuta kademesi bu firsati kullanamanug ve harpten maglubiyetle ¢ikmusti. Nitekim sehirdeki erzakin
tikkenmesiyle miidafaa imkéani kalmamis, Osman Pasa bir hurug harekatiyla kusatmay1 yarmaya caliirken|

yaralanarak esir diismiistiir. Plevne’nin diismesinden kisa siire sonra Rus ordular Istanbul éniine kadar

gelmig ve harp sona ermistir. Alinan maglubiyete ragmen Plevne miidafaasi tiim diinyada ses getirmis ve
takdirle karsilanmustir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: 1877-1878 Osmanli-Rus Harbi, Plevne Miidafaasi, Gazi Osman Paga, Osmanl
Ordusu, Tabya.
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Introduction

The 1877-1878 Ottoman-Russian War (93 War) was one of the toughest tests for the Ottoman army
in 19th century. The main reasons for the war were the pan-Slavist policies followed by Russia and the
nationalist movement that gained strength in the Balkans. The Ottoman and Russian armies fought on two
fronts, namely the Caucasus and the Balkans. But the center of gravity was the Balkan Front. The Ottoman war
plan on the Balkan Front was based on strategic defense. The Danube River was the first line of defense, and
the Balkan Mountains were the second line of defense (Tacan, 1937, p. 757). Russians crossed the Danube in
Sivisthov on June 26, captured Timovo in a short time and headed for Shipka Pass. When the Russians captured
the Shipka Pass on July 19, the second defense line was broken and the road to Istanbul was opened for the
Russian army. On the same days, the forces of Siileyman Pasha, transferred from the Montenegro front, came
to Shipka and blocked the way of the Russians. Siileyman Pasha tried very hard to recapture the Shipka pass,
but had to withdraw with more than 7.000 casualties.

An easy victory for the Russians was on the horizon. Yet, the situation changed when Osman Pasha's
forces came to Pleven. The Russian army would not dare to advance south of the Balkan Mountains without
capturing Pleven. Osman Pasha was going to stop the Russian army by defending Pleven for five months. In
this way, he would allow the Ottoman Commander-in-Chiefto change the war’s fate. The Ottoman command,
however, would not be able to use this opportunity and would be defeated. The defense of Pleven was an event
that left its mark on the Ottoman-Russian War and made an impact worldwide. Despite the eventual defeat at
the end of the war, thanks to the defense of Pleven, the prestige of the Ottoman soldiers rose and was appreciated
by the whole world.

In the field of military history, there is an extensive literature on the battles of Pleven. However, the
majority of them are in Turkish and they especially highlight the heroic stories. In the English literature, the
subject has been mainly examined through the war experience of the Russian army and Turkish sources have
not been utilised The aim of this study is to analyze the Battles of Pleven based on the Ottoman war experience.
In this context, works of Ottoman authors and foreign authors will be discussed in a comparative approach. In
this study, answers to the following questions will be sought in particular: Why was the Russian army defeated
in all three battles despite its great superiority in the number of soldiers and firepower. What were the mistakes
of the Russian command at the tactical level? How was the Ottoman defense in Pleven organized and
commanded? How did Osman Pasha take advantage of the mistakes of the Russians? With the answers to
these questions, the course of the battles and the combat performances of both armies will be better
comprehended.

1. First Battle of Pleven

After crossing the Danube, the Russian army split into three groups. The 8th Corps would form the
central group and would advance towards the Balkan passes. The left flank group consisted of the 12th and
13th Corps. This group would advance west and hold the Yantra line. Thus, it would cover the operation of the
Russian central group against the Ottoman central army in Shumen and Ruse. The right flank group was formed
from the 9th Corps under the command of General Kriidener. Kriidener was going to occupy Nikopol, Lof¢a
and Pleven against a possible operation of Osman Pasha corps in Vidin (Greene, 1879, p. 164; Tagdemir, 2020,
p. 16; Epanchin, 1900, p. 2). Pleven especially had strategic importance because this city was located at the
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intersection of five critical roads in the north of the Balkans, such as Nikopol-Pleven road, Ruse-Byala-Pleven
road, Plovdiv-Lof¢a-Pleven road, Sofia-Orhanie-Pleven road and Vidin-Pleven road (Ahmet Cemal, 2020, p.
39).

The Russian right flank group captured Nicopolis on 16 July. On July 18, General Kriidener
dispatched a force under the command of General Schilder-Schuldner to Pleven. However, it was too late. The
corps under the command of Osman Pasha was advancing to Pleven. This corps remained dormant in Vidin
during the early days of the war. After the Russians crossed the Danube, Osman Pasha offered to the Front
Commander Abdulkerim Pasha to go to Pleven with his corps. When he came to Pleven, he was going to attack
Zhistove in coordination with the Danube Western Army in Shumen. But the Commander-in-Chief, who was
not enthusiastic to weaken Vidin against the Romanian and Serbian forces, did not accept Osman Pasha's offer.
Nonetheless with the rapid advance of the Russian army, the situation changed and the order was given to
advance to Pleven on 10 July (Mahmud Celaleddin Pasa, 1983, p. 447; Oztiirk, 2002, p. 117-131).

After making the necessary preparations, Osman Pasha took action with 18 infantry battalions, five
cavalry squadrons and nine batteries on 13 July. There was a difficult road of 190 kilometers up to Pleven. In
Vidin, he left 12 infantry battalions, one cavalry squadron and one battery. While Osman Pasha was advancing
towards Pleven, the situation at the front became very critical. The Russians had begun to descend to the south
by crossing the Balkan Mountains. In the telegrams sent from Istanbul on 14 and 15 July, it was reported that
the situation was critical and demanded to act quickly (Ahmed Midhat Efendi, 1997, p. 204; Gencer and Ipek,
1993, p. 241). Thereupon, Osman Pasha detached a regiment under the command of Emin Bey and sent it to
Pleven on the evening of 15 July. The following day he started to move with the rest of his forces. The march
of the corps took place in mid-July in sweltering weather. Deaths from sunstroke had begun among the soldiers.
However, Osman Pasha, who knew how critical the situation was, continued his walk. During the march, a
small force withdrawn from Nikopol joined him. In this way, Osman Pasha learned that Nikopol had fallen and
that the Russians had captured Lofca. Osman Pasha accelerated the march and reached Pleven on the moming
of 19 July (Ibrahim Edhem, 1979, p. 37-39; Von Der Goltz, 1898, p. 4-8; ATASE, ORH.,10/11; ATASE,
ORH.,8/101).

‘While Osman Pasha was advancing to Pleven, there was a force consisting of four infantry battalions,
two cavalry squadrons and six artilleries under the command of Atif Pasha in the city. This force was sent from
Nikopol after the Russian cavalry entered Pleven on 8 July. Atif Pasha came to the city on 10 July, forced the
Russian cavalry to withdraw and began to fortify. This fortification would form the basis of the defense of
Pleven. The force commanded by Emin Bey reached the city on 18 July. The Russian Front Commander,
Grand Duke Nichola, was aware of the importance of Pleven. On July 17, he ordered General Kriidener to take
the city rapidly. Thereupon, Kriidener sent two infantry regiments, four batteries and the 9th Don Cossack Unit
under the command of General Schilder-Schuldner to Pleven. The Russians reached Pleven in the afternoon of
19 July and encountered Osman Pasha's forces in the city (Greene, 1879, p. 189-190; ATASE, ORH.,3/135;
ATASE, ORH.,8/79).

Pleven was at the crossroads of the roads leading to the western Bulgarian and Balkan passes. The
distance of the city to Lofca was 32 kilometers, 88 kilometers to Orhanie, 133 kilometers to Sofia, 117
kilometers to Ruse and 37 kilometers to Nikopol. Its population was about 17 thousand and the majority were
Turks. Pleven was not fortified for a defensive operation before the war. However, the geographical structure
of the city was advantageous for the defenders. Around the city were hills suitable for defense. The Vid River,
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which ran right next to the city, formed a natural line of defense to the west. The most suitable direction for the
attack was the valley stretching from the village of Grivitsza to the city in the east (Fumneaux, 1972, p. 54-55).
When Osman Pasha entered the city on July 19, he immediately placed his troops on the hills in the north, east
and south and began to fortify. The fortification work which started on the first day of the Pleven battles would
continue until the fall of the city and solid defense line would be established around the city.

The Russians reached Pleven in the afternoon of 19 July and engaged in battle with the Ottoman
outposts. Then, they deployed for the attack. Under the command of General Schilder-Schuldner there were
13.000 infantry, three cavalry regiments and 60 cannons. The forces of the defenders were 27 battalions, one
cavalry regiment and 46 cannons. The Russians had not yet carried out the necessary reconnaissance operations
and did not fully understand the Ottoman force and its positioning. Russian commanders, who had won easy
victories since the beginning of the war, assumed that they would easily capture Pleven. Therefore, they did not
hesitate to attack. Osman Pasha had deployed some of his forces to the defense lines and kept the rest as a
reserve. In this context, three infantry battalions, two cavalry squadrons and two cannons were deployed in front
of Grivitzsa in the east under the command of Ahmet Hif1 Pasha. The 4th infantry regiment and four cannons
were stationed on the Bukovlak hill in the north. three battalions, two cavalry squadrons and two cannons under
the command of Colonel Yunus Bey were stationed on Yanikbayir. one infantry battalion and three guns were
deployed on the ridges south-west of Pleven. two infantry battalions were in Opanec under the command of
Hasan Sabri Pasha. The city, thus, was defended against possible attacks from the north, east and South (Siier,
1993, p. 162-163).

The Russian attack started with the bombardment on the morming of 20 July. The Russians advanced
to the city in two groups, from the north and east. The first group under the command of General Knorring
consisted of 2 infantry regiments and 1 cavalry regiment. This group attacked the Ottoman forces stationed in
Bukovlak and Yanikbayir. The Russians managed to seize some positions. Thereupon, Osman Pasha put the
reserves into battle. The Russians were thrown back with the bayonet attacks of the Ottoman battalions. The
battle was very bloody. General Knorring was badly wounded and the commander of the 17th Regiment died.
The attack of the Russian first group had failed. The second attack group consisted of one infantry regiment and
two cavalry csquadrons under the command of Colonel Kleinhaus. This group advanced on Grivitzsa from the
west. At first, the attack of this group was also successful. However, the situation changed with the counterattack
of the Ottoman reserves dispatched from Pleven. The Russians, who suffered a lot of losses, had to withdraw
here as well (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 10-12; Maurice, 1905, p. 109-113; ATASE, ORH.,10/41).

Russian casualties were over 2.800. 74 officers, including two colonels, were killed or wounded. On
the Ottoman side, 38 officers and 648 soldiers were martyred, 50 officers and 1357 privates were wounded. In
addition, 17 ammunition carts, a cannon, a large amount of rifles, 300 tents and a large amount of material were
seized from the Russians (Herbert, 1911, p. 116; Stier, 1993, p. 162-163). If Osman Pasha could carry out a
pursuit operation the Russians would have suffered much more. However, after days of marching, the Ottoman
soldiers were very tired and Osman Pasha did not have enough cavalry forces. The First Battle of Pleven was
an important turmning point in the war. For the first time since the beginning of the war, the Ottoman forces were
able to stop a strong Russian attack and forced them to retreat.

2. Second Battle of Pleven

After the First Battle of Pleven, the importance of Lofca increased. The Russians had captured Lofca
on 17 July before attacking Pleven. Osman Pasha dispatched a force of 6 infantry battalions and 1 battery to
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Lof¢a on 26 July under the command of Refet Pasha. There were three or four Russian cavalry squadrons, 2
cannons and Bulgarian militia in the town. Refet Pasha captured Lof¢a on 27 July. The Russians attacked the
next day to retake the town. However, they were defeated (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 13-14; Sapolyo, 1959, p. 197-
198).

The defeat in Pleven greatly worried the Tsar. The deployment of an Ottoman corps in the city
threatened the right flank of the Russian forces advancing south (Sirokorad, 2009, p. 422; Kececizade {zzet
Fuat, 1997, p. 52). The Russian headquarters saw that its forces in the Balkans were not sufficient to continue
the war. Reinforcements had to be brought in from Russia, which would take long time. Therefore, the Tsar
wanted the Romanian army to join the battle. Until the Battle of Pleven, the Russians did not want Romania to
participate in the war. Nevertheless, the defeat in Pleven changed this situation. Romanian forces crossed the
Danube and deployed to Nikopol. With the reinforcements, a force consisting of 36 infantry battalions, 30
cavalry squadrons and 176 cannons was gathered under the command of General Kriidener. The strength of
this force was around 30.000. Kriidener overestimated the Ottoman force in Pleven. He thought that his forces
were not enough for the attack and wanted reinforcements. However, Grand Duke Nichola insisted on
attacking, and Kriidener reluctantly agreed (Hozier, 1878, p. 590-591; Kececizade izzet Fuat, 1997, p. 55). The
Russian operation in the Balkans had stopped and the Russian army had gathered in front of Pleven.

Osman Pasha was quickly fortified Pleven. In a short time, two big bastions called Bastabya and
Kanlitabya were built in Yanikbayir. A defensive line was created by digging trenches on the ridge extending
from Yanikbayir to Opanec. The construction of fortifications continued on other hills around the city
(Fumeaux, 1972, p. 68). The Commander-in-Chief gave the battalions in Sofia and Nis to the command of
Osman Pasha for the reinforcement of Pleven. With these reinforcements, the force in the city reached
approximately 20.000 soldiers, including 33 infantry battalions, five cavalry squadrons and 300 Circassian
volunteers. This force was divided into two divisions, each consisting of 12 battalions of infantry, two squadrons
of cavalry and two batteries. The 1st Division under the command of Adil Pasha was positioned on the defense
line in the north, and the 2nd Division under the command of Hasan Sabri Pasha in the south and southeast.
The rest of the forces were located in the rear area as a reserve (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 15; Hiilagii, 1993, p. 90).

Before the attack Pleven, General Kriidener purposed to take control of the Plevne-Sevlievo-Timovo
road by capturing Lof¢a. In accordance with this purpose, he sent the cavalry division under the command of
General Skoblev to Lofca. There were six infantry battalions and one battery in the town under the command
of Refet Pasha. As the Russians advanced to Lof¢a, Osman Pasha sent one infantry battalion and some cavalry
to reinforce Refet Pasha. General Skoblev approached Lofca to attack on 28th July. However, he could not
advance due to the artillery fire of the defenders. Refet Pasha attacked with infantry from the front and cavalry
from the flanks and forced the Russians to withdraw. Russian casualties were more than 300 (Siier, 1993, p.
223).

The Russians, who could not capture Lofca, turmed their attention to Pleven. General Kriidener's plan
was to divide his force into two groups and attack from the east and southeast of the city. The right flank group
was composed of two infantry divisions and 10 cavalry squadrons under the command of General
Wilhelminof. This group would advance to Pleven from the east and attack Yanikbayir. The left flank group
consisted of one infantry division, one infantry brigade and one cavalry brigade under the command of General
Prince Shakofskoi. This group was to attack from the southeast over Radishevo. Two cavalry regiments under
the command of General Loshkareff would protect the right flank of the attacking force. The cavalry brigade
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under the command of General Skoblev would secure the Lofc¢a road on the left flank. Kriidener had held back
an infantry brigade as areserve. The center of gravity of the attack was in the right wing group with 18 battalions
and 80 guns (Greene, 1879, p. 194).

The attack started at 05:00 on 30 July. The right flank group advanced towards Pleven in the fog and
took up positions in front of Kanlitabya and Emin Bey Bastion at around 08:00. With the positioning of the
Russians, artillery fire began. Russian artillery of five batteries took the Ottoman trenches under heavy fire. The
defenders had only four guns in this area. Artillery fire continued until 14:30. The Russian attack started at 15:00.
The 31st Russian Division with its three regiments advanced to the Ottoman trenches. The Russians managed
to seize the outpost positions. However, they were stopped by the defenders at the second line positions. After
that, they were thrown back by the Ottoman counter-attacks. The losses of the Russians were great. By 16:00
they had lost 29 officers and 1.006 soldiers. Thereupon, General Wilhelminof put his three reserve regiments
into battle. Two regiments from the north and one from the south attacked the Ottoman positions. However,
these attacks also encountered Ottoman fire. Although the Russian attacks continued until 18:00, they were not
successful. Adil Pasha saw that the Russian attack was weakening and started a counterattack. General
Wilhelminov had to use his last reserves to stop this offensive. With a final effort, General Kriidener ordered a
general attack before the sun went down. However, this attack was also stopped in front of the Ottoman
positions. The battle had been very bloody. The offensive power of the Russians was exhausted. After dark, the
Russian troops withdrew devastated (Maurice, 1905, p. 125-126; Siier, 1993, p. 238-240).

The Russian left flank group, with two infantry regiments and four batteries from the 32nd Division,
arrived in Radishevo in the moming. one brigade and four batteries were in reserve at south of Radishevo.
Mutual artillery fire began. The Russians were responding with 60 guns to the eight guns of the defenders.
Attillery fire continued until 14:30. The Russians attacked Tahir Pasha detachment with one regiment and
Colonel Ibrahim Bey detachment in the east with another regiment. The Russians took the first line positions.
The Ottomans withdrew to the second line positions. General Shakofskoi continued the attack. The Ottoman
defense was under great pressure. At this moment, the Commander of the 2nd Division, Hasan Sabri Pasha,
put the reserves into battle and prevented the Russians from entering the second line positions. Thereupon,
General Shakofskoi also brought a reserve infantry regiment into battle. With these reinforcements, the
Russians could enter some points of the second line positions. Osman Pasha, who saw the criticality of the
situation, sent his last reserves to this region. All reserves were put into battle, and there was no force left in the
headquarters except for four companies. Osman Pasha immediately sent word and asked for some
reinforcement battalions from the Adil Pasha Division. Without waiting for these battalions to arrive, he sent
four companies under the command of Talat Bey to Hasan Sabri Pasha (Von Der Goltz, 1898, p. 16; Greene,
1879, p. 198-199; Siier, 1993, p. 235-236). It was the most critical moment of the battle. The defenders were
out of reserve, and the Russians were about to break through the defensive line. At this critical moment, Osman
Pasha stepped in. He took the head of the infantry battalion and four guns sent by Adil Pasha and
counterattacked. With this attack, the Russian attack was halted. The Russians did not have the strength to attack.
At 18:30, General Shakofskoi informed General Kriidener that he was in a challenging situation and asked for
reinforcements. General Kriidener quickly led a reserve infantry regiment south of Grivitzsa. The Russian
regiment, advancing towards Ibrahim Bey's positions, was unable to advance due to a heavy artillery fire from
Borabayir and had to retreat. The attack of the left flank group also failed. The Russians began to withdraw as
darkness fell (Menning, 1992, p. 63).
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The operation of General Skoblev's forces, which moved to the west of the Russian left flank, was as
follows. The Caucasian Cavalry Brigade under the command of Skoblev advanced westward at 05:00 in the
moming to secure the Lofca road. As they approached the Kovanlik Hill in the southwest of the city, they came
under the fire of Colonel Yunus Bey's forces. General Skoblev returned fire with four cannons and an artillery
duel began. At this very moment, Yunus Bey attacked with an infantry battalion and cavalry under heavy
artillery fire and forcing the Russians to withdraw. Yunus Bey's detachment was in a critical position. He was
able to take the Russian left flank group under fire from his position. To prevent this, General Skoblev decided
to attack. He deployed some of his troops to secure the Lofca road. He reinforced his remaining forces with an
infantry battalion and 4 cannons and attacked again. However, Yunus Bey stopped the Russian attacks and
returned with a counterattack. Even though the Russians continued their attacks until it got dark, they were
unsuccessful. General Skoblev withdrew his troops after dark (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 19-20; Greene, 1879, p.
198-199).

Russian casualties were more than 7.000. It was a big mistake to attack with classical tactics to the
defensive lines prepared with moderm techniques and protected by fire. The Russians paid a heavy price for this
mistake. Although they had many artilleries than the defenders, they could not use them effectively. Artillery
fire was not well coordinated with the infantry's maneuvers. The left and right attack groups could not move
coordinately. Furthermore, General Kriidener had not spared a sufficient reserve force and had not used his
reserves at the right place and time. When the battle was over, the Russian troops were exhausted and
devastated. The Russians withdrew in panic. The next day, the news of the defeat reached Nikopol and
Sivisthov. A complete panic began when the news spread that the Ottoman army was in pursuit. Roads and
bridges were blocked by Bulgarians attempting to escape north of the Danube (Ali Fuad, 1326, p. 66; Erkan-1
Harbiye Kolagalarindan Resid, 2016, p. 48; Herbert, 1911, p. 165-166). The defeat in Pleven had a significant
impact on the Russian command (BOA, Y..PRK.HR.,1/60).

In the Second Battle of Pleven, 18 officers and 341 soldiers were killed and 26 officers and 898
soldiers were wounded on the Ottoman side. Osman Pasha played an important role in the victory. He had
correctly predicted the Russians' direction of attack. When organizing the defense, Osman Pasha preferred a
well-organized fortification and an active defense based on rapid counter-attacks rather than the usual methods.
The defense power of the Ottoman soldiers was world famous. Osman Pasha proved that the Ottoman troops
could also be successful in the offensive with his active defense based on counter-attacks. His leadership style
based on officers being at the forefront of the battle and commanding their troops gave great morale and
encouragement to his soldiers (Uyar and Erickson, 2014, p. 382). The only issue that could be criticized in the
command of the battle was the lack of a pursuit operation after the victory, because if the Russian troops having
withdrawn in panic had been followed, the defeat could have tumed into a rout. Nevertheless, Osman Pasha
needed more cavalry and his troops were exhausted (Kegecizade Izzet Fuat, 1997, p. 67; Mehmed Hulusi,
2021, p. 138).

The Russians, who had been advancing quickly since the beginning of the war, had suffered a great
defeat in Pleven. The effect of the defeat spread to the entire army. The Russian General Headquarters was in
great anxiety. Grand Duke Nichola intended to gather forces and attack again quickly. However, the Tsar did
not approve of this. The Russians were threatened from the east by the Danube Eastern Army and from the
south by the Balkan Corps. If the Russian forces had rallied against Pleven and had been defeated once again,
this could have been the end of the war. In this situation, the Tsar decided to bring reinforcements from Russia.
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In addition, the Romanian army would come to Pleven. Prince Carol was going to join the Russian army in
Pleven with a force of 38.000 soldiers. Until these forces were gathered, the Russian army in the Balkans would
not make any forward operations and would remain on the defensive (Ahmed Saib, 1911, p. 181-182; Rosetti,
1993, p. 109; Sirokorad, 2009, p. 423).

3 Third Battle of Pleven

After the defeat in the Second Battle of Pleven, the Russian headquarters decided to wait until
reinforcements arrived. The Russians moved a cavalry brigade west of the Vid River to cut off Pleven's
connection with Sofia. Osman Pasha, on the other hand, planned an operation against Pelishat on 31 August.
This town was protecting the left side of the Lofca-Sevlievo road. There were tree Russian brigades and a large
amount of cavalry in the Pelishat. Ottoman force to attack consisted of 19 infantry battalions, two cavalry
regiments and three batteries under the command of Osman Pasha. However, the Russians were determined
not to lose this position which they deemed essential for their attack on Pleven. They quickly sent
reinforcements to Pelishat and tried to encircle the Ottoman forces from the left. Thereupon, Osman Pasha gave
the order to withdraw. Ottoman casualties were 300 dead and 1.000 wounded. Russian casualties were more
than 1.000 (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 29-32; Herbert, 1911, p. 177-178).

At the beginning of September, the Russians turned their attention back to Pleven. The first step of
the Pleven operation would be the capture of Lofca. With the capture of Lof¢a, a critical supply route to Pleven
and a possible withdrawal direction for the Ottomans would be cut off. The Russian force gathered in Sevlievo
to attack the town consisting of 26 battalions of infantry, 80 cannons, and large numbers of cavalry. This force
was commanded by General Prince Imeretinsky (Greene, 1879, p. 229). The Ottoman force defending Lofca
consisted of eight infantry battalions and six cannons under the command of Rifat Pasha. General Imeretinsky
began the attack in two arms on the moming of September 3. A very bloody battle took place throughout the
day. The Ottoman forces defending the city resisted until the evening, but they had suffered great losses. Rifat
Pasha had to withdraw to Pleven with the remaining two battalions. The casualties of the defenders were about
2.500. The loss of the Russians was around 1.600. Osman Pasha, who learned that Lof¢a was in danger, took
action with a force of 22 battalions to help. However, when he approached the town, he saw that he was late
and had to tum back (Herbert, 1911, p. 178-181; Von Der Goltz, 1898, p. 18; ATASE, ORH., 24/51).

After Lofca, it was Pleven's tum. For the Russians, the capture of this critical city would unlock the
road to victory. On the other hand, Osman Pasha made an intense effort to strengthen the defense. New bastions
were built and a very modem and effective defense system was created around Pleven. The Ottoman force in
the city had increased to 52 infantry battalions, 25 cavalry squadrons and 80 cannons with the reinforcements.
The number of defenders is up to 40.000, including 35 thousand infantry, 3.000 cavalry, and 1.000 artillery
(BOA, YPRK.ASK., 1/42; Albay Talat, 1997, p. 45). The Russian force was also increasing. The force of the
Romanian corps that came to Pleven was 30.000 infantry, 4.500 cavalry and 126 cannons. With their
participation, the Russian right-flank group had reached 105.000 soldiers. The Russian force to attack Pleven
was organized as four corps. Tzar II. Alexander had given the command of these forces to Romanian Prince
Carol. This force was over 90.000, including 74.000 infantry, 10.000 cavalry and 442 cannons. The Russians
also brought heavy siege artillery against the Pleven fortifications (Greene, 1879, p. 234). It can be seen, there
was a great disproportion between the Ottoman and Russian forces.

Russian right-flank troops began to approach defensive positions as of September 4. The Romanian
Corps under the command of General Cemat was positioned in the north of Pleven, the 9th Corps under the
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command of General Kriidener was positioned in the east of the city. The 4th Corps, under the command of
General Krylof, was located in the Pelishat region to the southeast. The group of General Prince Imeretinsiky
was positioned south of the city. Caucasian and Don Cossack Cavalry Brigades were positioned on both sides
of the Lof¢a-Pleven road. According to the Russian offensive plan, artillery positions would be prepared by
approaching the defense lines first, and artillery would be deployed there. After a few days of artillery
bombardment, the attack would begin. The center of mass of the attack would be to the east and southeast of
the city. The main attack force would be the 9th and 4th Corps. The Romanian Corps would make secondary
attacks from the north, and the General Imeretinsiky's group from the south (Kegecizade Izzet Fuat, 1997, p.
101; Maurice, 1905, p. 204-205).

The deployment of the defenders was as follows: There were six bastions under the command of
Ferik Adil Pasha in the north of Pleven. These were Siileyman Bey Bastion, Stileyman Pasha Bastion,
Araptabya, Hayri Bey Bastion, Bastabya and Kanlitabya. 12 infantry battalions were deployed in these bastions.
There were four bastions in the east of the city. These were Karaagag Bastion, Atif Pasha Bastion, Omer Bey
Bastion and Ibrahim Bey Bastion. There were nine battalions in these bastions. The southem front of the city
was under the command of Tahir Pasha. There were 12 infantry battalions in the isa Aga Bastion, Kovanlik
Bastion, Baglarbagi Bastion, Milas Bastion, Talat Bey Bastion and Yunus Bey Bastion. There were three
infantry battalions in the Vid Kopriibast Bastion, located on the west of Pleven. Osman Pasha kept nine infantry
battalions as a reserve (Stier, 1993, p. 361-363).

The Third Battle of Pleven started with the Russian-Romanian bombardment on the moming of 7
September. While the Russian artillery was heavily firing the fortifications around the city, the attack forces
were approaching and positioning for the attack. Despite the lack of artillery and ammunition, the defenders
were responding successfully. The bombardment which continued throughout the day did not give the result
that the Russians expected, and the Ottoman fortifications were not damaged much. The defenders had worked
all night to repair the destroyed fortifications. The Russians were hesitant to attack the next day. The defenders
had worked all night to repair the destroyed fortifications. That night a meeting was held at the Russian
headquarters. The Russians were hesitant to attack the next day. As a result, it was decided to continue the
bombardment for one more day, upon the proposal of General Kriidener (Greene, 1879, p. 238).

On the moming of September 8, the Russian bombardment resumed with more than two hundred
artillery. Ottoman artillery could only respond with one shot against ten shots of the Russians. However, these
shots were successfulty and inflicted severe damage on the Russian batteries. The Russians attacked the forward
positions in front of the Ottoman defense lines, forcing them to retreat. They also sent 34 cavalry squadrons to
the west of the Vid River to cut off Pleven's connection with Orhanie and Sofia (Bamwell, 1877, s. 525-526;
Erkan-1 Harbiye Kolagalarindan Resid, 2016, p. 55). The Russians had not achieved the desired result after two
days of bombardment. The defensive fortifications could not be destroyed. After the defeat in the first two
battles, they were more cautious. Therefore, they decided to continue the bombardment for two more days
(Stier, 1993, p. 380-382).

In spite of the intense Russian bombardment, the Ottoman defense remained intact. This was the
result of Osman Pasha's masterful tactics. The Ottomans deployed their cannons in small groups in the spaces
between the bastions. For this reason, the fires of the Russians against the Ottoman artillery did not harm the
infantry in the bastions. In addition, Ottoman artillery in small groups could easily change positions. During the
artillery battle, the Ottoman infantry was waiting behind the bastions and was out of the range of the Russian
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artillery. In the bastions, security detachments were left for observation. The fortifications, which were
destroyed by artillery fire during the day, were fixed by working during the night, and the next day everything
was starting over (Mehmed Hulusi, 2021, p. 182).

The bombardment continued on 10 September. In addition, the Russians attacked the forward line
forces in front of the Kovanlik bastion with more than one division. This attack was successful and they captured
the Green Hills south of the Kovanlik bastion. Osman Pasha considered this point very important for defense.
The Green Hills had to be taken back. He appointed Emin Pasha for this objective. Emin Pasha launched a
vigorous counterattack, albeit inefficacious. The Russians were well positioned on the hill and had
reinforcements (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 51-52). At the end of four days, the Ottoman casualties were about 500
people. Some fortifications were demolished, and some were straightened by working at night. The Russians
had lost 2000 men (Herbert, 1911, p. 192).

The Russian offensive began on moming of the September 11. Three targets were set as the weight
center. These would be the Bastabya and Kanlitabya in the north, the Omer Bey bastion in the southeast and
the Kovanlik bastion in the south. The Romanian forces approached forward at dawn and started an attack on
Bastabya and Kanlitabya at around 11:00 a.m.. The Ottoman force in these bastions consisted of only three
battalions of infantry and six cannons. The attacking force was two Romanian divisions. Despite the significant
imbalance between the forces, the defenders managed to break the waves of attacks. The casualties of the
Romanians were very high. Thereupon, the Russian division from behind joined the attack. The casualties of
the Ottomans, who were attacked by forces far superior to them, were also quite high. Adil Pasha reinforced
Kanlitabya with an infantry battalion. Russo-Romanian forces attacked once again in the evening. This time,
they did not only attack from the front and maneuvered to besiege Kanlitabya. At the end of the day, Kanhtabya
remained in the hands of the Russians. The Ottoman forces in Bastabya strove to take Kanlitabya back by
making a bayonet attack at night, but they were unsuccessful. The Russian-Romanian force, which participated
in the attack in this region during the day, was about 25.000. By evening, the Russian casualties in this region
had increased to 22 officers and 1.305 soldiers. On the other hand, the Romanians lost 56 officers and 2.511
soldiers (Greene, 1879, p. 244-246; Sapolyo, 1959, p. 145; Siier, 1993, p. 386-389).

Another area which Russian attacks concentrated on was the defensive lines southeast of Pleven. The
bastions were under intense fire from sunrise. The Russians started an attack on Omer Bey's bastion with three
divisions at around 13:00. The bastion was defended by five and a half battalions of infantry and six guns. The
defenders heroically resisted the Russian attack. However, with the reforcements coming from behind, the
Russians managed to enter the first line trenches. Tahir Pasha saw that the situation had become critical and
started a counterattack with two infantry battalions in reserve. The Russians could not hold on to this sudden
attack and had to withdraw. However, a new attack started with the Russian reinforcements coming from
behind and the Russians were able to enter some positions of Omer Bey bastion. Osman Pasha realized the
danger and immediately reinforced the bastion with two battalions. Then the Ottoman forces counterattacked.
The Russians, who could not hold on against this attack, retreated in a miserable condition. The Ottoman
soldiers defending the Omer Bey bastion and the surrounding trenches had defeated a force that was about six
times their size. At the end of the battle, the Russian casualties in this region were 110 officers and 5.200 soldiers
(Albay Talat, 1997, p. 58-59; Maurice, 1905, p. 222-224).

On September 11, there was a tough battle in the Kovanlik bastion area. The Russians had captured
the Green Hills to the south of the bastion the day before. The force gathered by General Imeretinsiky for the
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attack in this region was 22 infantry battalions, 25 cavalry squadrons and 94 cannons. There were only nine
infantry battalions and seven guns on the defensive lines. Behind them, 11 infantry battalions and three cannons
were assigned to counterattack under the command of Emin Pasha. The Russian attack started around 10:00.
The main target of the attack was the Kovanlik bastion. Besides, another group attacked Yunus Bey bastion.
Due to the dense fog, the neighboring bastions could not see the enemy and could not reinforce Kovanlik with
artillery fire. The attack with a large force was successful and the Russians were able to enter the Kovanlik
bastion. However, the defenders threw the Russians back from the bastion with a sudden counterattack (Ryan
and John Sandes, 1897, p. 234-235; Siier, 1993, p. 394-397).

The Russians did not give up the attack on the Kovanlik bastion. General Skoblev brought
reinforcements into battle and attacked once more. The defenders could not hold on against the superior Russian
forces. The situation was critical. Osman Pasha dispatched four battalions from the reserve under the command
of Rifat Pasha. As response of, the Russians were once again thrown back from Kovanlik. The defenders
suffered many casualties. The Russians, however, did not give up. They brought reinforcements from behind
and started the general attack at 15:00. As a matter of fact, they captured Kovanlik and Isa Bey bastions in the
evening. Yunus Bey bastion remained in the administration of the Ottomans. This bastion was very important
for the safety of Kovanlik. It was dark. The Russian soldiers in the bastions anxiously awaited an Ottoman
counterattack throughout the night. Osman Pasha, on the other hand, was planning the counterattack the next
day (Ibrahim Edhem, 1979, p. 53-54; Siier, 1993, p. 397-400).

The night of September 11 was very worrying for both sides. Despite their enormous losses, the
Russians were unable to capture the city. Capturing the Kovanlik and Isa Bey bastions was a success for
Russians. However, they were not sure that they could hold these bastions. They had suffered many casualties
and the Russian soldiers were exhausted. The Ottomans were also concemed. Especially the loss of Kanlitabya
and Kovanlik bastions worried Osman Pasha. He was planning to take back these two bastions with
counterattacks on the moming of September 12. He assigned five infantry battalions under the command of
Sadik Pasha to take Kanhtabya back. Sadik Pasha began to advance towards Kanlitabya at dawn and engaged
in battle with the Russian force of 12 battalions. But he was unsuccessful and had to withdraw. The enemy
could not be driven out of Kanlitabya. However, Bastabya was in the hands of the defenders. Bastabya
controlled Kanlitabya due to its position. As long as this bastion was held, the defense of the city could continue
(Stier, 1993, p. 404).

The loss of Kovanlik and isa Bey bastions was also a great danger for the Ottomans. The Russians
had gathered a force of five regiments here. General Skoblev did not consider these force sufficient and
demanded reinforcements. But the Russians had no troops left. The Ottoman force to counterattack was only 8
infantry battalions under the command of Tahir Pasha. Also, the batteries were running out of ammunition. The
Ottoman attack began at 06:30. However, it was not successful against the Russian force of five regiments. For
Osman Pasha, Kovanlik should be taken back at any cost for the defense of the city. Thereupon, he took several
battalions from other regions for a new attack and sent them to Kovanhk under the command of Colonel Tevfik
Bey. Tevfik Bey's attack began at 09:00. This attack, supported by fire from neighboring bastions, was
successful. The Russians were thrown back from Kovanlik and isa Bey. Thus, a great danger was averted
(Albay Talat, 1997, p. 64-67; Fumeaux, 1972, p. 169-173; Herbert, 1911, p. 212-221). By the evening, the
Russians were not able to attack.
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The Third Battle of Pleven ended on the evening of 12 September. The losses of the Russian-
Romanian forces at the end of the battle amounted to 865 officers and 18.216 soldiers (Erkan-1 Harbiye
Kolagalarindan Resid, 2016, p. 57; Greene, 1879, p. 256). Ottoman casualties were between 4.000 and 6.000.
The Russians had suffered a great defeat. The Russian generals, who could not learn the necessary lessons from
the Second Battle of Pleven, paid a heavy price. The Russian offensive plan was based on the coordinated attack
of three groups from the north, southeast and south. The northem group had achieved some success by taking
Kanlitabya. However, the attacking group from the southeast failed to succeed. In this way, Osman Pasha was
able to reinforce the southem region by drawing forces from other fronts (Stanley, 1878, p. 190). Under the
superior command of Osman Pasha, the Ottoman soldiers fought heroically and managed to defeat the enemy
who was far superior to them.

The Battle of Pleven received great attention in the European press. Especially after the Ottoman
victory, a lot of news and articles about the war took place in the newspapers. Newspapers blamed the Russian
generals for the defeat (Furneaux, 1972, p. 180-181). The news about Pleven and Osman Pasha continued for
a long time and some legends sprang up. For example, in the news of the New York newspaper dated October
4, 1877, “Who is Osman Pasha?’ question was analyzed. In response, it was said that he was actually the
famous French General Achille Francois Bazaine, or that he might have been an American or Prussian soldier.
In another American newspaper, it was claimed that Osman Pasha was the American Colonel R. Clay
Crawford (Jessup, 2000, p. 89-90; Kegecizade izzet Fuat, 1997, p. 139).

The Pleven victory was greeted with great joy in Istanbul. The Russians were once again stopped in
front of Pleven and were devastated. On September 21, the government decided to give Osman Pasha the rank
of “Gaz with amedal, a sword and two horses (BOA., Y..EE.., 1294 N. 19, 84/102).

4. The Siege of Pleven

The Tsar and his generals were in great despair after the defeat (BOA., Y..PRK..HR.., 1294 N. 10,
1/72). The Russian army needed a new plan. For this, a war council was convened under the chairmanship of
the Tsar. Two plans were discussed at this meeting. The former was to leave a sufficient force in front of Pleven
and march on Edime with the rest of the army. The latter was to give up the offensive movement and seize
Pleven by siege. The tsar did not approve of the first course of action. It was very dangerous to go to the south
of the Balkans without taking Pleven. Consequently, it was decided to put the city under siege, cut off its contact
with the outside and condemn it to starvation. For this, reinforcements had to come from Russia. To isolate the
city until reinforcements arrived, the Cavalry Corps (52 cavalry squadrons and 30 cannons) under the command
of General Kriloff would cross to the west of the Vid River and take control of the Pleven-Sofia road. General
Todleben would lead the siege of Pleven. Todleben gained fame by building the Sevastopol fortifications during
the Crimean War and was considered the best engineer officer of the time. The general's plan was to build a line
of siege by making strong fortifications and gradually narrowing this siege. In order to complete the siege, the
Guard and Grenadier corps would be brought from Russia (Menning, 1992, p. 71).

The Third Battle of Pleven was also very difficult for the Ottomans. Reinforcements had to be
brought in immediately. There was also a shortage of ammunition and supplies. Osman Pasha, in the report he
wrote to Istanbul right after the battle, asked for immediate reinforcement. Thereupon, 17 infantry battalions,
six cavalry squadrons, two batteries and 500 carloads of provisions and ammunition under the command of
Ahmet Hifz1 Pasha departed from Orhaniye on 17 September. This force engaged in battle with the Russian
cavalry first in Telish and then in Gomi Dibnik. Ahmet Hifzi Pasha forced the Russians to withdraw and reached
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Pleven on September 24. This reinforcement gave some relief to the defenders. But there was a shortage of
animal feed. For this purpose, Osman Pasha prepared a force consisting of two infantry brigades, four cavalry
squadrons, two batteries and 300 cars and assigned them to collect animal feed in the surrounding villages.
Although this force entered into battle with the Russian cavalry around Mitropoliya, it was able to bring food to
the city. Despite this, Osman Pasha was having great difficulties in logistics. A second support group set out
from Orhanie on 5th October to reinforce Pleven. The group under the command of Sevket Pasha consisted of
15 infantry battalions, two cavalry regiments, two batteries and 500 cars. This force reached the city on 8th
October. With the last reinforcements, the force in Pleven had increased to 76 infantry battalions and 20 cavalry
squadrons. In order to feed this force, the supply route had to be kept open. For this purpose, Osman Pasha
deployed a force of 16 battalions in the Gomi Dibnik, Dolni Dibnik and Telish regions (Albay Talat, 1997, p.
72-82). However, with such a force, it would not be possible to keep the Orhanie-Plevne road, which is more
than 90 kilometers, open.

While the Ottomans were trying to keep the Sofia-Plevna road open, the Russian army around Pleven
was constantly getting reinforcements. By mid-October, the Guard and Grenadier corps of 70.000 had reached
the operating area. The Russian command reinforced the cavalry corps west of the Vid River with infantry units
and placed it under the command of General Gurko. Gurko's force consisted of 44 infantry battalions, 86 cavalry
squadrons and 150 cannons. Gurko's plan was to capture Gomi Dibnik, Dolni Dibnik and Telish in a
simultaneous operation. There was an Ottoman force of 16 battalions under the command of Ahmet Hifz1 Pasha
in Gomi Dibnik, Dolni Dibnik and Telish. The Russians took action from three directions on October 24.
General Gurko attacked Dolni Dibnik with the bulk of his force, while the other two branches attacked Gorni
Dibnik and Telish. The battle in Dolni Dubnik was very bloody. The offensive waves of the Russians continued
throughout the day. Ahmet Hifzi Pasha resisted until the evening. However, he had suffered many casualties
and his ammunition was on the verge of running out. Finally he had to surrender. Along with Ahmet Hifzi
Pasha, 53 officers and 2.235 soldiers were captured. The casualties were over 1.500. The loss of the Russians
was 116 officers and 3.195 soldiers (Greene, 1879, p. 271-277). Colonel Veli Bey, who was in Gormi Dubnik,
leamed that Dolni Dubnik had fallen and reported the situation to Osman Pasha. Thereupon, Osman Pasha
ordered Veli Bey to withdraw to Pleven. Dolni Dubnik, therefore, fell into the hands of the Russians.

The Russians also attacked Telish on October 24. The town was defended by 5 infantry battalions
under the command of Hakki Pasha. The Telish attack was not easy for the Russians. They were worried about
Ottoman reinforcements from Orhaniye, because there were 16 infantry battalions in Radomirtsi and Orhanie.
As the battle continued, two infantry battalions, two cavalry companies and two cannons under the command
of Colonel Omer Nazif Bey reached Telish. Thereupon, the Russians had to stop the attack. Russian casualties
were over 1.000. Sevket Pasha came to Radomirtsi from Orhanie with seven infantry battalions the next day
(Stier, 1993, p. 471-475).

Thereupon, General Gurko planned a simultaneous attack on Telish and Radomirtsi. On October 28,
the Russians besieged Telish with 16 infantry battalions and 66 guns and began shelling the town. Hakki Pasha
had only four cannons. He panicked and agreed to surrender. About 10 officers, 3000 soldiers, four cannons
and a large amount of ammunition fell into the hands of the Russians (Sedes, 1955, p. 246-247; Albay Talat,
1997, p. 135; ATASE, ORH., 29/8). On the same day, another Russian force attacked Radomirtsi. There were
seven infantry battalions under the command of Sevket Pasha. Sevket Pasha managed to stop the Russian
offensive. However, he did not dare to advance towards Telish with his forces. When he came to know that
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Telish had fallen, he retreated to the Karadag strait 3-4 hours behind Radomirtsi. With the Orhanie-Pleven road
being cut off, the siege circle was completely closed. The countdown for Pleven had begun (Schem, 1878, p.
324).

In fact, Osman Pasha saw that he would be under siege and requested permission to withdraw from
Pleven as of the beginning of October (Stier, 1993, p. 454; BOA. Y.. EE.., 1294 L. 21, 76/26). Osman Pasha
was planning to withdraw to Orhanie to meet the forces there and to prevent the Russians from descending to
the south of the Balkans. However, he did not receive an answer from Istanbul.

The situation in Pleven was getting more and more critical. Osman Pasha once again asked
permission to withdraw on 11 October. On the condition that the permission wouldn’t be given, he demanded
that the Orhanie-Pleven supply line be kept open. Unfortunately, Istanbul did not allow Osman Pasha to
withdraw and failed to keep the Orhanie-Pleven road open (Ahmed Midhat Efendi, 1997, p. 276, Mahmud
Celaleddin Pasa, 1983, p. 470-471). The war council gave permission to withdraw from Pleven at the end of
October, but it was too late (BOA, Y.EE, 76/26). On October 28, the siege circle around Pleven was closed. The
Russians believed that Osman Pasha would be helpless and intimidated. Grand Duke Nichola sent a letter to
Osman Pasha on 12th November asking him to surrender, but Osman Pasha rejected this offer (Albay Talat,
1997, p. 92; Herbert, 1911, p. 269).

At the beginning of November, the Ottoman force in Pleven was approximately 40.000, consisting
of 72 infantry battalions, 21 cavalry squadrons and 88 cannons. The Russian-Romanian force surrounding the
city consisted of 170 infantry battalions, 152 cavalry squadrons and 571 cannons (Herbert, 1911, p. 266).
General Todleben had organized the siege forces into six groups;

- The Romanian Corps under the command of General Cemat is in the north of the city,
- The 9th Corps under the command of General Kriidener is in the east of the city,

- The 4th Corps under the command of General Zotov is in the southeast of the city,

- Corps under the command of General Skoblev, south of the city

- The Granadier Corps under the command of General Ganetski, in the west of the city,

- The Guard corps and cavalry forces under the command of General Gurko were stationed on the
Pleven-Orhanie road (Maurice, 1905, p. 265).

The Russians made great efforts to wear down the defenders. They were trying to narrow the siege
circle by taking their positions further around the city. For this purpose, they were suppressing the Ottoman
positions with artillery fire almost every day. They were occupied in seizing new positions by attacking different
points. General Skoblev attacked and captured the Green Hills with a force of five battalions on 24th October.
Skoblev tried his luck again on 14th November and launched an attack on Yunus Bey's bastion. However, he
had to withdraw with 400 casualties. Such attacks disturbed the defenders. Nevertheless, the real danger for the
Ottomans was the approach of winter and the shortage of supplies. There were not enough tents. The existing
tents could not be set up because they were the target of Russian artillery. The only solution was to build shelters
behind the trenches. Yet, there was not adequate wood. The cold was getting worse. Besides building shelters,
it was very difficult to even find wood for cooking and heating. Most of the soldiers did not have winter clothes.
Due to the rains and severe cold, frostbite had emerged (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 96-97).
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Nutrition also became a major problem for the defenders. With the decline of wheat flour, soldiers
could be given with 440 grams of bread made from half wheat and half com flour, and a very small amount of
meat. As of November 22, wheat flour was exhausted, and the food ration had decreased to 300 grams of com
flour and one com cob. It was also not possible to grind the existing com. The Russians had rendered the mills
in Pleven unusable. The soldiers who were not fed enough were weak and sick. At the beginning of December,
the number of sick and injured had reached 10.000. On the other hand, much needed medicine and sanitary
supplies for the sick and wounded were exhausted. Even the bandage was exhausted (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 97-
98; Herbert, 1911, p. 277; Ryan and John Sandes, 1897, p. 273-274). The Ottoman army in Pleven was getting
exhausted day by day.

5 Fall of the Pleven

Despite all the troubles, the defenders of Pleven did not lose their hope until the last days of the siege.
They believed that sooner or later reinforcements would come. But they never came. By the end of November,
hope was gone. Due to hunger and disease, the forces in the city were being depleted day by day. Nearly 4.000
soldiers had died in the last six weeks, mostly of disease (Herbert, 1911, p. 288).

Osman Pasha at this term knew that he had to make a decision. On December 1, he gathered the
division and brigade commanders in his headquarters. Two courses of action were discussed at this meeting. In
the first course of action, they would fight until the supplies ran out and then surrender. Or they would break the
siege with a breakthrough operation and try to withdraw. As a result, Osman Pasha decided on the second course
of action. The breakthrough operation was to be carried out in the direction of the Vid River in the west.

The Russian-Romanian force around the city was 160.000, including 191 infantry battalions, 120
cavalry squadrons and 650 cannons. Osman Pasha's force was about 40.000 people, of which 30.000 were
combatants. Some battalions, whose numbers were greatly reduced, were abolished and 62 infantry battalions
were formed from this force. Osman Pasha organized his forces into two divisions for the operation. The 1st
Division would consist of 34 battalions under the command of Mirliva Tahir Pasha. The 2nd Division, which
would consist of 28 battalions, would be under the command of Ferik Adil Pasha. Several bridges were built
over the Vid River for the operation. All ammunition, provisions and pack animals were equally distributed
among the battalions (Albay Talat, 1997, p. 105-106; Greene, 1879, p. 290).

There were around 1.500 seriously wounded and sick soldiers in the Pleven army. It was not possible
for them to participate in the attack. Osman Pasha decided to leave these sick and wounded soldiers in the city.
For their needs, several medical officers, an imam and a nurse were assigned. There were also enough
provisions left for a month. Despite this, Osman Pasha was worried. He was concerned that the Bulgarians
would mistreat the sick and wounded soldiers until the Russians took control of the city. Osman Pasha gathered
ten people from the priests and Bulgarian notables and asked them not to torture the wounded and sick soldiers
to be left in Pleven. The Bulgarians also promised that they would not do anything wrong. However, with the
failure of the breaktrough operation, this promise would be forgotten and all the sick and wounded in the
hospitals would be killed (Herbert, 1911, p. 294).

Another issue that worried Osman Pasha was the civilian population in Pleven. There were
approximately 200 Muslim Turkish households in the city. Osman Pasa knew that if the civilians participated
in the attack, the civilians would both suffer a lot and slow down the operation. Therefore, he intended to leave
the civilians in Pleven. However, the civilian population realized that the army would be withdrawn and did not
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agree to stay in the city. Women and children gathered in front of Osman Pasha's headquarters and almost
begged. Osman Pasha changed his mind due to the insistence of the people. Civilians would leave the city
behind the army. However, this was the wrong decision. With the participation of civilians in the operation,
there would be a great turmoil and it would interrupt the operation (Ahmed Saib, 1911, p. 289).

Ottoman forces in Pleven began to gather on the banks of the Vid River after dark on December 9th.
Subsequently, the 1st Division crossed the river using the three bridges built earlier. The Russians noticed that
Ottomans would start operation in the moming and started artillery fire. Osman Pasha personally took the
command of the 1st Division. The Ottomans began to attack the siege bastions held by the forces under the
command of General Ganetski. Despite heavy fire from the Russian positions, the Ottomans continued the
attack and were able to enter the first line positions. Osman Pasha attacked the second line positions without
wasting any time. The Ottomans also captured some of the second line positions of the Russians. However, the
Russians were alarmed on the entire front and began sending reinforcements to the offensive zone. The Russian-
Romanian force gathered against Osman Pasha was increasing every minute. The Ottoman forces, on the other
hand, were weakened by casualties. The Ottoman troops could not hold on under the intense fire of the Russians
and had to withdraw to the first line positions. However, they were unable to hold on and had to retreat. At this
moment, the 2nd Division behind should have caught up and entered the battle. However, this division could
not leave Pleven due to the Russian attack. At this very moment, Osman Pasha, who was on the front line to
encourage the soldiers, was wounded in the foot. In addition, most of the brigade, regiment and battalion
commanders were wounded or killed (ibrahim Edhem, 1979, p. 73; Siier, 1993, p. 483-484).

Events were not going well for the 2nd Division either. The Russian-Romanian army noticed the
breakthrough operation and attacked the defense lines in Pleven. The rearguard forces of the 2nd Division tried
to stop these attacks, but the Russians managed to seize some bastions. While the 2nd Division units were
advancing to the Vid bridges, they were attacked by the Russians from behind and from the side. Only a part of
the division managed to cross the bridge. Remaining troops who could not cross the river were trapped between
the superior Russian forces (Siier, 1993, p. 485). The breakthrough operation failed and Osman Pasha was
wounded. It was no longer possible to return to Pleven, because very important bastions were lost. At the request
of the division and brigade commanders, Osman Pasha decided to surrender. White flags were hoisted and
representatives were sent to negotiate terms of surrender. Meanwhile, the Russians did not hesitate to continue
firing on the soldiers and civilians for half an hour, by ignoring the white flags. Hence, the defense of Pleven,
which had been going on for 145 days and made a sound all over the world, came to an end (Albay Talat, 1997,
p. 118; Hiilagii, 1993, p. 233).

According to the report given by General Todleben after the battle, the Russians realized that Osman
Pasha was preparing for an operation. The Bulgarians fleeing from Pleven had informed the Russians. In
particular, reports from frontline troops on December 9 confirmed this information. In this case, Todleben took
action to take the necessary measures. As a matter of fact, the breakthrough operation had turned into a pitched
battle. The Ottoman soldiers had fought for five hours against the Russian-Romanian forces, which were far
superior to them. However, it was not possible to break the siege. At the end of the battle, the Russian-Romanian
casualties amounted to 60 officers and 1.299 soldiers. Ottoman casualties amounted to 6.000. Ten generals,
including Osman Pasha, more than 2.000 officers and 40.000 soldiers were captured, and 77 cannons fell into
the hands of the Russians (Greene, 1879, p. 311).
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After being captured, Osman Pasha was personally visited by Grand Duke Nichola and Romanian
Prince Carol and congratulated for his heroic defense. The next day, Tsar II. Alexander had dinner with Osman
Pasha in Pleven. The Tsar made many compliments to Osman Pasha and returned his sword which had been
taken when he surrendered (Mufassal Osmanh Tarihi, 1972, p. 3316; Stanley, 1878, p. 239-241). Osman Pasha
was highly respected during the time he was a prisoner in Russia and he returned to Istanbul on March 25, 1878.

Unfortunately, the care shown to Osman Pasha was not shown to the captured Ottoman soldiers and
civilians. Nearly 4.000 Ottomans died in 14 days due to the ill-treatment of the Russians, cold and hunger. Most
of the prisoners were transferred to Russia a week after Pleven fell. 5.000 Ottoman soldiers died on the 200-
kilometer road between Pleven and Bucharest. Only 15.000 of the 40.000 people captured in Pleven were able
to reach Russia. Only 12.000 of them were able to retumn to their homeland after the war (Fumeaux, 1972, p.
277-278; Ibrahim Edhem, 1979, p. 76-78; BOA, HR. SYS., 1/4). During the war, 40.5% of the Turkish
prisoners in Russia died (Karakulak, 2018, p. 248; Urkmez, 2020, p. 817).

6. Conclusion

The 1877-1878 War was a great destruction for the Ottoman Empire. Major mistakes made in the
strategic command of the war brought the defeat. On the Balkan Front, the Russian army advanced rapidly and
reached the Balkan passes and the road to Istanbul was opened for the Russians. The arrival of Osman Pasha
forces, who were in Vidin at the beginning of the war, to Pleven and their deployment here changed the course
of the war. The heroic defense of Pleven's defenders stopped the Russian army for five months and created an
important opportunity for the Ottoman army to seize the initiative. But this opportunity was missed. A month
and a half after the fall of Pleven, the Russian army arrived in front of Istanbul.

In the First Battle of Pleven, the Russians attacked without making the necessary reconnaissance and
with msufficient forces. Russian commanders, who had won easy victories since the beginning of the war,
thought that they would easily capture Pleven. Osman Pasha advanced at great speed and reached Pleven before
the Russians, immediately deployed for defense and stopped the Russian attack.

In the Second Battle of Pleven, the Russians achieved numerical superiority. However, this numerical
superiority was not sufficient for frontal attacks on fortified positions. Osman Pasha correctly predicted the
direction of the Russians' attack with an accurate assessment and took the defensive order accordingly. The
defenders worked relentlessly, by improving the fortifications and establishing a modem defense system.
Russian attack groups could not attack in a coordinated way, Osman Pasha was able to take advantage of this
and shift his forces to different regions.

In the Third Battle of Pleven, the Russian army had a great numerical superiority. Before the attack,
the Russians tried to break up the Ottoman defense with artillery shelling that lasted for four days. However, the
Ottoman defense system minimized the effect of the Russian bombardment and the Ottoman loss was minimal.
The Russians had lost a lot by making frontal attacks on the fortified positions with classical tactics. Russian
offensive groups could not act in coordination. Osman Pasha took advantage of this skillfully and stopped the
Russian attacks by using the reserves at the right time and point. Osman Pasha, with his leadership in the most
critical moments of the battle, raised the morale of his soldiers and increased their determination.

Osman Pasha had an important role in the success of the defense of Pleven. When organizing the
defense, Osman Pasha preferred a well-organized fortification and an active defense based on rapid counter-
attacks instead of the usual methods. The defence power of Ottoman soldiers was world famous. Osman Pasha
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proved that the Ottoman troops could also be successful in the offensive with his active defense based on
counter-attacks. He gave great morale and courage to his soldiers by being on the front lines when necessary.

Ottoman soldiers proved to the whole world how well they could fight under the command of a competent and
determined commander.
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APPENDICES
Appendix -1: First Battle of Pleven (20 July 1877)
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Reference: Siier, H.Hikmet (1993), 1877-1878 Osmanli-Rus Harbi Rumeli Cephesi, Sketch 14.

Appendix -2: Second Battle of Pleven (30 July 1877)
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Appendix -3: Third Battle of Pleven (11-12 September 1877)
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Appendix -4: Breakthrough Operation (09-10 December 1877)
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Oz

Bu aragtirmada 1878-1920 yillar arasinda Kars’ta Rum niifusu ele almmaktadir. Kars’ta ilk Rum yerlesimi
1865 dncesine dayanmasina karsin toplulugun yogun olarak gelmesi, 1877-1878 Osmanli Rus Harbi’nde
(93 Harbi) kentin Carlik Rusya isgaline girmesi ile baslamustir. Carlik Rusya yaklagik kirk yil siiren isgal
stiresince kentten gog ettirdigi Miisliimanlar yerine kendine sadik topluluklar yerlestirmistir. Bu kapsamda
Anadolu’dan ve Kafkasya’dan Rumlar kente go¢ ettirilmisti. Rumlarin farkli cografyalardan olmasi
aralarinda bir ayrimi da beraberinde getirmistir. Bu aynm topluluk arasinda stirekli olarak kendini
hissettirmistir.

Kars’a gb¢ eden Rumlarm biiyik kismu ¢iftgi oldugundan koylere yerlestirilmiglerdir. Tarim ve
hayvancilikla ugrasan Rumlar, kendileri ile beraber getirdikleri kegi rkinin farkh topluluklar tarafindan daj
yetigtirilmesini saglamuslardir. Cift¢iligin yani sira tas ustasi olan Rumlar ise kentin imaret faaliyetlerinde
cahigmak tizere kent merkezine yerlestirilmistir. Ortodoks inancinin yayginlastirilmasi igin desteklenen Rum|
din adamlan ise kent merkezinde oldugu gibi kdylerde de etkin bir sekilde faaliyet yiiriitmiislerdir. Yogun|
olarak koylerde yasayan Rumlar, kentten ayrilmadan hemen 6nce yasanan siyasi gelismelerde aktif rol
oynamuglardir. Balkan Savaglari’na kadar Miisliimanlar ile 1yi iligkiler kuran topluluk, onlarla kiiltiirel
etkilesim i¢inde bulunmustur. Balkan Savaslari’nda Yunanistan i¢in Rus yonetiminin destegiyle yardim
toplanuslardir. Ttirklerin bu duruma tepki gostermesi o giine kadar biiyiik oranda 1yi sekilde siirdiirtilen
iliskileri bozmustur. Birinci Diinya Savast’nin gergin ortaminda iliskiler iyice bozulmustur. Bolsevik ihtilali
sonrasinda yasanan siyasi boglukta Rumlarin bir kismu ¢ete faaliyetleri yiirtitmiislerdir. Kentin yeniden
Osmanlt Devleti himayesine girmesi ile kentten ayrilan Rumlar, Tiflis ve Batum’a; oradan da bir kismi
Yunanistan’a go¢ etmistir.

Aragtirmada Rumlarm, Kars’m Carlik Rusya’nin iggal yillarinda en kalabalik topluluklardan birisi oldugu,
kente go¢ etmeleri, sosyoekonomik durumlari, siyasal gelismeler karsisinda tavirlar, kentte biraktiklari izler|
ve kentten ayrilmalan birinci el kaynaklar basta olmak iizere arastirma eserleri gergevesinde ele almnustir.

Anahtar Kelimler: Rum, Kars, Carlik Rusya, Gog.
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Abstract

In this research, the Greek population in Kars between 1878 and 1920 is discussed. Although the first Greek
settlement in Kars dates back to before 1865, the intense arrival of the community began with the 1877-
1878 Ottoman-Russian War (93 War) and the city's occupation by Tsarist Russia. Tsarist Russia settled
communities loyal to itself instead of the Muslims it expelled from the city during the occupation, which
lasted approximately forty years. In this context, Greeks from Anatolia and the Caucasus were immigrated
to the city. The fact that the Greeks were from different geographies brought about a distinction between
them. This distinction has constantly made itself felt among the community.

Since most of the Greeks who migrated to Kars were farmers, they were settled in villages. The Greeks,
who were engaged in agriculture and animal husbandry, ensured that the goat breed they brought with them
was bred by different communities. In addition to farming, Greeks who were stonemasons were settled in
the city centre to work in the city's soup kitchen. Greek clergy, who were supported to spread the Orthodox
faith, carried out activities effectively in the villages as well as in the city centre. Greeks, who lived

intensively in the villages, played an active role in the political developments just before leaving the city.
The community had good relations with Muslims until the Balkan Wars and had cultural interaction with|
them. During the Balkan Wars, they collected aid for Greece with the support of the Russian administration.
The Turks' reaction to this situation disrupted the relations that had been maintained largely well until that
day. In the tense environment of the First World War, relations deteriorated further. In the political vacuum

after the Bolshevik Revolution, some Greeks carried out gang activities. After the city came under the
protection of the Ottoman Empire again, the Greeks who left the city went to Thilisi and Batumi; From
there, some of them migrated to Greece.

In the research, the fact that the Greeks were one of the most populous communities in Kars during the
occupation years of Tsarist Russia, their migration to the city, their socioeconomic situation, their attitude
towards political developments, the traces they left in the city and their departure from the city were
discussed within the framework of research works, especially primary sources.

Key Words: Greek (Rum), Kars, Tsarist Russia, Migration.
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Giris

Kars, 93 Harbi olarak bilinen 1877-1878 Osmanli-Rus Savasi sonrasinda imzalanan 3 Mart 1878
tarihli Ayastefanos Antlasmasi ve Avrupah devletlerin araya girmesi sonrasinda bu antlagma sartlarnm yeniden
gortsiildiigii 13 Temmuz 1878 tarihli Berlin Antlasmasi ile savas tazminati olarak Carhk Rusya’ya
brrakilmustir. 3 Mart 1918 tarihinde imzalanan Brest-Litovsk Antlasmasi’na kadar Kars, yaklasik 40 y1l Carlik
Rusya isgalinde kalmistir. Carlik Rusya isgalindeki Kars’m, idari, sosyoekonomik, demografik yapisinda
kapsamli degisiklikler yapilmustir.

Carhik Rusya, Kars’taki demografik yapty1 kendi ¢ikarlaria uygun olarak degistirmistir. Kentteki
Miisliiman niifusu gog ettirirken yerine kendisine sadik topluluklar yerlestirmistir. Bu topluluklarn biiytik
kism Katkasya’dan gelen Slav topluluklardi. Slav topluluklarm yani sira Kafkasya’da ve Anadolu’da yasayan
Rumlar da g6 ettirilmistir.

Kars’ta Rum niifusu, Ruslara sadik diger topluluklarda oldugu gibi diizenli olarak artnlmaya
cahgilmugti. Rumlarm biiyiik kismm kdylerde yasamuslardir. Bir gamizon kenti olan Kars’m biiyiik koyleri
bulunmaktaydi. Her ne kadar iggal sonrasinda kentten Miisliiman niifusun bir kismi1 go¢ etse de 6nemli bir
kismt yasamaya devam etmis; bosalan yerlere Ruslar kendilerine sadik topluluklan yerlestirmistir. Boylece
koylerin birgogunda farkli din, dil ve wrktan insanlar yasamustir. Rumlar yerlestigi kdylerde Miisliimanlar ile
Balkan Savaslari’na kadar iyi gecinmislerdir. Geldikleri bu topraklarda Rumlar, diger topluluklar ile kiiltiirel
etkilesimde bulunmuslardir. Bu kiiltiirel etkilesimin izleri gliniimiizde kentte az da olsa goriilebilmektedir.
Balkan Savaslart ile baslayan bozulma yerini kisa siire sonra ¢atismaya biraknustir. Balkan Savaslan yillarinda
Yunanistan i¢in yardim toplayan Rumlar, orduya katilmak i¢in bagvurular yapmuslardir. Rumlarm bu tutumu
Muiisliimanlar tarafindan tepkiyle karsilannugtir.

Birinci Diinya Savast ile yeni bir stire¢ baglamis, Osmanh Devleti’nin Carlik Rusya’ya savas ilan
etmesi yeni bir gerginligi de beraberinde getirmisti. Ancak kisa siire sonra Bolsevik Thtilali gerceklesmistir.
Bolsevik Ihtilali sonrasinda Rus yonetimi Brest Litovsk Antlasmast ile Karstan cekilmistir. Kent yeniden
Osmanl Devleti himayesine girdiginde Rumlarin bir kismi kentten go¢ etmisti. Mondros Miitarekest ile
Osmanlt ordusu kentten ayrilirken geride kendi kaderine terk edilmis bir Kars vardi. Bu stiregte go¢ eden
Rumlarm bir kismi geri donmiis ve Kars’taki siyasi gelismelerde etkin rol tistlenmiglerdir. 30 Ekim 1920
tarihinde Kars’in kurtulusu ile Rumlar kenti tamamen terk etmislerdir.

Anadolu’daki Rum niifus konusunda genis bir literatiir olmasma karsin Kars’taki Rum ntifus
hakkinda literatiir son derece smirhdir. Kentin Carlik Rusya isgali siirecini ele alan eserlerde bir alt baglik olarak
verilen Rum niifusu, Carlik Rusya isgali sonrasinda kente gelen Osmanh yetkililerin amlarmda da yer almustir.
Bualanda “Giineybati Kafkasya Kars Rumlari ve Kinigopulos 'un Amilari” isimli eser konunun aydinlanmasi
icin son derece 6nemlidir. Bu eserin yam sira Devlet Arsivleri Genel Miidiirliigii nezdindeki arsivler ve yaymlar
bu konuda 6nemli kaynaklardir. Aragtimada Kars’taki Rumlar hakkinda literatiirdeki agig1 kapatmak icin
kentin tarthinde yer etmis toplulugun kente gelisi, yasayislari, gocleri ve izleri {izerinde durulmustur. Birinci el
kaynaklar basta olmak {izere arastrma eserleri dogrultusunda elde edilen bilgi ve bulgular {izerinde
durulmaktadir. Carlik Rusya’nin Kars’t isgali yillarmda Rumlarn kentin 6nemli bir pargasi oldugu
savunulmaktadir.
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1 Carlik Rusya’nin Kars”1 Isgali ve Rumlarm Kente Gocleri

Kars, Anadolu’nun Kafkaslara agilan kapist olmasi nedeniyle stratejik 6neme sahipti. Bu nedenle
tarihte birgok devletin isgaline ugramustir. Bunlardan birisi de Kars’m sosyal ve ekonomik yapismda kapsamh
degisiklik yapan, kente yeni bir siluet kazandiran Carlik Rusya idi. Giiney Kafkasya topraklarini isgal eden
Carlik Rusya, Osmanh Devleti’nin elinde bulunan bu stratejik kenti almak i¢in ilk kez 1807 yihnda girisimde
bulunsa da basaril olamamustir (Kirzioglu, 1953, s. 547-548). 1828-1829 yillarmdaki Osmanh-Rus Savasinda,
25 Haziran 1829 tarihinde Kars, Carlik Rusya tarafindan kusatiimas ve ti¢ glin sonra isgal edilmisse de 14 Eyliil
1829 tarihinde imzalanan Edime Barig Antlagsmast ile yeniden Osmanh Devleti’ne birakilmisti (Aksin, 2005, s.
111; Sander, 2003, s. 299; Armaoglu, 1997, s. 183). Kars, Kirm Harbi sirasinda bir kez daha Carlik Rusya
tarafindan kusatiimis ve 25 Kasim 1855 tarihinde isgal edilmis, ancak Paris Antlasmasi (30 Mart 1856)
geregince Osmanh Devleti’'ne birakilmist. Kars’m yaklasik kirk yillik isgal donemi, 93 Harbi olarak
adlandmlan 1877-78 tarihlerinde gergeklesen savasta, 18 Kasim 1877°de baglamusti. Savas sonrasinda
imzalanan Ayastefanos Antlasmasi’nda ve sonrasinda bu antlasmanin yeniden gézden gecirildigi Berlin
Kongresi’nde, Osmanh Devleti savas tazminati olarak Kars, Ardahan ve Batum’u Carlik Rusya’ya vermeyi
kabul etmistir (Kurzioglu, 1953, s. 551-552).

Osmanli Devleti ile Carlik Rusya arasinda 8 Subat 1878 tarihinde imzalanan Muahede-i Kathiye’nin
7. maddesine gore Kars, Ardahan ve Batum’da bulunan Miisliiman ahalinin kentten ayrilmast igin ti¢ yilhik siire
tanmnmustl. Bu siire zarfinda kenti terk etmeyenler Carlik Rusya yasalarma tabi tutulacaklardi. Miisliiman
niifusun bir kismu Kars’tan ayrnlmak zorunda kalmusti. Carlik Rusya, kentte Rus varligm giiglendirmek igin
Khalkol, Dukhobor, Malakan gibi Rus kdyliileri ve Anadolu ile Kafkasya’dan ¢ok sayida Rum, Ermeni, Yezidi,
Asuri gibi gayrimiislim ahaliyi yerlestirdiler. Boylece ti¢ yil ierisinde bolgeden Fahrettin Kirzioglu’na gore
yaklasik 120 bin, Konstandinos Kinigopulos’un anilarma gore ise 82.000 Miisliiman go¢ etmistir (Kirzioghu,
1953, s. 553; Sénmez, Karagoz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 24). 1880 yilinda Carlik Rusya nezdindeki ilk Kars
Sehbenderi Izzet Bey’in yerine atanan Mehmet Asim’m bélgedeki halki go¢ etmemeleri icin ikna gabalari,
Seyhiilislam’m Fetvasi ve Sultan II. Abdiilhamid’in gizli ferman ile kismen de olsa go¢iin 6niine gecilmisti
(Gokdemir, 1989, s. 10; BOA, 1.HR./279-171152; BOA, 1.HR../281-17405). Kars’m ileri gelenlerinden
Asiboga Kéyiinden Aziz Agazade Ismail Aga, Tiknis Kdyiinden Murat oglu Dervis Ali, Oluklu Kdyiinden
Ismail Aga Diziuzunoglu, Ardahan’dan Ciglakoglu Ismail Aga’lar, Karahamza Kdyiinden Yorikogullar,
Pologogullant goclin dniine gegilmesi i¢in ¢aba sarf etmis, Miisliiman niifus kaybim 6nlemeye ¢alismiglardir.
Tiim ¢abaya ragmen niifusun bir kisnm go¢ etmisti. Koylerin bir kismu tamamen bosalirken bir kismi ise go¢
vermisti. Carlik Rusya bu yerlere kendine sadik topluluklar yerlestirmisti (Erdogan, 1998, s. 15).

Kars’a goc ettirilen topluluklardan birisi de Rumlardir. Kars’taki Rum yerlesimi, Rus isgalinin
oncesine dayanmaktadir. 1865 6ncesinde kentteki tabyalarin ingasi i¢in Trabzon’dan Rumlar getirtilmistir. Bu
insanlar daha sonra geri dénmeyerek Vezinkdy’e (Olgiilii Koyii) yerlesmislerdir. Kars'm isgal edilmesinden
hemen 6nce kdyde 300 Rum yasamaktaydi (Sagir, 2020, s. 2828). Rumlar, Carlik Rusya’nin Kars’1 isgal etmesi
ile Kafkaslardan ve Anadolu’dan go¢ ettirilmiglerdir. 1878 yilinda Kars’a gelen ilk gé¢menler Eleskirt ve
Pasinler Ermenilerinden sonra Giimiishane ve Sivas Rumlandir (Badem, 2010, s. 59). Rusya sefareti
himayesinde yasayan Rumlarm Kars’a gocli konusunda Osmanh Devleti’'nden gerekli izinlerin verilmesini
istemis, Osmanh Devleti de go¢ konusunda izin vermistir (BOA, HR.TO../291-58; BOA, HR.SYS./1231-82).
Kars’n ilk askeri valisi Tiimgeneral Viktor Frankini nin, Ttimgeneral Aleksandr Vissanovi¢’e verdigi 18 Subat
1879 tarihli Kars’in gelecekteki niifus yapisi ve kistasi iceren raporda, Erzurum ve Trabzon’dan 4.000 kadar
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Rum ailenin gelmek istedigini, bunlarmn ¢ificilik ve zanaatkarlikla ugrastiklarin, itaatkar ve ¢ahskan bir halk
oldugundan kentte 6nemli bir denge unsuru olacagim belirtmistir. Bunun yani sira Erzurum ve Trabzon’daki
konsoloslarn Rumlarin go¢ etmesine yardim etmesi gerektigine de yer vermistir (Badem, 2010, s. 52-53).

Kars’taki Rum niifusu hakkinda farkh iddialar bulunmaktadir. Georg Kobro, 1882 yilinda Rum
niifusunu 15.105; 1911 yilinda ise 50.307 olarak belirtmistir (Sonmez, Karagéz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 30).
Candan Badem ve llber Ortayli, Rus arsiv belgelerine dayanarak Rum niifusunun 1886 yilinda 23.525
oldugunu ifade ederken, Badem devamimda Rum niifusunun 1897 yilinda 32.593’¢ ¢iktigim ifade etmistir
(Badem, 2010, s. 84-95; Ortayh, 1978, s. 349). Fahrettin Erdogan ise Giineybati Kafkas Demokratik
Cumbhuriyeti nin Disisleri Bakanhidi sirasinda Rum niifusunu 36.172 olarak vermektedir (Erdogan, 1998, s. 13-
14). Konstandinos Kinigopulos ise 1914 yilinda kentteki Rum niifusunun 75.000’¢ kadar ¢iktigim ileri
siirmektedir (Sénmez, Karagoz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 31). Carlik Rusya’nin 1882 ile 1914 yillan arasidaki
niifus saymina bakildiginda Kars Vilayeti niifusunun ve kentteki Rum niifusunun arttig gériilmektedir. Carlik
Rusya isgali déneminde Kars Vilayetinde en kalabahik niifus Tiirk, Ermeni, Kiirt, Rum, Rus olarak
siralanmaktadir (Badem, 2010, s. 50).

Tablo 1: Kars Vilayetinde Rum Niifusu

Yil Rum Niifusu Kars Vilayeti Toplam | Rum Niifusunun Kars
Niifusu Vilayeti Toplam Niifusuna
orani

1882 15.105 145412 10,4
1883 14.923 148.688 10,0
1885 23494 172.846 13,6
1886 23.525 173.848 13,5
1888 25532 187.028 13,7
1890 26.550 195.866 13,6
1891 27.567 200.868 13,7
1892 28.364 203.765 139
1894 28975 207.350 14.0
1895 30.267 218496 139
1897 32.593 290.654 11,2
1899 34215 240419 142
1903 38.581 277.896 139
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1910 46.085 322.189 14,3

1914 53.700 385.000 13,9

Kaynak: Badem, 2010, s. 50.

Kars’ta niifusun hizla artmasi ve kente gelenlerin devam etmesi, sorunlari da beraberinde getirmistir.
Bu nedenle kentteki Rus yonetimi bir dizi diizenleme yapmustir. General Frankini bu sorunlarin 6niine gegmek
icin go¢ eden Rumlari, Kagizman ve Oltu sancaklarma yerlestirmek istemisti; ancak Rumlar smir bolgeleri
yerine Rum niifusunun yogun oldugu Vezinkoy cevresine veya Zarusad, Taht sancagina yerlestirilme talebini
iletmiglerdir. Carlik Rusya yonetimi tarafindan istek kabul edilmeyince Rumlar geri donmiislerdir. Rum
gocmenler arasinda mesleki farkliliklar bulunmaktaydi. Bazilar tas ustaligi yaparken kimisi de ¢iftciydi. 1899
yihindaki istatistiklere gore yorede 31 Tiirk, 42 Ermeni ve 1.057 Rum tas is¢isi bulunmaktaydi (Badem, 2018,
s. 362). Kars’ta gliniimiizde varhigini korumakta olan Carlik Rusya isgali donemi evlerinin cogunda Ermenice
yazilar bulunmaktadir. Bu durum kent merkezinde Ermenilerin ekonomik durumunun diger topluluklardan
daha 1yi oldugunu gostermektedir. Az da olsa Rumca bina yazitlar ile de karsilagilmaktadir (Ttirkan, 2017, s.
44). Rumlar goc ettiklerinde tarimsal alanda ara¢ ve gereglerini de yaninda getirdiklerinden Carlik Rusya
yonetimi bunlant daha az su bulunan ve engebeli araziye sahip olan Vezinkdy, Subatan, Hacihalil, Kotanls,
Karakilise, Aggakale Vadisine, Penek, Tihris ve ¢evresine yerlestirmistir. General Frankini’nin belirttigine gore
1880 yihnda Kars’a go¢ eden Rumlarin ¢ogu Kafkas kokenliydi (Badem, 2010, s. 74). Fahrettin Erdogan
anilarinda Sarikamug’1 anlatirken o donemde Sarikamis’a bagli 150 kdyden 25 tanesinin Rum kéyii oldugunu
ve bu Rumlarn Sivas’m Kangal ve Zara ilelerinden geldigini belirtmistir (Erdogan, 1998, s. 13-14).
Konstandinos Kinigopulos amlarinda Kars’a gé¢ eden Rumlarin mengei hakkinda su bilgileri vermektedir:

“Bezirgan-Gegit koytintin sakinleri atalarimiz koloni veya gogebe seklinde yasiyorlard ve
Kirim  Savasi’'ndan sonra Trabzon un Giimiishane vilayetinin Kialandon ve Konak
koylerinden 1862 senesinde gogerek ilk basta, Kuzey Kafkasya 'min Giircistan ', Tiflis in Gori
bolgesinde yer alan asagi ve yukart Sopeli isimli kiigiik koylerine yerlesmislerdir: Yukarida
bahsi gegen asagi ve yukari Sopeli'de her birinde 15 ev olmak iizere toplamda 30 aile
yastyordu. Orada katircr, mal tastyan olarak yasyorlard... 1877-1878 yillan arasmda
meydana gelen Rus-Osmanh Savas Tiflis ilinin Gori bolgesinde yasayan Sopeli 30 Rum aile
icin yeni ufuklar agnustir: Ruslar tarafindan alinan Kars bolgesine gog etmeye karar verdiler:
Boylece 1879 senesinde Tiirk sakinlerin Osmanli topraklarina kagmasindan sonra Kars ilinin
Soganli bolgesinin Bezirgan-Gegit e ilk once Grircistan w Tiflis ilinin Gori bolgesinde olan
30 Sopeli ailesi yerlesmislerdir. Bunlar kendilerine, Giircistan dan gelen gogebeler anlamina
gelen ‘Kartoliler’ adimt taknuglardi: Ciinkii Grircii dilinde Giircistan ‘Kartveli’ denilmektedir
ve Rumlar bu kelimeyi Rumcaya cevirerek ‘Kartoliler’ kelimesini tiretmislerdir: Bunu da
Trabzon vilayetinin Giimiishane bélgesinden gelen diger 14 aileden aywt edilmek icin
yapmislard.” (Sonmez, Karag6z, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 26-27).

Anadolu’dan ve Kafkasya’dan gelen Rumlar, Rus yonetimine sadik olmusglardir. Rum papazlari, Rus
yonetimi tarafindan Ortodokslugu yaymalar igin tegvik edilmistir. Yillhk 500 rubleye varan tahsisat ile papazlar
ve kesisler sadece kentte degil Kafkasya’da da dini propaganda yapmuglardi (Yosuntas, 2021, s. 75-76).
Kars’taki Rumlar Yunanca yerine Tiirkce ve Rusca konugsmaktaydilar. Milli biling dini kimlik iizerinden
sekillenmisti. Bu durum 1905 yilinda degismeye baslamugtir. Kars’taki Rumlar bu yildan itibaren rgiitlenmeye
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baslamuglardir. Yunan konsoloslarmin da etkisiyle egitimde milli bilincin uyanmasi i¢in adimlar atilirken, kilise
Ozerkligini savunmuslardi (Perchanidou, 2018, s. 6).

Kars’ta Rum orgiitlenmeleri yavag yavas ortaya ¢ikmasina karsin Miisliiman komsular ile genel
olarak uyum i¢inde yasamaktaydilar. Bu uyum Balkan Savaglari’na kadar devam etmistir. Balkan Savaslari ile
kente bagka bir hava hakim olmustur. Yunan yanhst Rumlar, Balkan Savaslan ile heyecanlanmusti. Yunan
ordusuna katilmak i¢in birgok Rum basvuru yapmus, ancak bunlarin kiiciik bir kismm savasa katilabilmis, ihtiyag
olmadig belirtilerek goniilliilerin biiylik kismm geri gonderilmisti. Bir yandan da Yunan ordusu i¢in yardim
kampanyalar1 diizenlenmisti. Rumlarmn bu tutumlarn kentteki Kiirtleri ve Tiirkleri rahatsiz etmisti. O giline kadar
siirdiiriilen uyum bozulmustu. Topluluklar aras1 sozlii atigmalar sik sik yasanmusti. Yardimlar nedeniyle
Yunanistan Bagbakani Eleftherios Venizelos, Kars’taki Rumlara tesekkiir mektuplart géndermisti. Bu
mektuplar Pazar ayinlerinde kilisede okunmustur. Mektuplarin okunmasi sirasinda yasananlari Kinigopulos
anilarmda s6yle anlatmaktadur:

“Kilisedeki insanlar yash gozlerle yazilanlar: dinliyordu ve Yunanistan'n canl sesinin,
bulunduklar: bu uzak yere kadar varabildigi ve Yunanistan m zaferi icin sevinglerini apagik
belli ediyorlardi. Halk sairleri ise, Yunan halk maneviyatimn sicakhigini, Yunanistan igin ulusal
nabizlarim ve silahlarmin zaferini anlatan kabataslak beyitler kaleme alnuglardi ve bu
dortliikleri kemence ve diger miizik aletleri ve dans esliginde ¢calip soyliivorlardi. Bugiine
kadar hatrladigim  bir beyti asagida  bulacaksimiz.  Dort  krallik/Yunanistan  ve
Swrbistan/Bagimsiziik icin savast baslattlar.” (Sonmez, Karagdz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 99).

Balkan Savaglan stirecinde Rumlarin ¢abalarma Ermeniler de destek vermekteydi. Bu yardimlar
(nakdi yardimlar) kenti ziyaret eden Yunan yetkililere teslim edilmisti. Carlik Rusya’nin destekledigi ve kolaylik
sagladif1 yardimlar karsisinda Miisliimanlar da Osmanh Devleti igin yardim toplamusti (Erdogan, 1998, s. 50-
51). Birinci Diinya Savasi’nin patlak vermesi ile kentteki Rumlar bu kez Carlik Rusya’nin seferberlik emri
sonrasinda Kafkas Cephesindeki Rus ordusuna katilmist. Bir yandan da Yunan donanmasi i¢in para
toplanuglardir (BOA, HR.SFR.1.../173-33). Carlik Rusya ordusuna katilan Kars’taki Rumlarin bir kismu
Osmanlt Devleti’ne esir diismiislerdi (Devlet Arsivleri Genel Miuidiirliig, 1995a, s. 18). Bu esirlerden bir
kismmin bilerek esir diistiigii ve bu sirada 6grendigi bilgileri Ruslara ilettigi anlagiimaktadir (Devlet Arsivleri
Genel Midiirliigii, 1995b, s. 51).

Rumlar milliyetgilik fikri karsisinda ikiye boliinmiislerdi. Bir kisim milli duygulara kapihirken, diger
kistm da milli duygularin aksine var olan diizene bagh kalmuslardi. Kirsal kesimde yasayanlar genellikle var
olan diizene bagh kalmay1 secerken; meslek sahipleri ve aydmlar milli duygularma kapilmislardir (Augustinos,
1997, s. 326) Rum milli duygularin1 besleyen temel unsur Pontus meselesiydi. Pontus meselesinin politik bir
mesele halini almasi Dogu Sorunu’nun (Sark Meselesi) son sathasinda gergeklesmistir. Berlin Konferansi'nda
ortaya konulan Pontus meselesi, temelinde ayristirma ve parcalama siyasetinin bir pargast olarak yeni bir uydu
devleti kurulmasim amaglamaktaydi (Bilgic, 2011, s. 2; Genelkurmay Bagkanligi, 2009, s. V).

Birinci Diinya Savagi sonrasinda Kars’ta meydana gelen siyasi bosluk beraberinde getecilik
faaliyetlerini de getirmistir. Karadeniz sahillerinde kurulmast planlanan Pontus Devleti i¢in ilk olarak Kars,
Ardahan ve Batum’da bulunan Rum niifusun Karadeniz sahillerine gog ettiriimesi planlanmustir. Bu nedenle
Yunanistan’dan gelen bazi gorevliler bolgede faaliyet yiiriitmiiglerdi. Baz1 aileler go¢ etmislerse de geri
donmiislerdi. Yetkililer bir yandan da Osmanh Devleti’nde yasayan zengin Rumlar ile irtibat kurarak onlart da
Yunanistan’a g¢ etmeleri konusunda ikna etmeye ¢alismuislard: (Genelkurmay Baskanligi, 2009, s. 83; BOA,
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HR.SFR.1.../183-14; BOA, Y..EE..KP./7-664). Bu planin basarili olmamasi ve Kars, Ardahan ve Batum
civarinda Hiristiyan niifusun say1 olarak azalmasi neticesinde Trabzon’da bulunan Rum ve Ermeni aileler Kars
ve civarina geri donmiislerdi (Genelkurmay Bagkanhgi, 2009, s. 118). Yine bolgede siirekli degisiklikler
meydana geldiginden planlar da degismekteydi. 6 Subat 1920 tarihinde gonderilen bir telgrafa gore, Sohum,
Kars ve civarinda 200.000 Rum’un Bolsevik bahanesiyle Osmanh Devleti topraklarmin Karadeniz sahillerine
gd¢ etmesi igin Venizelos tarafindan ittifak Devletlerine bildirilmisti. Pontus meselesini giindemde tutmak ve
bolgedeki demografik yapry1 degistirmek igin gerekli birimler uyarilmisti (Genelkurmay Bagkanhgi, 2009, s.
185). Pontus meselesinin goriisiildiigii Paris Barns Konferansi’nin 10 Mart 1920 tarihli goriismesine katilan
Pontus delegasyonu hazirladigi konusmada, Giiney Rusya ve Kafkaslarda yaklasik olarak ¢ceyrek mityon Rum
niifusunun bolgeye go¢ etmek igin beklediklerini iletmistir (The Pontus Delegasyon, 1920).

Kars, Ardahan ve Batum’da bulunan Rumlari, Pontus meselesine ¢gekmek i¢in Trabzon Metropoliti
Hrisantos, Venizelos’un destegiyle Kafkaslara gezi diizenlemistir. Gezi sirasinda bolgenin dnde gelen aileleri
ile gortiserek Pontus fikri ve emelleri icin destek istemistir. Kars’a da gelen Hrisantos, burada bulunan Rum ve
Ermenilerle goriiserek Pontus fikrini agillamaya ¢alismustir. Karadeniz’de sézde Pontus Cumhuriyeti'nin
varhgim gdstermek igin bolgede yasayan Rumlara seyahat belgeleri verilmistir. Bdylece Rumlar ingiltere isgal
bolgelerinde serbest seyahat edebilmekteydi. Kars ve civarinda bulunan Rumlarin bu belgeleri kullandiklart
tespit edilmisti (Genelkurmay Bagkanligi, 2009, s. 150-152).

Carlik Rusya’da yasanan gelismeler ve Bolsevik Thtilali’nin ayak seslerinin duyulmast ile Kars’taki
Rumlar da orgiitlenmislerdi. Bu drgiitlenme siyasi bir yaptya dontismuistii. Eyliil 1917 tarihinde yapilan Kars
Sehir Meclisi segimlerinde %3 oy alan Rum Demokratik Bloku, toplamda 60 tiyeli mecliste 2 tiye ile temsil
edilmisti (Badem, 2021, s. 51). Haziran 1917°den Nisan 1918’¢ kadar gecen siirede kurulan Kars Halk
Hiikiimetleri siirecinde siyasi olarak var olan Rumlar aym zamanda askeri agidan da tegkilatlanng ve bir Rum
alay1 olusturulmustu (Sonmez, Karagoz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 99).

2. Osmanh Devleti idaresinde Kars Rumlan

Carlik Rusya’da yasanan Bolsevik Ihtilali, Kars icinde yeni bir donemin baslangic1 olmustur. Siyasi
boslukta Kars’taki topluluklar kendi gelecegini olusturmaya calismuiglardi. Osmanl Devleti ile Rusya arasinda
imzalanan Brest Litovsk Antlasmasi (3 Mart 1918) ile yaklasik kirk yildir stiren iggal resmen sona ermisti.
Kentin gelecegi icin plebisit (halkoylamast) yapilmisti. Kars’m plebisit sonrasinda Osmanli Devleti'ne katilma
karan ve ilgili evraklar Abdiilhalik Bey tarafindan Istanbul’a gdnderilmisti. Kars’m Osmanli Devleti'ne
katilmas1 hususunda Elviye-i Selaseyi temsilen Istanbul’a, Sultan basta olmak iizere birgok yetkili tarafindan
kabul edilecek 16 kisilik bir heyet gonderilmisti. Bu heyetin arasinda Rum temsilci Murat Bunyatof da
bulunmaktayd: (BOA, DH.LUM/20-13; Kurziogl, 1984, s. 125). Kars’taki durumu incelemek igin Ahmet
Refik Altinay bagkanhgmnda bir grup Avrupali gazeteci, icinde Kars’in da yer aldigt Dogu kentlerini ziyaret
etmislerdir. Ermeni mezalimininizlerini goren Altinay, Rumlar hakkinda da bilgi vermektedir. Sarikamig’tan
Kars’a kadar birgok Rum koyii oldugunu belirten Altinay, buradaki Rumlarm Rusga konustuklarma ve Rus
kryafetleri giydiklerine, Rumcalarmin da gayet kaba olduguna yer vermektedir. Kentin asayisini saglamak i¢in
Rumlardan miitesekkil bir muhafaza birligi olusturulmus, bu birlik Osmanh Devleti ordusunun kente girmesi
ile lagvedilmistir (Altinay, 1998, s. 92).

Sultan Vahdettin’in 15 Agustos 1918 tarihli fermantyla Kars, Osmanl Devleti’'ne katilmig oldu.
Kars’in isgal sonrast durumunu belirlemek ve yeniden yapilandirmak igin Dahiliye Nezareti Miistesart
Abdiilhalik Bey bagkanhgmdaki bir heyet bolgede incelemeler yaparak rapor hazirlamislardi. Raporda Kars’ta
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yasayan Rumlara da yer verilmisti. Abdiilhahk Bey, Ardahan Livasinda 20 Rum kdyiiniin oldugunu, bu
koyliilerin 93 Harbi sirasmda Giimiishane’den geldigini ve Tiirkce konusan sakin koyliiler oldugunu
belirtmistir (Ogiin, 2004, s. 129).

Brest Litovsk Antlasmasi ile Rus birliklerinin Kars’tan ¢ekilmesi kentte siyasi bosluga neden
olmustu. Bu siyasi boslukta Ermeni cetelerinin yani sira Rum ceteleri de siyasi bosluktan faydalanarak
Miisliimanlara saldimuglardi. Osmanh ordusunun Kars’a gelmesine kadar mezalim devam etmistir (Ural,
2011, s. 653-654). Fahrettin Erdogan’m 25 Nisan 1918 tarihinde ordu komutani Yakup Sevki Pasa’ya
gonderdigi mektupta, Rum Ortodoks Kilisesi'ndeki ay yildiz iizerindeki hagin alta getirilmesini ve bunun
muhafaza edilmesini istemistir (Erdogan, 1998, s. 209).

Birinci Diinya Savasi'nin bitmesi ile kentin kaderi yeniden sekillenmisti. Ateskes antlasmasma
zemin hazirlamak icin Sadrazam Ahmet Izzet Pasa 21 Ekim 1918’de yaymlacig1 emirle Sark Ordulart Grubu,
Basmenzil Miifettisligi ve Birinci Kafkas Kolordusu Karargahlari lagvedilerek personelin Istanbul’a
dénmelerini istemistir. Iran ve Kafkasya’da bulunan ordular hakkinda diizenleme yapmustir. 30 Ekim 1918
tarihinde Osmanli Devleti ile Itilaf Devletleri arasmda Mondros Miitarekesi imzalanmusti. Mondros
Miitarekesi’'nin li¢ sancagi ilgilendiren maddeleri geregince Osmanlt ordusu 1914 smirdarmin batisina
cekilmisti (Bakan, 2008, s. 737). Boylece Kars bir kez daha kendi basina kalmisti. Carlik Rusya’nin ¢ekilmesi
ile ortaya ¢ikan asayigsizlik yeniden ortaya ¢ikmustir. Kars’ta yasayan topluluklardan bir kismt bu karmasa
nedeniyle go¢ etmis, geride kalanlar i¢in yeni bir donem baglamisti. Kars’ta bulunan Ermeniler, emellerine
ulagsmak i¢in Rumlarla ittifak yapma ¢abasina girmistir. Karadeniz’de Ermeniler ile Rumlar arasinda kurulan
ittifakin bir benzeri Kars’ta olusturulmaya cahsilmist: (Genelkurmay Baskanhigi, 2005; Devlet Arsivleri Genel
Miidiirligi, 2008).

Rumlarm bolgedeki faaliyetlerinden sorumlu olan Albay Palemarchakis’in belirttigine gore bu ittifak
ilk baslarda pek istenildigi gibi gitmemisti. Ancak Albay Palemarchakis, yogun cabalar neticesinde ittifakin
basartya ulastigini 24 Eyliil 1919 tarthinde Yunanistan Disisleri Bakanligna bir rapor olarak bildirmisti. Albay
Palemarchakis, Kars'taki Rumlarin Ermenilerden nefret ettigini, Ttirklere daha yakm olduklarim ifade etmustir.
Ancak kendisi bu durumu ortadan kaldirmak i¢in yogun ¢aba gdstermis ve netice almisti. Rum-Ermeni ittifak
cabast Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nin Istanbul’ daki temsilcisi Amiral Mark L. Bristoliin de dikkatini gekmisti.
Bristol hazirladigy raporda ittifaka dikkat cekmisti. Bristol’e gore biiylik umutlar baglanan ittifakin hayata
gecirilmesi son derece zordu. Ancak Yunanistan’in Tiflis’teki siyasi isler sorumlusu Stavridakis’in, Disisleri
Bakanhgi’na gonderdigi telgrafta, Kars’taki Rumlarla Ermeniler arasmndaki goriismelere deginerek, ittifak
agisindan gelinen noktadan memnuniyet duydugunu ifade etmistir. General Anasis de Yunanistan Disisleri
Bakanhgi’na bir telgraf géndermis ve Kars’taki Rumlar ile Ermeniler arasinda ittifakin saglikli bir sekilde
kuruldugunu ve bu durumdan duydugu memnuniyeti bildirmisti. General Anasis, gilivenilir olmayan
istatistiklere dayandirarak Kars’taki Rum niifusunu 30-35.000 olarak vermis, Kiirtlerin saldirilan karsisinda
styahli gruplarin organize edildigini ifade etmistir. Amiral Bristol’un belirttigine gore, Albay Palemarchakis 6
Kasim 1919 tarihinde Yunan Disisleri Bakanhgi'na Kars Rumlarmin endiselerini gidermek i¢in yirtittiigii
calismalart igeren bir dosya gondermisti. Palemarchakis, dosyada; Kars Rumlarim Karadeniz Bolgesinde askeri
amagcla kullanmak isteyen Yunan Hiikiimeti’nin bu politikas1 uyarinca toplulugun kentten gé¢ etmemesi igin
yogun ¢aba gosterdigini belirtmistir. Ancak kentteki Rumlar silahaltina alinsa da ciddi bir yardim saglanamadig
siirece basarilt bir sonug elde edilemeyecegini ifade etmigtir. Palemarchakis’in faaliyetleri Ermenistan Rum
Konseyi Bagkan1t Manousso’nun hazirladigi raporda da yer bulmustu. Kars’taki Rumlarla ilgili Yunanistan
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Sosyal Yardim Bakanligi’ndan Kopzantzakis’in 10 Kasim 1919°da Disisleri Bakanligi’na gonderdigi raporda,
Kars’taki Rumlarm Tiirkge ve Rusga konustuklarmi, gelenek ve goreneklerinin Ruslastigimi belirtmistir. Bu
nedenle kentteki Rumlarm Karadeniz Bolgesi'ne yerlestiriimesi politikasi karsisinda endiselerini ifade etmistir.
(Okur, 2011, s. 18).

Yunanlilar tarafindan son derece gizli tutulan Kars ve civarmda askeri yapilanma plani kisa siire sonra
Ingilizlere iletildi. Ingilizlerin destegini almadan bdylesine bir yapilanma gergeklestirmek imkéansizdi. Planmn
saglikli bir sekilde uygulanmasi ve askeri sevkiyatin dikkat cekmemesi i¢in Kars’ta ve Batum’da birer Kizilhag
subesinin olusturulmasma karar verilmisti (Okur, 2011, s. 20-21). Kars’ta yasanan Ermeni zulmiine bazi
Rumlar da destek vermistir. Bunun yani sira kimi Rumlar da Miisliimanlara yardim etmis, onlarin zuliimden
kagmasim saglamislardi (Solmaz, 1995).

Bu siyasi boslukta Kars’ta milli teskilatlanma olusturulmustu. Osmanli Devleti 9. Ordu Komutani
Yakub Sevki Pasa, Kars Mutasarrifi Hilmi Bey ve Piroglu Fahrettin Bey, 5 Kasim 1918 tarihinde Kars Islam
Surast isimli milli bir hiikiimet kurmustu. (Gokdemir, 1989, s. 65). Kars Islam Surast, Birinci Kars Kongresi
olarak adlandmilan ilk toplantistu 14 Kasim 1918 tarihinde yapmusti. Kongrede Piroglu Fahrettin Bey’in
bagkanliginda sekiz kisilik bir heyet olusturulmustur. Heyet iiyeleri arasmda Rum iiye Istefan Vafyettin de
bulunmaktaydi (TBMM, 1993, s. 23). Hiikiimet, Wilson Ilkelerinin 12. maddesinde belirtilen haklar1 temel
almus ve kisa zamanda halktan da destek alarak teskilatlanmugstir (Day1, 1997, s. 91). Dr. Esat Bey baskanhginda
17-18 Ocak gecesi toplanan kongrede, Merkez Kars olmak tizere Cenubi Garbi Kafkas Hiikiimeti Muvakkata-
i Milliyesini kurulmugtu. Kongrede 18 maddelik Anayasa kabul edilmis, hiikiimet bagkanligina Cihangiroglu
Ibrahim Bey getirilirken Maarif Nazirigma Rumlardan Mihail Andreyanat, Posta ve Telgraf miidiirliigiine
Arlof getirilmisti. Kongreye Kars ve civarinda bulunan gayrimiislim niifusu da ilgi gostermisti. Rus kokenli
Matvey Radjinski stira iiyesi olarak katilirken, Pavlo Camusev Rum Sura iiyesi, Istefan Vafyettin Rum Sura
tiyesi ve Sosyal Yardim Bakam olarak katilmis ve gorev almislardi. Maarif Miimessili gorevine ise Kayserili
Rum Ogretmen Ksenofon Andreyanof getirilmisti (Gokdemir, 1989, s. 90; Kirzioglu, 1953, s. 557).

Ingilizler Istanbul’u isgal ederek (16 Mart 1920) Parlamento’nun basiimasi ve bazi mebuslarin
Malta’ya siirgiin edilmesinin provasmi Kars’ta yapnusti. General Thomson komutasindaki Ingiliz Alay:
Mondros Miitarekesini bahane ederek 12 Nisan 1919 tarthinde Cenubi Garbi Katkas Hiikiimeti
Parlamentosu’nu basarak 11 yonetici ve 1 mebusu Malta’ya stirgline géndermislerdi. Siirgiine génderilenler
arasmda (2714 Siirgiin Numarali) Rum Mebus Pavlo Camusev (Jamusev) ve (2726 Stirglin Numarali) Sosyal
Yardim Bakani Istefan Vafyettin (Vafiades Stefan- Stefanos Vafiadis) de vardi. (Simsir, 1976, s. 125-127;
Gokdemir, 1989, s. 157). Cenubi Garbi Kafkas Hiikiimeti’ne 13 Nisan 1919 tarihinde Ingilizler tarafindan son
verilmesi {izerine kurulan gegici Stira, altt Miisliiman, bir Rus ve bir Rum temsilciden meydana gelmisti
(Gokdemir, 1989, s. 160). Osmanl Mebusan Meclisi tiyeleri ile Malta’ya siirgiin edilen Cenubi Garbi Kafkas
Hiikiimeti Parlamentosu tiyeleri hakkinda ¢ok az bilgiye sahibiz. Amlar genellikle Osmanl Mebusan Meclisi
tiyeleri tarafindan kaleme almmus, muhtemeldir ki tanimadiklarindan dolayr bu isimlere yer vermemislerdir.
Cenubi Garbi Kafkas Hiikiimeti'nin Digisleri Bakam Fahrettin Bey baskin sirasinda  Erzurum’da
bulunmasindan dolayr siirgiin edilmekten kurtulmustu. Malta’ya siirgiin edilenlerin Fahrettin Bey’e
gonderdikleri mektuplar onlarin Malta’da yasadiklarm en 1yi aktaran kaynaklar arasindadir. Bu mektuplardan
birisi de Sosyal Yardim Bakam istefan Vafyettin’e aittir. Kadioglu Arslan Bey’in Ermeniler tarafindan
katledilmesine ¢ok tiziilen Vafyettin, 17 Mart 1920 tarthinde Fahrettin Bey’e mektup gondermistir. Vafyettin
mektup adresini Kars’tan giden diger Malta stirgiinlerinin de yer aldig1 Polvariste Apartmani olarak vermistir:

201



“Muhterem efendim,

Almis oldugumuz mektupta yegeniniz Ahmed ve Arslan Beglerin suret-i sehadetini kemal-i
teesstirle dgrendim. Derece-i teesstiriimii size anlatmak miiskildir: Fakat ne yapalim? Takdir-
i ilahi boyle emir ediyor: Bugiin diinyada gordiigiimiiz biitiin mahliikat, hayvanat degil hatta
nebatat bile fenaya mahkimdurlar: Bu kainatta ezeli olan; yalniz biitiin diinyayr halk eden
Allah'dr: Ve biz de onun kuluyuz. Mademki O kendisi biitiin insanlari 6liime mahkiim etmistir;
demek ki bu diinyada baki kalmayacagiz. Buna miiteessir olmak Cenab-1 Hakk'm emr-i
ilahisine itaat etmemis demek oluruz ki bu da bizim icin kendisine karst bir isyandw: Emr-i
lahi'ye karsi muti ve sabir olmaktan baska elden bir sey gelmez. Bunlar size yazmak, her ne
kadar fazla ise de belki teesstir dolayistyla unuttugumuz bazi seyleri hatirlatmak ve teesstiriin
higbir faidesi olmadigim arz etmektiv: Ciinkii teesstirle veya aglama ile gidenin geri gelecegi
simdiye kadar vaki olmarmistir: Bizim icin onlarin ruh-1 plirnurlarna fatiha (ile-cizik) okumak
ve giinahlarimin afv edilmesini Cenab-1 Hakk'tan temenni etmektir. Cenab-1 Hak baki kalan

sizlere tul-i omiirler ve murhumlari afv-1 magfiret eyleye. Amin.

Biz onbir arkadas hep burada sihhat ve selametdeyiz. Ciimlesi arz-1 ihtiramla beyan-i taziyet
ederler: Kagizman'da bulunan biitiin biiyiik beglerin ellerinden ve kiigtik beglerin gozlerinden
dperim. Bumektubun cevabim (Istefan Efendi) gondermenizi vica ederim. Ali Efendi've ayrica
mahsus selam ederim.” (Saylan, 2004, s. 288-289).

Istefan Vafyettin ile Pavlo Camusev, Malta’ya siirgiin edildikten bir yil sonra Ingiliz makamlarma
bagvurarak serbest kalnuglardi. Artik Kars’a donmeyen iki isim Yunanistan’a gitmisler ve Gole ile Sarikamis
koylerinde bulunan ailelerini de daha sonra yanlarmna aldirmuslardi (Kuirzioglu, 1984, s. 140).

3. Kars Rumlarinin Sosyal, Ekonomik, Dini ve Kiiltiirel Yapilan

Kars’n isgal yillarinda kentte muhtelif milletlere mensup bir niifus yapist hakimdi. 1897 yilinda
yapilan niifus saymmma gore Kars’ta 31 adet dil konusulmaktayd: (I'lepsast BceoOrast iepernvics Hacenenvist
Poccuiickoit Vivmepun, 1897). Bu ¢ok yapili hayat, kenti ziyaret eden Ingiliz seyyah Henry Finnis Blosse
Lynch’in de dikkatini cekmistir. Her ne kadar Lynch kentteki Rumlar hakkinda ¢ok bilgi vermese de Tiirklerin
ve Rumlarm beraber yasadigi Subatan koylinii ziyaret etmis ve donemin sembolik fotograflarmdan olan
koydeki bir Rum kizinin fotografim ¢ekmistir. Fotografta yer alan yerel kiyafetler ve ayak yalin Rum kizi, aym
zamanda o dénemde Rum kadmnlarinim nasil giyindigini gostermektedir (Lynch, 1901, s. 331).

Kars zorlu iklimine karsin verimli topraklara sahiptir. Ancak kentin savaslar neticesinde siyasi
istikrarsizhg) {iretime biiyik zarar vermis, yasanan gocler ile topraklarm biiyik kismi bos kalnusti. Ingiliz
Konsolos W. R. Holmes’in 1846 tarihinde hazirladig1 raporda Kars’taki tarima dikkat ¢ekmistir. Tarmmin zayif
olmasina karsin hayvancih@m gelismis olduguna deginen Holmes, Dogu Kirmizisi inek cinsinin yetistirildigine
yer vermistir. Bu inek cinsi daha sonra Malakan ya da Zavot inegi olarak adlandmlnustir. Unlii yazar
Aleksandra Puskin 1829 yilinda Kars’a geldiginde bu zengin arazilerin savaslar nedeniyle terk edildigini
belirtmektedir (Ersoy, 1964, s. 238-249; Boy, 2017, s. 417-434).

Carhik Rusya isgali 6ncesinde oldugu gibi sonrasinda da Kars, sinir gamizon kenti olarak varligini
devam ettirmistir. Bunun yani sira tarim ve hayvancihik giiniimiizde oldugu gibi son derece énemliydi. Verimli
topraklan tarrm ve hayvancilifa uygundu. Bu nedenle kente yerlestirilen topluluklardan birgogu tarm ve
hayvancilik ile ugrasmaktaydi. Rumlar da 1897 niifus sayiminda meslek kollart bakimindan birgok meslek
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kolunda yer alsa da en gok tarim ve hayvancilik ile ugragmuslardi. Tarim ve hayvanciliktan sonra en ¢ok ingaat
ve tamir igleri yapmuslardir (Badem, 2010, s. 172-173). Carlik Rusya, Malakanlar ve Dukhoborlar gibi
topluluklant Kars merkezine yakmn verimli topraklara yerlestirmislerdi. Boylece tarimsal {iretimin artmasi
planlanmusti (Kiyang, 2014, s. 30; Akca ve Kiyang, 2017, s. 26; Kirzioglu, 1953, s. 553). Ancak Rumlarda bu
durum pek gbézlenmemistir. Rum kdyleri incelendiginde son derece daginik oldugu goriilmektedir. Bu kdylerin
bir kismu verimli topraklar iizerine kurulsa da bir kismu daglik ya da engebeli arazi tizerinde yer almaktadir.

Rumlar Kars’a Angora (Ankara) kegilerini de getirmislerdi. Angora kegileri ile yerli keci wklarmi
ciftlestirme deneyleri yapmuslardi. Angora kegilerini Malakanlara satan Rumlar, boylece bu mkin bdlgede
yaygmlasmasini saglamuslardir (Boy, 2017, s. 423). Filiki adi verilen ipeksi, yumusak ve uzun yiine sahip
olmalar nedeniyle bu kegileri Rumlar, Filikia olarak adlandirmuslardh. Filiki yiinii Kars’m uzun ve sert kis aylari
i¢in kazak ve eldiven gibi giyecek yapmunda kullaniimaktaydi (Sonmez, Karagdz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 83).

Rumlar, Kars’taki diger topluluklar gibi kilgig1 olmayan kirik, kirmizi ve beyaz, ti¢ ¢esit bugdaym
yant sira arpa, patates, sarimsak, sogan, pancar, havug, lahana, turp vs. ekimi yapmaktaydi. Bu {irlinler un ve
bulgur gibi besinlerin yan sira hayvan yemi olarak da kullamlmaktaydi. Konstandinos Kinigopulos anilarinda
(gliniimiizde kullaniimakta olan) Kars’ta “faya” adi verilen ot topluluklarin yaptiklarm, havyan giibrelerinin
de 1sinmada kullaniimak i¢in “kalak” ad1 verilen kale surlarma benzeyen sekilde istiflendigini anlatmaktadir.
Ismma i¢in kullamlan tezeklerin kiilleri ise bahar aylarinda tarlalara serpilirdi. Kars’ta giiniimiizde halen bu
uygulama devam etmektedir. Rumlar, siit, cokelek, yogurt, kefir, stizme yogurt, tereyagi ve fuhniar denilen
kiiflii peynir gibi hayvansal {irtinler tiretmiglerdir. Kars’ta o dénemde de iiretilen peynirlerin diinyaca {inlii
peynirlerle ayni kategoride olduguna Kinigopulos anilarinda yer vermektedir (Sonmez, Karagoz, Kinigopulos,
2016, s. 95-97).

Konstandinos Kinigopulos’un amlarmdan anlasildigy iizere Kars’a gelen Rumlar go¢ ettikleri
topraklarnn kiiltiirlerini de tagmmuglardi. Giiniimiizde Kars’ta goriilen kiiltiirel unsurlar ve yemekler, Rumlar
tarafindan da benimsenmisti. Eglencelerinde kemengenin yani sira davul ve zurna da yer almustir. Kars halk
oyunlart Rumlar tarafindan da oynanmaktaydi. Eriste ve hasil yemeklerinin yam sira Ruslarm meshur bors
corbast Rum mutfaginda yer almistir (Sonmez, Karagoz, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 93-95).

Raporlara gére Rumlar uyumlu bir davranis sergilemislerdi. Carhk Rusya gayrimiislim halkin
Miisliiman kdylerinde azinlk olarak kalmamalarmna dikkat etse de hareketli bir niifus ve goclerin stirekliligi
nedeniyle kimi kdylerde bu durum korunamamusti. Carlik Rusya’nin Kars’1isgal etmesi sonrasinda Miisliiman
niifustan Batiya go¢ edenlerden bir kismu geri donmiistiir. Subatan Kdyii sakinlerinin 1885 tarihli dilekgesinde
koyde yasayan Tiirklerle arazi iizerine yasanan tartigmalar oldugu ifade edilmistir (Badem, 2010, s. 92).
Nitekim Kars’ta yasayan Rumlar, Malakanlar ve Dukhoborlarla beraber Miisliiman halkla iy1 iligkiler
kurmuslardi. Yukarida ifade edildigi tizere Balkan Savaslan ile topluluklar arasindaki iligkilerde gergin bir
doneme girilse de diger topluluklarla etkilesim devam etmistir (Serbest ve Demirci, 2007, s. 2730-2731).

Kars’ta yasayan Rumlar arasinda Anadolu’dan ve Kafkaslardan gb¢ edenler arasinda toplumsal
yasam ve dil yoniinden farkhhklar bulunmaktaydi. Bu farklilik ayinlerde bile kendini gdstermistir. Dini
ayinlerde Rus¢a konusulmasmdan 6tiirii Rumlar, aymni anlamadiklarm belirterek kentteki Rus yonetimine
basvuru yaparak bir Rum kilisesinin yapilmasim talep etmislerdi. Fakat bu ayrigsma en fazla kendini egitimde
gostermistir. Rumlarm tlim ¢abalarina ragmen yeterli okulun bulunamamasi ve maliyetlerinin yiiksek olmasi
nedeniyle egitim faaliyetlerini tam anlamiyla gerceklestirememislerdir. Devlet okullarma gidenlerin yaklasik ii¢
kat1 dini okullara gonderilmislerdi (Badem, 2010, s. 270-271). 1919 yilindaki istatistiklere gére Rumlarin 78

203



okul ve 123 6gretmeni bulunmaktaydi (Sagwr, 2020, s. 2825). Bu okullarin giderleri i¢in ahalinin kendi
aralarinda topladiklan paralar, bagslar ve tasmmazlarn (otlaklarm) kiralari kullamlmaktayci. Ogretmenler ise
okullardaki basarili 6grenciler arasmdan secilmekteydi. Bunun yam sira Trabzon ve Gilimiishane gibi
kentlerden de 6gretmenler Kars’ta gérev yapmuslardi (Sonmez, Karag6z, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 85-86). Kars’ta
yasayan Rumlar, Rusca ve Tiirk¢e konusmaktaydilar. Kendilerine has dilleri ise Yunancadan farkliydi. Bu,
Yunanistan’a gog ettikten sonra oradaki insanlar ile anlasmalarmda biiyiik soruna neden olmustur (Skopeteas,
2014).

Kars’taki Rumlar Ortodoks Hiristiyanlardir. Kentteki Rum kiliseleri Tiflis Rus Piskoposluguna
baglydilar (Sagir, 2021, s. 332). Kars’ta Rumlara ait 67 kilise bulunmaktaydi ve tiim kiliselerde din adami vardi
(Sagrr, 2020, s. 2825). Kars’taki ilk Rum kilisesi, Kars tabyalarmnmn insasi i¢in Trabzon’dan getirilen ve
Vezinkdy’e yerlesen Rumlarin bu kdyde yaptiklan Vezinkdy Peygamber Elias Sapeli’dir. Giiniimiize nispeten
iyl durumda gelen sapelin yapilis tarihi kesin olarak bilinmemekle beraber, muhtemelen 1872 6ncesinde insa
edilmistir (Sagir, 2020). Kentteki Rum kiliselerinin bir kismu yeni insa edilmisken bir kismu da camiden
cevrilmistir. Havariler (Surp Arakelots) Kilisesi olarak da bilinen Kiimbet Cami, Ruslar tarafindan Rum
Ortodoks Kilisesi'ne ¢evrilmisti. 1890 yilinda Ruslar tarafindan yan tarafina bir ¢can kulesi yapilnis, bu ¢an
kulesi giinlimiize ulasamanugti. Kentteki ilk Rum kilisesi olma 6zelligini tastyan eser, ayni zamanda Ruslar
tarafindan yapilan torenlere de ev sahipligi yapmaktaydi. (BOA, HR.UHM./332-25). Rumlarin Kars’ta kilise
olarak en bilineni giiniimiizde Merkez Cami’nin yerinde bulunan Ayios Yorgis (Aziz Jorj) Rum Kilisesidir.
Kilisenin yapimi (1878?) igin kentin yonetimi tarafindan biitge ayrilmustir (Badem, 2010, s. 285) Kilise 1957
tarthinde yikilarak yerine Merkez Cami yapilmustir. Yine bir bagka Rum Kilisesi de giintimiizdeki Besik Cami
yerindeki Kabun-Kab Kilisesi’dir. Bu kilise 1044-1064 yillarindaki Bizans isgali doneminde yapilmustir.
Bazilika mimarisi ile yapilan eser, 1579°da camiye ¢evrilse de 1882 yilinda tekrar kiliseye ¢evrilmisti. 1918-
1935 arasinda Cami olarak kullanmilsa da zamanla terk edilmistir (Denisenko, 2011, s. 130).

Kars’taki zengin kiiltiirel ortamda {inlii Rumlar da yetismistir. Aragtrmada George Ivanovic
Gurdjieff ile Lev (Leonid) Georgiyevic Samarjidi’ye yer verilmektedir. Unlii yazar ve diisiiniir George
Ivanovich Gurdjieff; Giimrii kentinde diinyaya gelmis, cocuklugu Kars’ta gegmisti. Babasi Rum, annesi de
Ermeni asilh olan Gurdjieffkentin yapisindan ve kiiltiirel zenginliginden beslenmistir. Kars’taki Rum okulunda
basladig1 egitim hayatina daha sonra Rus Devlet okulunda devam etmistir. “Meeting with Remarkable Men”
1simli tinlii eserinin hemen baginda Kars’ta yasadigi giinleri ve kendisini nasil etkiledigini ortaya koymaktadir
(Gurdjieft, 2002). Bir diger isim olan Lev (Leonid) Georgiyevi¢ Samarjidi 16 Agustos 1917 tarthinde Kars’in
Oluklu koyiinde diinyaya gelmistir. 1924-1932 yillan arasinda Stravropol’da, 1932-1936 yillan arasinda ise
Rostov Endiistri Teknik Okulu’nda egitim almigstir. Calisma hayatinin yam sira tiyatro ile de ilgilenen Samarjidi,
Magnitogorsk tiyatrosunda tine kavusmustur. 60 yillik tiyatro hayatmda yaklasik 100 rolde oynayan Samarjidi
18 Agustos 2001 tarihinde hayatim kaybetmistir (Konak, 2020, s. 31-32).

4. Rumlarn Kars’tan Ayrimalan

Kars’taki Rumlar 1918 y1h ocak aymm hemen basinda geleceklerini sekillendirmek igin Ti¢ giin siiren
bir toplanti yapmuglardi. Carlik Rusyanin ¢ekilmesi sonrasinda kentin yeniden Osmanh Devleti'nin eline
geemesi karsisinda kaderlerinin nasil olacagini ele almislardi. Toplantida gb¢ uzun uzun tartisilsa da kesin bir
karar ¢tkmamusti. Toplantidan bir karar gikmamasina karsi Osmanh ordusunun Kars’a dogru ilerleyisi kentteki
Rumlar arasinda biiytik panige neden olmus ve birgogu Giimrii’ye go¢ etmislerdi. Bu topraklara go¢ eden
Rumlarm bir kismi buradan Yunanistan ve Rusya’nin i¢ kesimlerine dogru ilerlemeyi beklerken bir kisnu ise
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Mondros Miitarekesi sonrasinda Osmanli ordusunun Kars1 terk etmesi sonrasinda Kars’a donmiislerdi
(Sonmez, Karag6z, Kinigopulos, 2016, s. 41-42).

Mondros Miitarekesi nedeniyle kentin kaderine terk edildigi giinlerde yukarida belirtildigi iizere gog
yerini Ermeniler ile ittifaka birakmusti. Kars’ta kalan Rumlar varliklarini korumak i¢in Ermeniler ile ittifak
gortismelerinin yam sira Osmanh Devleti’nin yeniden Kars’a gelmesi kaygisindaydilar. Kazim Karabekir
onderligindeki Ankara Hiikiimeti’ne bagh birlikler Kars’a dogru ilerlediginde Kars’taki Rumlar temelli olarak
kentten ayrilmus, Tiflis ve Batum’a gitmiglerdi. Karadeniz’in bu kiiglik limam Kars ve Kafkasya’nin cesitli
yerlerinden gelen Rumlar ile 80.000’¢ ulagmusti. Tiim girisimlere karsin bunca insanmn go¢ etmesi
istenilmemekteydi. Batum’da sikisan Rumlar hakkinda Yunan hiikiimeti herhangi bir plan yapmamusti.
Batum’da sikisan Rum miilteciler Yunanistan’a gitmek i¢in beklerken, aglik ve hastalik 6liimleri de beraberinde
getirmisti. Near East Relief’in yardimlarina ragmen durum hig de 1yi degildi. Nihayet 25 Nisan 1920 tarihinde
Batum’a gelen KEA adindaki gemi ile miiltecilerin Yunanistan’a sevkiyat: baglamusti. Sevkiyat son derece zor
ve parga parca ilerleyebiliyordu. 1921 Subat’ma gelindiginde araliklarla yapilan sevkiyat ile 52.878 Rum,
Batum’u terk etmisti (Perchanidou, 2018, s. 14-16; Xanthopoulou-Kyriakou, 1996, s. 281).

Selanik Limani’na ¢ikan Rum miilteciler i¢in sartlar Batum’dan pek farkli degildi. Yunanistan’daki
agir ekonomik sartlar altinda bunca insanin yerlesebilecegi yer yoktu. Karantina kosullart nedeniyle diger
yerlere gidislerine izin verilmiyordu. Kars Rumlarmin birgogu Selanik ve ¢evresine yerlesmislerdi. Kars’in
karasal iklime karsin Selanik’in nemli havasi ve sitma hastalig1 nedeniyle birgok Rum hayatim kaybetmisti
(Orakgt, 2022, s. 292).

5. Sonug

Kafkaslar ile Anadolu’nun birlestigi noktada yer alan Kars, kadim bir tarihe sahiptir. Kadim tarihinde
onlarca medeniyete ev sahipligi yapmus, onlarca isgal, zafer ve savas yasamustir. Bunlardan birisi de 1877-1878
Osmanh Rus Harbi’ydi. 93 Harbi olarak da adlandirilan savagin sonucunda Kars, Carlik Rusya isgaline girmisti.

Kars, Carlik Rusya isgaline girmesi ile giiniimiizde izleri goriilebilen kapsamh bir degisim yasamustir.
Baltik mimarisi ile yeniden imar edilen kent, Anadolu’dan ve Kafkasya’dan Ruslara sadik topluluklarmn yeni
yerlesim yeri olmustur. Bu topluluklardan birisi de Rumlardir. Rumlarin biiyiik kism tarim ve hayvancilik ile
ugrasirken 6nemli bir kismi da tas ustaliklar sayesinde kentin giiniimiizdeki siluetinin olusmasinda rol oynanuslardr.

Balkan Savaglari’'na kadar Rumlar, beraber yasadiklari Miisliimanlar ile iyi gecinmislerdi. Balkan
Savaglart 6ncesinde topluluk arasinda goriilen milliyetcilik, savaslar ile iyice belirgin bir hale gelmistir. Bu durum
topluluk arasinda da farkh tutumlara neden olmustu. Yunanistan’a yardim kampanyalarmim yan sira, Yunan ordusu
i¢in goniillii birlikler olusturulmustur. Birinci Diinya Savast ile kentte ayrnisma iyice belirginlesmis, kisa siire sonra
yerini ¢atismaya birakmugt. Rum ceteleri de tipki Ermeni geteleri gibi Miisliiman halka zuliim yapnuslardi. Bu
nedenle Brest Litovsk Antlasmast ile Kars’m yeniden Osmanh Devleti eline gecmesi ile kentteki Rumlarm biiyiik
kismi go¢ etmislerdi.

Giimrii sehrine dogru yola ¢ikan toplulugun bir kismi Giircistan ve Rusya’nin i¢ kesimlerine dogru devam
ederken bir kismu da Mondros Miitarekesi ile Osmanl Devleti'nin Kars’tan ¢ekilmesi ile kente donmiislerdi. Bu
siirecteki siyasi gelismelerde aktif ol oynayan Rumlar bir yandan da cete faaliyetleri ytirtitmtistiir. Kazim Karabekir
komutanhgmdaki birliklerin Kars’1 kurtarmast ile kentteki Rumlarm tamanu Tiflis ve Batum’a gitmisti. Burada
biiyiik sikintilar ile karst karstya kalan Rumlar, oradan da Yunanistan’a go¢ etmislerdi.
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Kars’ta Rum Niifusu (1878-1920) / Sinan KIYANC

EKLER

Ek-1: Kars Subatan K&yii'ndeki Rum Kizi

Fic. 68. Gresk GIRL OF SUBOTAN.

Kaynak: Lynch, 1901, s. 331.
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Ek-2: Kars Rum Ortodoks Kilisesi (Kara Kilise), 1957 yilinda yikilds, yerine gimiimiizdeki Merkez Cami yapildi
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Kaynak: Badem, 2010, s. 478.
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Ek-3: Kars Vilayetinde Rumlarin Yasadigi Koyler

KARS

1. Akbaba

2. Azat

3. Halifoglu
4.  Caglayan
5. Karacoban
6.  Aydmalan
7. Karakilise
8.  Atakdy

9. Maksutcuk
10.  Oliilii
SOGANLI

11.  Asagsallipmar
12.  Eskigecit
13.  Bolikbas
14.  Catak

15.  Ciplakl
16.  Yayikl

17.  Emirhan
18.  Kamigh
19. Laloglu
20.  AliSofi
21. Tuygun
22.  Giirbiizler
23.  Yagbasan
24.  Yenice

25.  Yolgecmez
26. Darbogaz
SURAGEL

GOLE

37.  Dedekilig

38.  Saraf (Seref?)
39.  Dereyolu

40.  Cakirlizim
41.  Tahtakiran
42.  Gole

43.  Kuzupmar
44.  Ugurtast

45.  Yenidemirkap1
46. Yelech

47.  Yigitkonagt
48.  Yavuzlar

49.  Balgesme ?

KAGIZMAN
0.  Capik
51.  Cilehane

52. Mollamustafa

53.  Kegevan

54.  Oluklu

55, Ortakdy

56.  Yalaguzgam
HORASAN

57.  Kurbangaym

58. Karaurgan
59. Handere
60.  Karakurt
61.  Kuzlkilise
62. Koroglu
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27. Hacveli 63. Mecingert
28.  Subatan 64. Megetli
29.  Ovapmar 65.  Swbasan
ARDAHAN 66.  Yenikdy
30.  Cetinsu

31l. Kartalpmar

32.  Camhgatak

33.  Selamverdi Mah.

34.  Haskoy

35.  Yalmzcam

36. Cimenkaya

Kaynak: Badem, 2010, s. 304-359.
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Abstract

The portrait bust, which is well-preserved in garden of the Burdur Museum, was acquired by the museum in 1987. The
artefact, which was purchased from a citizen, was found in the central village of Callica in Burdur. The portrait bust, thought
to beafind from Cormasa near the village, was sculpted from limestone. The bust of the woman, which has not been published
until the present day, has been identified by the necklace around her neck and her iconography, and a period has been suggested
by the hairstyle on her head and other stylistic features. The crescent motif at the end of the necklace designed with multiple
spheres around the woman's neck is important for the identity of the artefact. The woman portrait with the shawl on her head
and the necklace around her neck symbolizes the priestess of Men. This shows that the cult of Men, of whom centre in Pisidiaj
is Antioch, was also present in Burdur. The woman head with the “Ceres”” type hairstyle, which was designed with wavy|
hair tresses separated from the centre of the forehead on both sides and tightly processed at the transitions, was sculpted by
being inspired by the portraits of the emperor's wife Vibia Sabina during the period of Hadrian (117-138 AD). The other
stylistic features in the woman portrait, of which hairstyle fashion suggests the Hadrian period, also make it possible to date
the artefact to the Early Hadrian period. There was a strong Neoclassicism during the period of emperor Hadrian. Therefore,
in the portraits of the period, the characteristic features of the sculpted people were idealized (beautified). The characteristics
of the portrayed woman, on the other hand, are realistic. Finally, in the Late Hadrian period (after 130 AD), the pupil and iris
were carved with a single drill stroke for the first time. On the woman head, the pupil and iris were not processed, although the
characteristic features were realistically reflected. With these important stylistic features, it is possible to date the priestess of|
Men to before 130 AD.

Keywords: Burdur Museum, Central Callica Village, Priestess of Men, Early Hadrian Period.

O

Burdur Miizesi’nin bahgesinde iyi durumda korunan portre biist, 1987 yilnda miizeye kazandmlmustir. Sivil bir yurttastan
satm alman eser, Burdur ilinin merkez Callica kdyiinde ele gecirilmistir. Koyiin yakmlarmdaki Cormasa antik kenti buluntusul
olarak diistiniilen kadn portre biistii, kire¢ tasmdan yontulmustur. Giinliimiize kadar yayimlanmayan kadin biistiine
boynundaki kolye ve ikonografisiyle birlikte bir kimlik ve bagmdaki sag modasi ve diger iislup dzellikleriyle de bir donem
Onerisi getirilmistir. Kadmm boynundaki ¢oklu kiireciklerden tasarlanan kolyenin ucundaki hilal motifi, eserin kimligi
agisndan 6nemlidir. Bagindaki sal ve boynundaki kolyesiyle kadin portresi, Men rahibesini simgeler. Bu durum, Pisidia’daki
merkezi Antiocheia olan Men kiiltiniin, Burdur’da da varligim gostermektedir. Kadin bagmdaki alm merkezinden her iki
yana ayrilan ve gegislerinde oldukea siki islendigi dalgal sa¢ bukleleriyle tasarlanan “Ceres ™ tipi sa¢ modastyla kadin bagt,
Hadrianus (MS 117-138) déneminde, imparatorun esi Vibia Sabina portrelerinden esinlenerek yontulmustur. Sag modastylal
Hadrianus dénemi 6nerisi getirilen kadn portresindeki diger tislup ozellikleri de eserin, Erken Hadrianus donemine
tarihlendirilmesini miimkiin kilmustr. imparator Hadrianus déneminde giiclii bir Neoklasizm séz konusuydu. Bu yiizdendi
ki déneminin portrelerinde, yontulan kisilerin karakteristik dzellikleri idealize (giizellestirilerek) edilerek aktariimaktaydi.
Portresi yapilan kadmmn karakteristik 6zellikleri ise gercekei bir sekilde aktariimustir. Son olarak Ge¢ Hadrianus (MS 130
sonrast) doneminde g6z bebegi ve iris, ilk kez tek matkap darbesiyle iglenmistir. Kaleme alinan kadin basinda ise karakteristik|
oOzelliklerin gergekei aktarimastyla birlikte gbzbebegi ve iris iglenmemistir. Bu nemli iistup 6zellikleriyle Men rahibesini,
MS 130 6ncesine vermek mitimkiindiir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Burdur Miizesi, Merkez Callica K6yii, Men Rahibesi, Erken Hadrianus Dénemi.
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Introduction

A portrait is the reflection of the characteristic features of wealthy individuals or respected people
onto a marble, stone, bronze or other object (Ozgan, 2013a, p. 9). The dating of the portraits is explained by the
hairstyle/fashion of the enthroned emperor and his wife, as well as their artistic preferences (Ozgan, 2013a, p.
13; Tepebas, 2018, p. 64, 79). Not only by these, but also the dating is practised by archaeological context. The
prototype portraits of the reigning emperor produced in Rome were sent to the provinces, and the portraits
copied in the workshops there were sent to the cities (Ozgan, 2013a, p. 15). In this way, the enthroned emperor
and his dynasty were both propagandized and the people got to know their new emperor (Tepebas, 2018, pp.
107-8. For Roman citizens who wanted to have their portrait sculpted, the hairstyle/fashion of the ruling
emperor and empress served as a role model (Fejfer, 2008, p. 9; Tepebas, 2018, p. 64; Erkog, 2012, p. 5; Ozgan,
2013a, p. 15). Therefore, the hair style/fashion of the work is very important in the interpretation of the portrait
art of the Roman Imperial period (Erkog, 2012, p. 5). In addition, the artistic tendencies of the emperor who
ascended to the throne are also important in terms of supporting the predicted period together with the
hairstyle/fashion; because as a result of the artistic tendencies of the emperors, in some periods of portrait art, it
is seen that the sculpted works are processed in a realistic manner free from the effects of Neoclassicism while
in other periods, there is a narration to Greek art (Neoclassicism) (Durugoniil, 2021, p. 165). In addition to these
important stylistic features, the use of drill in portrait art also guides researchers in dating the works. For
example, the use of drill in the hair style shaped by being undulated the hair tresses on the forehead seen first on
the women portraits dated to the period of Caligula (37-41 AD) in the portrait art of Roman Imperial period will
be used in the workmanship of the pupil and iris in man and woman portraits (Ozgan, 2013b, p. 104, fig. 106;
Wegner, 1956, pp. 40, 61-2; pl. 24-5a).

The woman portrait to be analyzed with this methodology was found in Callica village in the central
district of Burdur. The portrait that was purchased on 24.03.1987 by the Burdur Museum Directorate from 1.
Sahin is preserved today in the museum garden. The artefact from Callica is in the form of half-figured bust
(Fejfer, 2008, p. 235, fig. 154). This form is more economical and practical compared to full-figured sculptures
(Fejfer, 2008, p. 236). The portrait, which has not been interpreted until today, will be shared with the scientific
world for the first time. The woman portrait, which was evaluated in terms of hair fashion and other stylistic
features, was prepared for publication by adhering to the criteria of international portrait research. As a result of
the evaluations, the period, identity and place of production have been suggested.

1 The Museum, Material and Dimensions

The inventory number of the woman portrait preserved in the Burdur Museum is K.5.22.87 (Figure
1-3). The half-figured bust is carved from limestone. The portrait measures 67,3 cm in height, 48 cm in width
and 24 cm in depth.

2. Description of the Work

The portrait shows abrasion, bruising, discolouration and crusting. The tip of the nose is womn. The
left arm is broken. There are small deficiencies and breaks in the lower wiping of the portrait, albeit partially

(Figure 1-3).

The well-preserved portrait depicts an adult woman (Figure 1-3). The hairstyle on the woman’s head
is formed by wavy tresses that are separated from the centre of the forehead to both sides and are quite tight in
the transitions. The tresses are voluminous. The narrow forehead is in the shape of an arc. The ends of the thin
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eyebrows are slightly curved. The squinting eyes look away. Fleshy eyelids are almond-shaped. Pupil and iris
are unprocessed. The straight nose is small. Cheekbones are prominent and cheeks are plump. Ears are left
under the hair tresses. Upper lip area is narrow. The mouth is small and closed. The lips are thin. The oval face
tapers towards the chin. The fat and round chin is slightly protruding. The neck is short. Pendulum ring earrings
are seen on the ears. On her neck, she wears a necklace of multiple spheres with a crescent motif on the end
(Figure 4-5). The woman portrait has a himation with a soft “}"”’ collar. There are also short intersecting “V”’
shaped folds on the chest. The thick two-layer shawl covering the top and back of the head is draped over the
shoulders on either side of the head. The himation fabric also lacks rich, elaborate folds. The left arm is broken
at the shoulder. The right arm adjacent to the torso, left under the garment and raised at shoulder level by
breaking at the elbow, holds the shawl. As a result of this arm movement, a diagonal flat fold is formed in the
stretched cloth. There is also a bracelet on the right arm with a flat centre surface and a stone. Finally, the portrait
ends with a horizontal wiping on the lower part of the chest. The back of the bust is also left unprocessed.

3. Assessment

In the woman portrait, the hair fashion, which is separated from the centre of the forehead to both
sides and shaped with wavy tresses are given quite tightly in the transitions, is the goddess-type hair fashion
interpreted as the “Ceres” type (Ozgan, 2013b, p. 164). This hairstyle is both seen in the portraits of Livia
Drusilla (Ozgan, 2013a, p. 207, fig. 133a), one of the most important women of the Tulius-Claudian Dynasty
(27 BC - 68 AD), and Vibia Sabina, the wife of the emperor during the period of Hadrian (117-138 AD)
(Wegner, 1956, pl. 45; Ozgan, 2013b, p. 164). The portraits of Livia (58 BC-29 AD), the wife of Augustus (27
BC-14 AD), the first dynasty of the empire and the founding emperor of both the empire and the Iulius-Claudian
Dynasty, as well as the first empress and mother goddess of the empire, were sculpted in three types during this
dynasty (Stirling, 2012, p. 628; Erkog, 2016, pp. 209-10).

The first portrait type of the empress, Livia, who married Octavianus (Augustus) in 39 BC, appears
in 27 BC when Octavianus became emperor (Kleiner, 1992, p. 76, fig. 53; Stirling, 2012, p. 628). The hairstyle
fashion in the portraits of the empress sculpted during this period is the forehead bun, which includes two
different types (Malbury Hall-Fayum) and is essentially designed with tresses combed back over the forehead
(Inan and Rosenbaum, 1966, p. 123, pl. 81, figs. 3-4; Fittschen and Zanker, 1983, pp. 1-3, pL. I; Aurenhammer,
1988, p. 125, fig. 2; Boschung, 2002, pl. 67, fig. 3-4; Erkog, 2016, p. 210, fig. 1-2). This hair fashion, known as
the “Nodus” type, continued until the end of emperor Augustus’ reign in 14 AD (Inan and Rosenbaum, 1966,
p. 123, pl. 81, figs. 34; Fittschen and Zanker, 1983, pp. 1-3, pl. 1; Aurenhammer, 1988, p. 125, fig. 2; Boschung,
2002, pl. 67, fig. 34; Erkog, 2016, p. 210, fig. 1-2). During the reign of Livia’s son Tiberius (14-37 AD), who
ascended to the throne after the emperor’s death, the empress was glorified with the crown of “Augusta” and
her portraits were sculpted in the “Salus” type (Freyer/Schauenberg, 1982, pp. 218-9; figs. 21-2; Kleiner, 1992,
p. 77, fig. 55; Ozgan, 2013a, pp. 217-8, fig. 133b). The hair fashion in this portrait type is also designed with
wavy tresses that are separated from the centre of the forehead to both sides and are very soft in their transitions.
Later, Tiberius, who was disturbed by the pressure exerted on him by his mother, stripped Livia of all her titles,
and the portraits of Livia, who died in 29 AD, were resculpted during the reign of her grandson Claudius (41-
54 AD) (Arh, 2022a, p. 317). During his reign, emperor Claudius restored all the titles of his grandmother and
also deified her with the title “DIVA4 "~ (Rumpf, 1941, pl. 1; Sadurska, 1972, pl. 6; Erkog, 2012, p. 77; Arh, 2022a,
p. 317). Thus, the resculpted portraits of Livia, who was deified with the title “DIVA AUGUSTA ", are also of
the “Ceres” type (Rumpf, 1941, pl. 1; Sadurska, 1972, pl. 6; Erkog, 2012, p. 77; Arl, 2022a, p. 317). This hair
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fashion is also only seen in portraits of the deified Livia during the Iulian-Claudian Dynasty (Poulsen, 1962, pp.
72-3, pl. 59-9; Freyer/Schauenberg, 1982, pp. 222-3, fig. 25; Ozgan, 2013a, pp. 207-8, fig. 133a). The hairstyle
of other members of the dynasty is a new hairstyle designed by corrugating the tresses on the forehead (Ozgan,
2013b, pp. 42, 103-5, figs. 106, 109). This hairstyle, which was first seen during the reign of the emperor
Caligula (3741 AD), was later followed by Claudius (Fittschen and Zanker, 1983, pl. 4-5; Aksit, 1985, p. 89;
Kleiner, 1992, p. 140, fig. 116) and Nero (54-68 AD) (Fittschen and Zanker, 1983, pl. 6; Erkog, 2012, p. 126,
pl. 91).

The “Ceres” type hairstyle, which was only seen in the portraits of Livia during the period of
Claudius in the Iulius-Claudian Dynasty, is seen again about eighty years later during the period of Hadrian
(117-138 AD) (Wegner, 1956, pl. 45; Ozgan, 2013b, p. 164). Emperor Hadrian was a pro-Greek and this
admiration turned into a Neoclassicism that peaked in the portrait art of his period (Ozgan, 2013b, p. 134). That
is why Hadrian, who married Sabina in 100 AD, crowned his wife with the title of “Augusta’ shortly after
becoming emperor, and her portraits were sculpted in the “Ceres ” type (Wegner, 1956, pl. 45; Ozgan, 2013b,
p. 164). This goddess-type hairstyle of the empress also inspired the woman portraits sculpted during the period
of Hadrian (Inan and Rosenbaum, 1979, p. 248, pl. 158, fig. 1-3; Fittschen and Zanker, 1983, pp. 10-1, pl. 12).

One of the most important stylistic features guiding researchers in the dating of the Hadrian period
was the idealization of the characteristic features of the people portrayed due to the effects of strong
Neoclassicism along with this hair fashion (Boatwright, 1991, p. 516; Ozgan, 2013b, p. 134).

In addition, another important factor in the portrait art of Hadrian period is the use of the drill seen in
the workmanship of pupil and iris since 130s AD (Wegner, 1956, pp. 40, 61-2, pl. 24-5a; Kleiner, 1992, p. 242,
fig. 206). In this period, the pupil and iris are first processed by a single drill stroke (Wegner, 1956, pp. 40, 61-
2, pl. 24-5a; Kleiner, 1992, p. 242, fig. 206).

In the light of the information above, it is not possible to date the woman portrait to the Iulian-
Claudian Dynasty, because the “Ceres” hairstyle fashion during this dynasty was practised in the portraits of
Livia, who was deified during the period of Claudius. The characteristic features of this woman portrait do not
define Livia. It is known that the triangular face tapering towards the chin, large eyes, slightly hook nose and
idealized face are among the characteristic features that define the empress (Ozgan, 2013a, p. 207, fig. 133a).

Therefore, the artefact from central Callica is sculpted by being narrated from the portraits of Sabina,
the wife of emperor in the Hadrian period; however, the characteristic features are not idealized as in the portraits
of the empress (Wegner, 1956, pl. 45; Ozgan, 2013b, pp. 164-6). This stylistic feature enabled the portrait bust
to be dated to the Early Hadrian period (before 130 AD) (Arly, 2020, pp. 513-7); because the main factor
preserving its existence is realization of the characteristic features as in the woman portrait despite the hair
fashion that is changed from the Flavian Dynasty (69-96 AD) to the end of Traian (98-117 AD) period (Wegner,
1966, pl. 55¢-d; Inan and Rosenbaum, 1966, p. 163, pl. 115, fig. 2; Vamer, 1995, p. 204, fig. 14). Additionally,
unprocessed of the pupil and iris by a single drill stroke in the artefact is important for supporting the proposed
period.

The find should also be a portrait of a priestess. The fact that her head is covered with a shawl
emphasizes this status of the woman. Moreover, the necklace with a crescent (half-moon) motif around her
neck strengthens the possibility that the portrait owner was a priestess of Men (Moon God), because the crescent
motifis one of the most important symbols of the Moon God Men (Lane, 1978, pl. 46.1-2; 1990, p. 2161). The
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largest centre of the Men cult in Pisidia is Antioch (Isparta/Yalvag) and Antioch appears as a centre of worship
after the 1% century AD (Anderson, 1913, p. 286; Lane, 1990, pp. 2163-5). Ancient sources also mention a
temple of Men here (Strabon, VII, 8-9, 331). At the same time, this cult is centered in Pisidian Antioch is also
present in the ancient cities within Burdur (Lane, 1976, pp. 48, 1034, 106). For example, an altar from Burdur
supports this view (Robert, 1950, pp. 39-50, pl. 6-8; Lane, 1971, p. 77, pl. 55, fig. 121; 1976, pp. 46-8). Apart
from this altar, many other altars and steles have survived in Asia Minor with the god Men or with the crescent
motif, the symbol of his cult (Lane, 1971); however, there is no example of a free half-figured bust with a
necklace with a crescent motif on its neck, except in the present study. The only noteworthy example is a tomb
stele, probably from the contemporary period and probably from Kiitahya, preserved today in Istanbul
Archaeological Museums (Lane, 1971, pp. 64-5, pl. 43, fig. 99). While the upper part of the tomb stele depicts
the god Men and other figures, the lower part of the stele shows man and woman figures depicted in the form
of half-figured bust. The hairstyle of this woman figure and the stylistic features in the reflection of her facial
features are in close resemblance with the woman bust. Although there is no necklace with crescent motif on
the neck of the woman figure, her head is similarly covered with a dress fabric. With this iconography, the bust
of a woman is related to the cult of Men and must be of the same status as the interpreted artefact.

Finally, the portrait, interpreted as a priestess of Men by the necklace around her neck, must have
been sculpted to be placed in a closed niche. This assumption is possible due to the rough processing of the back
and its size.

4, Production Site

According to the museum artefact record, the portrait, which was inventoried as a find from the
central Callica village in Burdur, must have been found in Cormasa/Kormasa, about 1 km west of the village
(Ozsait and Ozsait, 2010, p. 46). The city is shown on the Tabula Peutingeriana, a map of the road network of
the Roman Empire (Miller, 1916, p. 6334, fig. 204; French, 2014, p. 16). The Tabula Peutingeriana, also known
as the Peutinger table or map, is a large copy of an illustrated world map originally dated to the 2™ or 4™ century
AD, reflected on parchment in the 12 century (Can, 2023, p. 21). On this map, Cormasa is on the road from
Perge to Laodicea in Pamphylia Region (Leake, 1824, p. 154-5). Cormasa, of which there are no remaining
architectural structures and foundations on the acropolis, is located in the Pisidia region, which today includes
the whole of the Burdur-Isparta provinces and a part of the north of Antalya (Livius, 38.15; Polybius, 21.36;
Ozsait and Ozsait, 2010, p. 46; Hiirmiizlii/Kortholt and Tanriver, 2016, p. 28). Ptolemaios which is one of the
important resources of 2™ century AD describes the region in this city as “Pisidia of Phrygia” (Ptolemaios,
5.5.4-5; HiirmiizlivKortholt and Tanriver, 2016, p. 28). In Cormasa which is one of the cities in this region, the
rough workmanship of this artifact that is thought to be brought to the light indicates that the portrait bust was
not the product of a well-established workshop, but was sculpted by local craftsmen in an itinerant workshop
(Arh, 2022b, pp. 599-607). The fact that the material preferred in order to keep the production cost low is
indigenous to the region is another indication that the work was produced on site (Arli, 2022b, pp. 599-607).

Conclusion

Itis a portrait of a priestess in Cormasa near the central Callica Village of Burdur, which is thought to
have been sculpted on site by local craftsmen in an itinerant workshop using the local materials of the region.
The woman portrait with a necklace with a crescent motif representing the Moon god Men around her neck is
important as it adds to the available archaeological data showing the spread of the cult of Men, of whom the
epicentre in the region is Pisidian Antioch, in Burdur as well.
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The “Ceres’ hairstyle on the priestess of the cult of Men was dated to the Early Hadrian period by
comparing it with the examples found in the portrait art of the Roman Imperial period. The first example of the
“Ceres’ hairstyle was designed in the portraits of the grandmother Livia, who was deified during the period of
Emperor Claudius. The woman portrait differs from the Livia portraits with its unique characteristics. The
“Ceres” hairstyle is seen for the second time during the period of Emperor Hadrian. In the portrait art of his
period, the narration to Greek art reached its top point. Therefore, there was a strong Neoclassicism in the
portraits of his period. Hadrian glorified his wife with the title of “Augusta” shortly after he declared his reign
in 117 AD. The hairstyle of the empress, whose portraits were carved with this title, was sculpted with the
“Ceres” type, known as the goddess hairstyle, and this hairstyle was the role model of the woman portraits of
the period. Thus, the woman portrait was inspired by the portraits of Sabina, Hadrian’ wife. The woman portrait
from the contemporary period with similar hair fashion and stylistic features, which is preserved in Kayseri
Museum and finding place is unknown, is an example for this (Arli, 2020, pp. 513-7).

Finally, the characteristic features of the woman portrait are processed without the influence of
Neoclassicism, and the absence of drills in the workmanship of the pupil and iris makes it possible to date the
work to before 130 AD.

Acknowledgments: 1 would like to thank the Directorate of Burdur Museum and Mr. Evren
SAHIN, the supervisor of the stone artefacts, for permission to study the portrait.
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APPENDICES
Figure 1: Frontal View of Woman Portrait Bust

Source: Individual Archive.
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A Woman Portrait Bust from Central Callica Village (Cormasa) / Yasar ARLI

Figure 2: Right Profile View of Woman Portrait Bust

Source: Individual Archive.
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Figure 3: Left Profile View of Woman Portrait Bust

Source: Individual Archive.
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A Woman Portrait Bust from Central Callica Village (Cormasa) / Yasar ARLI

Figure 4: Necklace with Crescent Motif on the Neck of the Woman Portrait

Source: Individual Archive.
Figure 5: Drawing of the Necklace

Source: Individual Archive.
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Oz

Uzun yasami boyunca dért kez basbakanlik yapmis olan William Ewart Gladstone hem Ingiliz tarihi hem
de diinya siyaseti i¢in iz brrakmuis bir devlet adanmudir. 5 Eyliil 1876 yilinda yayimladig: tinlii kitapgig
“Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” ile Osmanh imparatorlugu icinde yasanan olaylara katilmasi gerek
1876-1878 Yakin Dogu krizini gerekse de Osmanh Imparatorlugu’na yonelik Ingiliz politikasmm
olugsmasinda belirleyici olmustur. Gladstone un Hristiyan tebaanin Tiirk yonetimiyle idaresine yonelik her
zaman siipheleri meveuttur. Kitapeigmm temel eksenini de bu diisiinceleri olusturmaktadir. Ingiliz-Osmanli
iliskileri tarihinin doniim noktasi, Ingiliz Parlamento tartismalarinm ve Liberal devlet adami Gladstone'un
politikalarmm incelenmesinde yatmaktadir. Bununla birlikte, Gladstone'un Osmanli Imparatorlugu'na
yonelik Ingiliz diplomasisinin olusumunda Bulgar Isyani’ndaki bu ¢ikisi Disraelinin 1877-1878 Rus-
Osmanl Savasi'ndaki Tiirk yanlisi tarafsizigindan vazgecise yol agmus ve akabinde Gladstone liderliginde
1882'de Misi'm Ingilizler tarafindan isgali gerceklesmistir. Gladstone’un “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sar
Meselesi” kitapgigindaki retorik ofkesindeki, “insanligin yiiz karast Tiirklerin pilh pwtistyla Avrupa dan
¢tkarmak” diistincesinin yahut dini kizgmhigmmn politikalarini etkileyip etkilemedigi diisiincesi tartismayal
agiktir. Bu cahisma, Gladstone un diisiincelerinin ve kitapgigmm Osmanh Imparatorlugu’na yonelik Ingiliz
politikasmimn olusumundaki 6nemini analiz edecektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” Kitap¢igi, Osmanh Hristiyan Azinliklari, W.E.
Gladstone, Sark Meselesi, Viktorya Donemi Ingiltere’si.

Abstract

Throughout his long life William Ewart Gladstone who served as prime minister four times, is a statesman|
left his mark on British history as well as world politics. His involvement in the events taking place within
the Ottoman Empire with his famous pamphlet “Bulgarian Horrors and the Question of the East”
published on 5 September 1876 was decisive in the formation of both the Near East Crisis of 1876-1878
and the British policy towards the Ottoman Empire. Gladstone always had doubts about the Turkish
administration of Christian subjects. These thoughts constitute the basic axis of the pamphlet. The cutting
edge of the history of Anglo-Ottoman relations lies in examining British Parliamentary debates and the
policies of the Liberal statesman Gladstone. Nonetheless, it was Gladstone’s novel departure in the
Bulgarian Agitation in the formation of British diplomacy towards the Ottoman Empire, which led to a
transition from Disraeli’s pro-Turkish neutrality in the Russo-Ottoman of War of 1877-1878, and ended up
with the British occupation of Egypt in 1882 during the leadership of Gladstone. The question as to whether|
Gladstone’s rhetorical indignation in his “Bulgarian Horrors and the Question of the East” pamphlet —
“clearing the Turks out of Europe as the anti-specimen of humanity with bag and baggage " or his religious
fervour primarily determined his policies is open to debate. Thus, this research will analyse how important|
Gladstone’s involvement and pamphlet for the formation of British policy towards the Ottoman Empire.

Keywords: “Bulgarian Horrors and the Question of the East” booklet, Ottoman Christian Minorities, W.E.
Gladstone, the Eastern Question, Victorian Britain.
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Giris

William Ewart Gladstone, Kralige Viktorya déneminde yasarmis 6nemli bir Ingiliz devlet adandir.
Uzun yasamu boyunca dort kez basbakanhk yapmasimm yam sira dis politika, din ve reform konularmda
popiilist konugmalartyla taninarak yalmzca ulusal degil uluslararasi alanda da énemli bir iine sahip olmustur.
Ailesinin Tory siyasi geleneklerine gore yetismesine karsin hayatinin ilerleyen yillarmda Whig olmayn tercih
eden Gladstone kat1 bir Evanjelik inanca sahiptir. Yunan kiiltiiriine derin bir sempati beslerken Miisliiman
Tiirklerin gayri miislim tebaay1 Islami geleneklere gére yonetmesine her zaman siipheyle yaklasmustir. 1874'te
Liberal Parti liderliginden istifa etmesinin ardindan yogunlagt@ Sark Meselesi konusunda bir kamu
propagandasmin gelismesine dnciiliik etmistir. Bu siyaseti sonucunda Ingilizlerin Lord Palmerston ve Kirmm
Savas1 déoneminden beri takip ettikleri Osmanh toprak biitiinliigiinii koruma politikasinin degismesinde 6nemli
bir rol oynamustir.

1868 ile 1874 yillan arasindaki ilk basbakanligi doneminde liberal diisiinceleri daha fazla oturmus,
ordu ve sivil hizmetteki reformlarla irlanda Kilisesi’nin feshi konusunda politikalar yiiriitmiistiir. Ancak bu
durum muhalefetin elini giiglendirmis ve Liberal Parti icinde boliinmelere yol agmustir. Sonug olarak, 1874 teki
agir genel segim yenilgisinden sonra parti liderliginden istifa etmistir. Altt yilhk muhalefetin ardindan,
Gladstone™un ezeli rakibi Benjamin Disraeli 1874 segimlerinde zafer kazanmustir. Disraeli'nin ikinci kabinesi
en 6nemli konu olarak dis politikada Sark Meselesi ile ilgilenmeye baslarken, ayni zamanda saglik, barmma ve
istihdam gibi konularda reform siirecini uygulamaya koymustur. Disraeli Osmanh merkezi idari yapisin
canlandirmak ve Osmanh Imparatorfugundaki gayrimiislim tebaanm statiisiinii yiikseltmek icin yapilan
reformlara dayanan geleneksel politikasini siirdiirmekte kararlidir. ingiliz politika yapicilarmm temel stratejisi
Bab-1 Ali’yi ekonomik ve stratejik nedenlerle dost tutma arzusu olmus ve bu nedenle de gayrimiislim
azmliklarin imparatorluk i¢indeki durumu ikincil bir 6neme sahip olmustur. Bu diisiinceden hareketle yapilan
calisma, Gladstone’un 1876 tarihli tinlii “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapgi@inin yayimlanmasinin
kritik bir déniim noktast oldugunu savunmaktadir. ingiliz devlet adammm Osmanh politikalartyla yakindan
ilgilenmesinin Sark Meselesi’nde yeni bir ¢1gir agtigini 6ne stirmektedir.

Sark Meselesi genis bir terim olup, ozellikle 1815 Viyana Kongresi ya da 1856 Paris Barg
Antlasmasi gibi Avrupa’nin kaderini degistiren olaylarla 19. yiizyilda ¢ok daha sik kullaniimaya baglannustir
(Golen, 2011, s. 91-92). Sark Meselesi, devlet adamlarinin Osmanli Imparatorlugu’na kars1 tutumlarmdan
baslayarak kiiltiirel ve siyasi yaklagimlar i¢ine alan bir anlayistir. Sark Meselesi diistincesi 1s1ginda ilk 6nce
Osmanli’'nin Avrupa ve Balkan cografyasinda ilerleyisinin durdurulmasi hedeflenmekteydi. Ardindan gelen
asamalarda ise Osmanh’nin topraklarini paylasmaya yonelik daha kapsamli hesaplamalar yapilmugtir.
Balkanlar ve Ortadogu topraklan basta olmak iizere, zayif diisen Osmanh Imparatorlugu'nun gelecegine iliskin
Batih devletlerin yaklasimlan farklilik gostermektedir. Buna ragmen asil 6ne ¢ikan konu ytiz yillardir siiregelen
Bati anlayistyla Ttirklerin Avrupa ve Balkanlar’daki varligimdan duyulan rahatsizigin Osmanli’nin giicliniin
zayiflamastyla daha da belirginlesmesidir. Osmanlt Devleti'nin istikrarsizlik doneminde Diivel-1 Muazzama
stratejilerini azinhklarm isyanlarm destekleyerek olusturmus ve politik rekabetlerini hizlandimuglardir. Bu
dénemde Osmanh’ya ynelik Ingiliz politikalan literatiirii incelendiginde genel kani, 1854-1856 Kirim Savas
ile 1876 Bulgar Isyani’ndan sonra ortaya cikan olaylarn bir déniim noktast olarak analiz edildigidir. Bu
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olaylarm 6nemi sadece diplomatik olmans Ingiliz parti geleneklerinde kiltiirel, ideolojik, emperyalist ve siyasi
boyutlara tagmmustir (Yildizeli, 2016, s. 12-23).

Ingilizlerin Osmanli Imparatortugu ile iliskilerini arastrmanimn sosyal bilimciler arasinda her zaman
popiiler oldugu sdylenebilir. Tarih yazimmm zaman icinde nasil degistigini Ingilizlerin Sark Meselesi’ndeki
deneyimine gore degerlendirmek gerekmektedir. Buna gore, Kralige II. Viktorya donemini dikkate alan ilk
yaym dalgas, Gladstone’un 1870%erdeki liderliginin liberal mirasmi yansitmaktadir. Ozellikle James S. White
(White, 1877), Baron Henry De Worms (De Worms, 1877), Duke of Argyll (Argyll, 1896), Malcolm Maccoll
(Maccoll, 1878), Anthony Gallenga (Gallenga, 1877) ve Edward A. Freeman (Freeman, 1876) gibi donemin
styasetcilerinin kitapeiklar parlamenter bakis agisim temsil ederken, Januarius MacGahan (MacGahan, 1876),
William T. Stead (Stead, 1898) ve Eugene Schuyler (Stead, 1892) gibi gazetecilerin eserleri Bulgar Isyani'na
iliskin kamuoyu diisiincelerini belirtmislerdir. Bununla birlikte, tiim bu ¢alismalarmn taniklarm gbziinden siyasi
atmosferi de ortaya koyduklari ve Gladstone'un siyasi cergevesini olustururken referanslar hakkinda fikir
verdikleri goriilmiistiir. Gazeteci William E. Stead, Gladstone hakkindaki ilk izlenimini “en derin, en taze ve en
kalicr” olarak tanmmlarken Gladstone'un “Tiirk-Ingiliz ittifaki hakkindaki goviislerini gerceklestirmek iin parti
liderliginden emekli oldugunu” iddia etmektedir (Stead, 1892, s. 345-362). John Morley, Parlamento’daki
yakin dostluklarinin yam sira, Gladstone'un hayati iizerine yazdigs tic ciltlik kapsamli ¢alismasinda Gladstoncu
liberalizmin temellerini 6zetlemistir. Gladstone’un uzun yasaminda Sark Meselesi’nin her zaman Gnemli
olduguna dikkat cekmektedir. Morley, “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapgigim “atese dontisecek bir
buiyrik kavileim” olarak tantmlamustir (Morley, 1903, s. 553).

1930’larda Sark Meselesi tarihgiligi, R. W. Seton-Watson’in 6nderliginde parti siyasetinin
karsilagtrmalr analiziyle (Seton-Watson, 1935) baslayarak 1876 Bulgar Isyan’ndaki Ingiliz durusuna iliskin
farkh calismalarla geniglemisti. David Harris (Harris, 1939) ve Walter Wirtwein'in (Wirtwein, 1935)
calismalartyla bu artis devam etmistir. Seton-Watson, kapsamli calismasmda William Gladstone ve Benjamin
Disraeli arasindaki rekabetin dinamiklerini ayrintilartyla ortaya koymus ve Sark Meselesi’nin Ingiliz siyaseti
tizerindeki etkisini de “dis politikamin parti ici siyasetin slogamna doniismesine izin vermenin tehlikelerine
karsi bir uyari” olarak yorumlamustir (Seton-Watson, 1935, s. 32).

1963’te Richard Shannon’un Gladstone'un Bulgar Isyan sirasindaki roliine iliskin acik analiziyle,
Sark Meselesi’nin tarth yazimi, hi¢ kuskusuz bir kirlma noktasi yasamustir (Shannon, 1963). Shannon
destekleyici kanitlarla Bulgar kampanyasinm temelini ve yapisim analiz ederken, Gladstone'un parti siyasetinin
ozelliklerini de daha net bir bigimde agiklamustir. Ayrica, Ingiltere’deki farkl gruplarin Gladstone'un Disraeli
hiikiimetine kars yiiriittiigii kampanyay destekledigini ve Gladstone liderligindeki bu birligin ingiliz dis
politikasi “/876'daki Tiirk karsi propagandaya olan ilgisiyle biiytik ol¢tide odiing verdigini” belirtmistir. Bu
donemde Matthew Anderson’un da 1774’ten 1923 Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin ilanma kadar olan donemi ele
alan incelemesi de, 1870’lerdeki ingiliz parti siyasetinin kisa bir degerlendirmesi olmakla kalmans, Sark
Meselesi galismalarma uluslararast iligkiler boyutu da getirmistir (Anderson, 1968).

Colin Matthew'un Gladstone'un tuttugu giinliik kayitlari tizerine yaptig1r “The Gladstone Diaries:

With Cabinet Minutes and Prime-Ministerial Correspondence” baslikh on {i¢ ciltle sonuglanan aragtirmasi
Gladstone ¢alismalarma siiphesiz yeni bir boyut getirmistir (Matthew, 1986-1894). Bu kayitlar, Gladstone’un
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ozellikle 1876 Bulgar Isyam smrasindaki diisiincelerinin parti siyasetinde ne denli énemli oldugunun
anlasiimasi saglanistir. Yine bu donemde Ann P. Saab’m Ingiltere’de yiikselen isci smifi, oy hakki ve
Gladstone un Dogu propagandalan iliskisi lizerine yaptig1 arastirmasi da 6ne ¢ikmustir (Saab, 1991). Saab,
Gladstone'n “goniilsiiz bir simge ve lider” olarak tanimlayarak, “19. yiizyilin biiyiik bir boliimiinde halk
protestolarmin pivadeleri” olduklan icin, Bulgar isyam swrasmda radikallerin, iscilerin ve Konformist
olmayanlarm eylemlerini incelemenin énemli oldugunu 6ne stirmektedir (Saab, 1991, s. 57). Bu nedenle,
Bulgar Isyani’nda kitlesel seferberligin ve kolektif davranisin kritik énemini degerlendirmektedir. Eugenio
Biagini'nin 1982 yilinda yayimladig1 “Liberty, Retrenchment and Reform, Popular Liberalism in the Age of
Gladstone, 1860-1880" baslikl calismast ve Jonathan Parry’nin Kralice Viktorya dénemi Ingiltere’sindeki
Liberal kabinelerine iliskin kapsamli analizi, Gladstone’un Dogu kampanyasi sirasinda emperyal
diistincelerden ziyade parti siyasetinde kullanmak iizere liberal pratikleri 6ne siirdiigiinii gostermektedir (Parry,
1993). Biagini bunlara ek olarak Gladstone’un Bulgar Isyam ve Midlothian Segim Kampanyalan sirasmdaki
karizmatik liderligini de incelemektedir (Biagini, 1982, s. 2). Ayrica Biagini “Gladstoncu liberalizmin dogasi
ve popiiler liberalizmin dogasiun’ hayati dnemi oldugunu belirtmistir (Biagini, 1982, s. 2). Parry nin calismasi
da donemin olaylarni Liberal Parti’nin bakis agisiyla kapsamh bir sekilde arastrmaktadir (Parry,1993).
Gladstone™un “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapgigmmn yankilarini takiben Gladstone™un liderliginin
Liberal Parti'nin birligi i¢in 6nemini degerlendirmistir. Donemin Liberal politikacilar da bu goriiste birleserek
“ulusal ¢ikarlar icin diplomasinin kullanilmasmin etkin bir sekilde yiiriitiildiigiinii”” 6ne siirmiiglerdir (Parry,
1993, s. 276).

1 Gladstone'un Sark Meselesi'ne Karsi Tutumu

William Gladstone aile gelenegini takip ederek 6nce Christ Church daha sonra Eton Koleji’nde
egitim gormiistii. 1830’lu yillarda kariyeri babasinm sundugu ekonomik refah ve siyasi baglantilarla
baslamustir. Dénemin dis politika ve toplumsal konjonktiiriinii yakindan takip eden Gladstone, Muhafazakar
basbakan George Canning’i ilk kahraman olarak tamimlams, siyasi yetenegine derin bir sempati duymustur
(Quinault, 2011, s. 32). Gladstone kariyerinin erken donemindeki siyasi fikirleri {izerindeki Canning’in baskin
etkisine atifta bulunarak Akdeniz’deki Rus tehdidine kars: Yunan Isyani’na destek vermesini ve “Avrupa
Uyumu’” doktrinini desteklemistir. Yunan kiiltiiriine yogun bir ilgi duyan Gladstone buna ek olarak Canning’ten
Roma’nin Katolik Kurtulusu ya da ticaret 6zgiirliigii gibi konularda da etkilenmis, Latin Amerika’da dahil tiim
milliyetci hareketlerde aktif bir Ingiliz siyaseti benimsenmesi gerektigine inannustir. Bu goriis siiphesiz
1870’lerde Sark Meselesi’nde benimsedigi Tiirk karsiti propagandalarla Hristiyan azmnliklarm Miisliiman
Osmanlt yonetiminden kurtariimasi gerektigi diistincesinin temelini olusturmaktadir. Genglik yillarmda
Gladstone’un Tiirkofobik tutumlar1 Evanjelizmin temel dinamigi olan “Hristiyanlik in Eski Ahit (Tevrat) ten
geldigi diistincesi ve kutsal topraklarin kurtariimas: gerektigi inanct 'yla da bagdastirabilir (Balci, 2018, s. 360).
Gladstone, “medeni Hristiyan topluluklar ve gayri medeni Islamiyet in temsilcisi Tiirkler” arasmda ayrm
yapan bir diinya goriisii olusturmus, kendini zaman zaman Osmanli’y1 yok etmeye yonelik bir Hach Savasgist
olarak nitelendirmistir (Karaca, 2011, s. 88-90).

Gladstone’un Osmanli’nin Hristiyan tebaastyla iliski kurmasmm bir diger nedeni Ingilizler’in uzun
zamandir ugrastg Irlanda sorununda oldugu gibi yerel &z ydnetim ve dini inang ozgiirliigiine iliskin
degerlendirmeleridir. Gladstone'un giiglii Hristiyan inanci, Tiirk hiikiimetinin ahlaki yiikiimliiliikleri ve Tiirk
valilerinin kapasitesi hakkindaki diistinceleri onun Osmanh politikalarma yogunlasmasina neden olmustur.
Gladstone’un Hristiyan azmliklarin durumuyla ilgili endisesini dini inanglarmin motive etmesine karsilik
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Bulgaristan’daki Tiirk hiikiimetinin tutumu hakkindaki goriisleri de olduk¢a 6nem arz etmektedir (Gladstone,
1877,s.7-14).

Akdeniz ile Hint Okyanusu arasmndaki gegisi saglamak i¢in Ingiltere ve Rusya arasmda devam eden
ve Biiyiik Oyun olarak bilinen Osmanh vilayetlerinin vesayet meselesi de Sark Meselesi’nin Gnemini
artmustir. Her iki taraf agisindan da ekonomik ve siyasi amaglarmim yan sira, Tiirk yonetimi altindaki Hristiyan
tebaanin statiisii giin gectikge daha da dnemli bir dinamik halini almustir. Bu durum Bulgar isyanlarinda kendini
cok net gostermistir. 1870 yilinda Bulgar Ulusal Kilisesinin kurulmasi ve otonomi saglanmasiyla isyan
boyunca Bulgar rahipleri 5nemli bir rol oynamustir. Gercekten de, Bulgar Isyani'nin dini kimligj, zellikle “ezen
Miisliimanlara ve Tiirklerin koti yonetimine karsi ezilen Hristivan topluluklar” algist miidahaleye hiz
kazandiran 6nemli bir faktordiir. Bulgar isyanlart Nisan 1876'da baslasa da, Eyliil 1876'da Gladstone™un tinlii
kitapgigmmn yaymlanmasmdan sonra Ingiliz kamuoyunda ve parlamentosunda ¢ok daha genis bir yanki
uyandmmustir (Yildizeli, 2016, s. 65).

30 Mart 1876’da Gladstone, Stratford de Redcliffe'n The Times gazetesindeki “Osmanli mn dis
bor¢lart ve Hersek'te baslayan isyan sonrasinda Britanya'mn Bab-1 Ali e yonelik politikas:” hakkinda yaptigt
elestirel yazistyla 6zellikle ilgilenmistir. Bunun nedeni, Lord Stratford de Redcliffe’in 1830’Iu yillarda Osmanh
Imparatortugu’nda gérev yapnus dnemli tecriibeleri olan biiyiikelgi olmastydi. Stratford de Redcliffe Sark
Meselesi’nin “volkanik hareketi ve yikic1 etkilerine karsiik, Tiirk Imparatortugu nu tamamen yalniz birakmay
savunmasa da Sultam Hristiyan tebaasimin adil taleplerini karsilamaya ve magduriyetlerini gidermeye”
zorlamanin gerekliliine inantyordu (The Times, 31.12.1875, s. 6). Bulgar isyar1 1876 yilnm Nisan ay1 basinda
baslamasina ragmen, olay hakkinda kamuoyunda biiyiik bir duygu uyandiran ve sonug olarak biiyiik bir
sansasyon yaratan bu nitelikteki gazete haberleri olmustur. 26 Mayis’ta bu tarz haberlerin Londra'ya
ulagmasmdan hemen sonra, Lord Stratford acilen Gladstone ile goriisme talebinde bulunmus ve iki devlet
adanm Tiirkiye’ nin gelecegi lizerine uzun bir goriisme gergeklestirmislerdir (BL GP Add MS 44450, fol. 117).
Gladstone'un Dogu meselelerine karst tutumunun Lord Stratford'un verdigi bilgilerden etkilenmis olmasi
kuvvetle muhtemeldir. Ozellikle bu goriismede The Times gazetesinin: “Miiskiimanlar silahlantyor ya da
kasabalarda silahlandmilyor ve Hristiyanlar onlardan korkuyor ve agik araziye ¢ikmak zorunda kalyorlar..
Bu arada Bib-1 Ali Hiikiimeti, bastwmak icin her tiirlii smirt zorluyor” haberi iizerine yogunlastiklar
gortilmektedir (The Times, 26.05.1876, p. 8). Bagbakan Disraeli'nin olaylar karsisinda sessizligi Gladstone’un
Balkan meselelerine karst giderek 6fkeli muhalefet atagina yol acan bir bagka neden olarak degerlendirilmelidir.

Gladstone’un 31 Temmuz 1876’da Avam Kamarasi’nda yaptigi konusma, Bulgar meselesine
miidahil olmasinda 6nemli bir yer tutmaktadir. Bu oturumda, Lord Palmerston’un Kirnm Savasi politikalarma
atifta bulunarak “Tiirk makamlarimin reformlart uygulamada etkisiz ve basarisiz olduklarim” belirterek artik
Sark Meselesi’ne “onurlu bir ¢oziim™ bulunmasi gerektigini belirtmistir (House of Commons, 31 July 1876,
vol. 231, cc. 126-225, c. 165, 166). 1839 Giilhane Hatt-1 Hiimayun ve 1856 Hatt-1 Hiimayun’un ilani sonrasinda
azmliklarn haklar, dini esitlik, adalet gibi kavramlan igeren reformlarm uygulanabilitligine stipheyle
yaklagmustir. Gladstone'a gore Britanya'nin Bab-1 Ali'ye yonelik politikasmnm temelini Hristiyan tebaa igin
ahlaki agidan sorumlu Avrupah Giigler ile ittifakla korunan bir 6z yonetim sistemi olusturulmalrydi (House of
Commons, 31 July 1876, vol. 231, cc. 126-225, c. 165).
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Gladstone'un 1876 Bulgar isyan’na katihmu, Britanya'nm Osmanh Imparatorlugu'na yonelik
politikasmin olusumunda yeni bir yol ayrmu olusturmustur. Burada asil olarak analiz edilmesi gereken iki temel
konu Gladstone'un Dogu politikalarma neden miidahil oldugu ve kitapeik yayimlama fikrine nasil kapildigidir.
Sark Meselesi, Biiytik Yagh Adam olarak da bilinen Gladstone’un uzun yasaminda her zaman 6nemli olmustur.
Gladstone'un hayat1 incelendiginde Osmanli meselelerini yakndan takip ettigi goriilmektedir. Omegin,
Gladstone genglik yillarmda Yunan sorununa tanik olmus ve bu sorun karsisinda Hristiyan tebaanin kurtulusu
icin Osmanlr’ya Ingiliz miidahalesini savunmustur. Bu dénemde Stratford Canning’in benimsedigi insani
politikalar1 yakindan takip etmistir. Gladstone Kinm Savasg sirasinda Hazine Bakanmiyken Sark Meselesinin
yalnizca politik degil kamuoyu ve dis iliskilerle de birbirine bagh oldugunun da farkina varmustir. Gladstone bu
donemde Osmanli’y1 savasta desteklemek i¢in yapilan harcamalara dikkat ¢ekerek, “Sultann Hristiyan
tebaasina karst tiifegi omuzlayamadim ve orada tavir almalyim™ diyerek bu durusundan pisman oldugunu
belirtmistir (Morley, 1911, s. 493). Boylelikle “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapgigim yazana kadar
Gladstone’un Osmanh hiikiimetini ve Dogu'daki olaylar1 gdzlemlemis oldugu ve bu konudaki kamuoyu
onemini kavradigy anlasiimaktadir (Yildizeli, 2016, s. 65). Kirim Savagi’nin sona ermesinden yirmi yil sonra
yeni bir doneme gelinmesine ragmen Gladstone un biyografi yazar John Morley, “Bay Gladstone'un zamanmn
Ingiliz hallkan huyunu ne kadar az degistirdigini ve olaylar karsisimda daha tecriibeli oldugunu” ileri
stirmektedir (Morley, 1911, s. 496).

2. “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” Kitapai@gimm Yayimlanmasi

1876 yilnin Eyliil aymda yaymmlanan “Bulgar Mezalimi” kitapgig1 Gladstone™un liderliginin ve
Bulgar kampanyasmin sembolii haline gelmistir. Londra’da John Murray yaymevi tarafindan alti pence
karsihginda satisa ¢ikarnlan kitapgik 33 sayfadan olusuyordu. Kirk yili agkin dostluguna ve yalmzca Osmanli
meselelerindeki ¢abalari i¢in degil ayni zamanda herkesin ona duydugu hayranhk ve bir aileden dogan saygryla
insancillig1 tesvik etmesi nedeniyle kitapeign ilk sayfasinda Gladstone’un ¢alismasim Viscount De Redcliffe'e
ithaf ettifi goriilmektedir (BL GP Add MS 44695, fol. 376). Disraeli Hiikiimeti’nin Osmanl’da gergeklesen
olaylara iligkin sansiir uyguladigini iddia ederek kitapcigna baslayan Gladstone, bu durumun kabul edilemez
oldugunu belirtmistir. Ozellikle isci smifina hitap ederek kasaba ve sehirlerin kisacasi tiim Britanya’nin biiyiik
kalbinin bu olaylarda atmay1 birakmadigim gdstermesinin bir gereklilik oldugunu iddia etmektedir. Bulgar
isyanmin artik sonun baslangici oldugu diistincesini vurgularken olaylarin bu asamaya gelmesinde sorumlu
olarak hem Disraeli’yi hem de Tiirk hiikiimetini hedef almustir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 9):

“Ulkeye yapilan ¢agri sadece Swbistan, Bosna ve Hersek olsaydi durum vahimdi. Su anda
ise ¢ok daha vahim. Birazdan aynintilarina deginecegim yavas ve zorlu bir siiregle ancak
kendi Parlamentomuz, idaremiz veya yurt disindaki kuruluslar araciligryla degil kismen
gazete yazismalarimin, kismen de yabanci bir devietin yetkili temsilcisinin yardimiyla bilgi
sahibi oluyoruz. Simdi, her zaman en giicli manevi ve hatta zamamn bir boliimiinde maddi
destek verdigimiz bir Hiikiimetin dogrudan yetkisi altinda, biiyiik olan suglarin ve zuliimlerin
islendigini ayrintil olarak biliyoruz. Tiim modern orneklerin otesinde ve karakter olarak o
kadar tarif edilemeyecek kadar asagilik ve vahsi ki onlar: tasavvur etmek icin kalbim ve onlart
yeterince tammlamak igin dil ve kalemimin giicii yetmez. Bunlar Bulgar Dehgetleri dir ve
sorulmast gereken soru sudur: Cezalandirmak, damgalamak ya da onlemek icin ne
vapilabilir ve yapilmalidir”
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Gladstone Tiirklerin 6zelliklerini kendi deyimiyle “kaba tabirlerle ” agiklamaya devam etmistir. Bu
durumun “sadece bir Miisliimanlik meselesi degil, bir wkin kendine oOzgii karakteriyle birlestivilmis
Miisliimanlik meselesi” oldugunu belirtmistir. Ona gore, Tiirkler “Hindistan'n iliml Miisliimanlari, Suriye'nin
yigit Selahaddinleri ya da Ispanya'min kiiltiirlii Magribileri degildirler”’. Tiirklerin Avrupa'ya girdikleri am
“kara bir giin” olarak nitelendirmis ve Tiirkler i¢in “insanhgin tek biiyiik insan-karsiti 6rnegi” ifadelerini
kullanmusti. Ona gore Tiirkler, “nereye giderlerse gitsinler arkalarnda kan ile gozyasi birakiyorlar ve
egemenliklerinin ulastng yerde zorla yonetimlerini kabul ettiriyorlardi (Gladstone, 1876, s.9). ” Bu elestirilerine
ragmen Tiirklerin askeri basarlarmdan Gvgiiyle bahsetmis fakat yine de Tiirklerin bu yayilmacihgmdan
rahatsizhgim dile getirmistir. Tiirklerin Avrupa’nin ortak diismani oldugunu ve zaman zaman da Ingiliz
kiliselerinde Roma Katolik giiciiniin ve niifuzunun basi olan Imparator'un Tiirklerle miicadelesinde basarisi
icin dualar edildigini belirtmistir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 10). Buna ragmen, Gladstone’a gore “béylesi akildan
yoksun bir milletin biiyiik bir deviet-medeniyet yaratabilmesinin ve halklar: yiizyillarca baris icerisinde
tutmasn nedeni, Osmanh Devleti’'nin alalli tebaasin, ozellikle Rumlarin kullaniimasinda yattigim ™ ileri
siirmektedir (Ozgelik, 2021, s. 483).

Gladstone i¢in Kinmm Savasi’nda yasanan olaylar Osmanli’ya bakis acisinda her zaman rehber
niteligindedir. Hazine Bakani oldugu bu donemde Osmanli’ya maddi yardimda bulunmaya karsi ¢ikan isimler
arasinda yer almustr (Yildizeli, 2016, s. 124). Gladstone’a gore Ingiltere ve Fransa’nin destegiyle Kirm
Savastnin basarilan Tiirkiye’nin kanl tarihinde yirmi yilhik bir dinlenme saglamus, toprak biitiinkigini
savunmus ve bagimsizigim da giivence altma almugtir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 11). 1853 Kinm Savasi 6ncesi
dénemde Rusya ile miizakerelerin basarisiz olmastyla Ingiliz ve Fransiz donanmalarinm Besika Kérfezi’ne
gonderildigini hatirlatarak Ingiliz ulusunun Bulgar Isyan’nda ayni eylemlere maruz kalmamast gerektigini
belirtmistir. Burada, Tiirk hiikiimeti i¢cin Kinim Savast ve 1856 Paris Antlasmasi sonucunda asil 6nemli olanin
reformlarin uygulanmasma karsihk Tiirkiye'nin Hristiyan tebaasma ayrilmaz bir sekilde baglanan hak ve
odevlerini anlamadigim iddia etmektedir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 11).

Osmanlr’daki gayr-i Miislimler ile Ingiliz somiirgesi altmda yasayan Hintliler arasmda baglant: kuran
Gladstone “Tiirkiye deki on iki veya on ti¢ milyon Hristiyan'm mutsuzluguna bir ¢are bulunmast” gerektiini
iddia etmis ve “istedigimiz adam degisikligi degil tedbir degisikligi”” demistir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 25). Bu
diistincesinden hareketle Gladstone iginde bulunulan durumu kendince sdyle yorumlamustir (Gladstone, 1876,
s. 26):

“1. Anarsik kotii yonetime yagmaya, karalamaya devam edilerek yeterli kanitlara ragmen
Bulgaristan yalniz birakaliyor:

2. Yakin zamanda Osmanh Hiikiimetinin yaptwum altinda  islenen zuliimlerin
tekrarlanmasina karsilik sadece Bosna ve Hersek ten degil, aym zamanda Bulgaristan dan
gelecek idari eylemleri icin etkili onlemler alimmal aksi takdirde iizerinde yillar ve nesiller
boyunca kirli ve kanli elinin izleri kalacaktir:

3. Bu dnlemlerle birlikte ciddi bir sekilde tehlikeye atlan Ingiliz isminin onuru
kurtaridmahdm:”

Ug biiyiik hedef olarak belirledigi bu maddelere ek olarak Gladstone Tiirkiye'nin toprak biitiinliigii
politikasmin sorgulanmast gerektigini 6ne siirmiistiir. Avusturya ve Rusya’nin bu konudaki politikalarini ek
gostererek 1sbirligi cagrismda bulunmustur. Avusturyanin siirlar iginde yasayan wklara iliskin kendine 6zgii
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uyumunu 6nemli olarak degerlendirirken, Rusya ile oynanan Biiyiik Oyun’un terk edilmesi gerektigini onun
yerine hiikiimeti korumanin gerekli oldugunu belirtmistir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 26). Avrupa Tiirkiye’sinde
Hristiyanhgm biiyiiyen, Tiirkliigiin ise “ciirtiyen unsur” oldugunu 6ne suren Gladstone, Rusya’nin Dogu
Avrupa’nin gelecegi tizerine dogru bir politika izledigini 6ne siirmiistiir. Rusya’nin son yillarda Levant’taki
Rumlan uzaklastrmak igin ok sey yaptigim ve karsihkh yardimlasma ile bélgede Ingiliz siyasi otoritesi
arttrma iddiasindadir. Tiirkiye’ye yonelik yiiriitiilen toprak bitiinliigli ilkesinin zamanindan &nce terk
edilmesini takiben Biiyiik Giigler arasinda hiikiim siiren oybirliginin ve birlik yaklagimlarmin akillica olacag
kanaatindedir. Kamuoyunun sesi net ve yiiksek sesle duyulmadik¢a, yalnizca {iziintiiyle bir sonucun elde
edilemeyecegini belirten Gladstone, artik bu sorumlulugu kendisi de dahil kimsenin paylasmamasi gerektigini
oOne stirmiistiir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 27-29):

“Kendi yurttaglarmm bu kadar karanlikta birakirken tiim Avrupa’ya yaymayr basardiklar:
“diiriist” Tiirk tin tarafiarlar oldugumuz algisim yok etmelerini istiyoruz. Tam bagimsizik
icin Ingiliz ¢ikarlan esasti: Tiirklerin hem suclarma hem de tiim giicsiizliiklerine cok goz
yumduk artik davamin - gerekliliklerine gorve davranacagiz. Uygar insanhigin genel
duygulartyla uyum icinde olmak istivoruz. Bu nedenle su andaki Ingiliz Hiikiimetinin

Ingilizlerin hislerini yanhs yansiutngn tiim insanhga ve Tiirk'e anlatmak istiyoruz.”

Kitapeikta genel olarak Sark Meselesi’ne atifta bulunan Gladstone 6zellikle Disraeli hiikiimetinin
Tiirklerin kotli yonetimine karst duyarsizigin elestirmektedir. Bulgaristan’daki “foplu katliamlarin devam
ettigini iddia eden Gladstone, Digisleri Bakanhgi'mn Tiirk suglar ile ilgili cevaplarimin yetersiz kaldigin
belirtivordu.” Yine, “tiretiminin kamu hizmetine zarar verecegi gerekcesiyle milletvekillerinin Dogu haklanda
bilgi talepleri reddedildigini ve Lordlar ve Avam Kamarasi'ndaki tepkilerin kabul edildigini” iddia etmistir
(Gladstone, 1876, s. 22). Disraeli hiikiimeti hakkindaki bu iddialarim 6zellikle Daily News’in haberleriyle
mesrulastirdig: goriilmektedir. Yine Gladstone’a gore “Bulgar Meselesi ve Sark Meselesi”” ile ilgili ilk haberlere
23 Haziran 1876’da Daily News’in mansetlerinde yer verilmistir. 7he Times ve Daily Telegraph gazetelerinin
dis haberler servisi de bu haberleri desteklemistir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 13). Muhafazakar hitkiimetin olaylara
gecikmis tepkisinden Disraeli'yi sorumlu tutmus ve halktan bu bilgilerin saklandigim iddia etmistir. Kendi
ifadesiyle, “bu siire zarfinda hiikiimet belgeler sunmak yerine onlar saklamalk icin her tiirlii sebep ve bahaneyi
tiiketti ve bu nedenle de hafialar kaybedildi (Gladstone, 1876, s. 8-9).” Disraeli gazetelerin bu iddialarmm
yalanlayarak “kargasalarin din veya wk gozetmeksizin koyleri yakan yabancilar tarafindan baslatildigin
aciklamas1 ve bu durumu Bagibozuklar ve Cerkesler birligi ile isgalciler arasinda bir savas olarak
tammlamas:” Gladstone’u daha da rahatsiz etmistir. Disraeli’nin bu kanisikhig1 durdurmak icin Ingiliz hiikiimeti
tarafindan 6nlemler alindigini ifade etmesini de inandirict bulmamustir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 13). Gladstone,
Disraeli’nin Osmanli toprak biitiinliigii politikasmm fiilen statiiko olarak tanimladigi belirtmistir. Fakat ona
gore statiiko anlayis1 artik degismelidir. Ingilizlerin Osmanli toprak biitiinliigii politikas1 gayr-i Miislimlerin
aleyhine ilerlemektedir. Tiirk idari otoritesinin Bosna, Hersek ve Bulgaristan'da devam etmesi tartisilmahdr.
Bu durum “havada kalan vaatleri, somut olmayan veformlary, vahsi tutkular: ve giinliik igreng ve ¢aresiz kotii
vonetimi” ile Tiirk’{in temsil edilmesi anlamma gelmektedir. .. O halde Gladstone’a gore yapilmasi gereken
(Gladstone, 1876, s. 28):

“Ingiliz politikasmn mevcut statiikosunun yeniden kurulmasidir: Aym bicimlerin ve ayni
firsatlarin yeniden tesis edilmesi neficesinde aym suiistimallerin ve aym suclarn ortaya
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ctkmasimin engellenmesi yalnzca kamuoyunun belirgin ve anlasilir eylemleri altinda
wiirtirliikten kaldirilabilecektir:”

Kendini tiim bu olaylarda bas “provakatif” olarak tanimlayan Gladstone, halki “ézguirliik, insanlik
ve ozellikle Hristiyanlik icin harvekete gegmeye ¢agwma sorumlulugunun” da kendinde oldugunu iddia
etmektedir. Yalnizca Tiirk valilerine hitaben degil, esasen Disraeli kabinesine ve Osmanh Imparatorlugu’na
yonelik politika gelenegini elestiren kitapciginda Gladstone’un okuyucuyu etkileyen sozleri bulunuyordu.
Omegin Matthew'un “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi kitapgigmin slogam” olarak tammladig “pult
purtisyla” terimi kampanyanm tamtimma yardimet olurken Gladstone’un itibarmi keskinlestiren radikal bir
ifadedir? (Matthew, 1974, s. 280). Gladstonc'un bu terimi Yunan Isyam srasmda Stratford Canning'den
kaleminden esinlenerek kullandigi da belirtilmelidir (Lane-Poole, 1888, s. 307). Bu nedenle Seton-Watson,
Gladstone’un kitapgigmm “son elli yil boyunca devam eden Ingiliz Osmanl: politikasmin itibarim kurtarma
girisimi’” olarak goriilmesi gerektiginin iistii gizilmelidir (Seton Watson 1935, s. 77).

Gladstone dava olarak tanimladig1 bu konudaki gérevini “Bulgaristan daki yoksullugun, hastahgin

ve her tiirlii istrabin giderilmesi icin onlemlerle en acil sekilde milletini ikna ederek davamn kendine 6zgii

bir ¢agrist oldugunu ve kamu harcamalan yerine belediye ve yerel makamlarla iletisim kurarak Istanbul’daki
eleilik, konsolosluklar ve baskan yardimciliklarmdaki géniillii mekanizmalarla yardim dagitiminin organize
edilmesi gerektigini savunmustur (Gladstone, 1876, s. 32). Gladstone'un kitapgigindaki bir diger 6nemli 6zellik
“ahlaka dayanan’ sdylemlerinin Tiirk hiikiimetine karsi dnceki tavriyla aym ¢izgide olmasmna ragmen artik
her zamankinden daha derin oldugudur. Dolayistyla Gladstone™un 1kt bir tislup kullandigi goriilmektedir.
Tiirk yonetiminin Avrupa'daki Hristiyan topluluklar yonetmeye basladigt “kara giine” isaret ederken, Tiirk
yonetimini “‘insanligin insan karsiti tek biiyiik ornegi”’ olarak tanimlamasi Tiirkofobik algilamalarin artmasina
neden olmustur (Hanioglu, 2008, s. 111). Burada altnin ¢izilmesi gereken bir bagka nokta Gladstone’un
Tiirklere karst kullandign kei dil ile Bulgarlara gosterdigi insanciligi arasinda bir geligki oldugudur.
Gladstone'un Tiirk yonetiminin dogasina iligkin hi¢bir zaman ¢oziilemeyen stipheleri oldugunu belirtirken
kitapcigmn bu diisiince ¢izgisinin doruk noktasi oldugu aciktir. Gladstone, Tiirklerin Islamiyet ile yonetim
sentezine dikkat ¢ekerken bunun “wkin kendine ozgii karakteriyle birlestirilmis Miisliimanhk meselesi”
oldugunu belirtmistir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 35). Bu durum Gladstone'un Osmanli’da gayr-1 Miislim tebaa i¢in
Islami usullere dayanan yonetimin yanlis oldugu inancim giiclendirmektedir. Gladstone, bu nedenlerle
kampanya stiresince kamuoyunun destegini almak i¢in Tiirk kit tantmlamis ve Tiirk yonetiminde reform
miicadelelerinin tarihine acik¢a atifia bulunmustur. Tiirk makamlarnm, Kimm Savasi ve 1856 Paris
Antlagmasi'nin bir sonucu olarak Osmanh Imparatorlugu'na aynlmaz bir sekilde bagli olan Hristiyan tebaanmn
haklann konusunda hala yetersiz oldugunu savunmustur (Gladstone, 1876, s. 35). Gladstone, bu anlayigim
Disraeli hiikiimetinin statiikocu ve Osmanh yonetimini koruma niyetiyle ilgili politikasii da elestirerek
desteklemistir (Gladstone, 1876, s. 35):

“Dusisleri Miistesart 'min agiklayamadigi ama séylenmeye deger iki sey var: Bunlardan ilk,
bu korkun¢ vahset diizeltilip sorumlular: cezalandnlincaya kadar Ingiliz Hiikiimeti'nin

2 “Tiirklerin mahvedip asagiladiklar: vilayetlerdeki istismarlarmn ortadan kaldwmalar icin en iviyol bir an once gitmeleridir. Zaptiyeleri,
Miidiirleri, Binbasilar, Yiizbasilar, Kaymakamlar: ve Pagalan ile birlikte, hepsinin pili ve pwtisiyla issiz braktiklan eyaletlerden
ayriimalarm umuyorum.” Gladstone, 1876, s. 61-62.
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Tiirkive'ye sagladigi manevi ve hatta maddi destegi geri ¢cekmesi olacaktr: Digeri ise, bu
kadar genis ¢capl ve bu kadar derin suclardan sonra Ingiliz hiikiimetinin Bulgaristan'daki
Tiirk yonetiminin stirdiiviilmesine artik tavaf olmayacagid:”

Kitapcik yaymmlandiktan sonra Gladstone tepkilerden memnuniyetini Lord Granville’e
“okuyucularim canli ve harika™ diyerek belirtmis ve “yirmi bin kopya basildi ve bunun son olmayacagim
bilivor artarak devam edecegini diistiniiyorum”’ demistir (Ramm, 1962, s. 5). Kitapcik gercekten de sadece
ikna edici olmakla kalmamis aym zamanda Ingiliz halkim Osmanh yonetimine karsi kiskirtnustir. Kamu
vicdaninda biiyiiyen bir krizin kanitlart her gecen giin ¢ogalmaya baslamis Gladstone'un konumu mitinglerle
gliclenmistir. Shannon'n belirttigi gibi (Shannon, 1963, s. 49):

“Bulgar Isyam, Ingiltere'den uzak iilkelerdeki garip bir ortamda yasanan trajik olaylarin
sonucu olarak aniden ve goriiniiste kendiliginden gelisti; normalde bu isyanlara katilmayan
erkelder tarafindan dahi desteklendi. Kaynama noktasina olduk¢a hizlh geldi ve alisimadik
sekilde tiim goriisleri etkiledi.”

Sonug olarak 1876 sonbaharmnda, Kralige II. Viktorya dénemi Ingiltere’sinde kamuoyunun biiyiik
bir boliimii, Disraeli’yi Balkanlardaki “ahlaksiz” politikalarnin arkasindaki adam olarak degerlendiriyordu.
Popiiler siyaset agismdan bu durumu degerlendiren Kovié, Gladstone'un olaylardaki stratejik roliiniin “‘Zngiliz
duygularina” dayandigini ve Disraelinin “Yahudi cemaati tarafindan kontrolii algistyla” ilgili oldugunu ileri
stirmektedir (Kovic, 2011, s. 147).

Gladstone'un olaylardaki motivasyonu Bulgaristan'daki Tiirk yiiriitme giicliniin geri ¢ekilmesi
tizerinedir. Olaylardaki manevi sevki ve inancina ek olarak en tinlii ve akilda kalici sozlertyse soyleydi (Morley,
1903, s. 554):

“Artik Tiirkder suiistimallerini miimkiin olan tek yolla, yani kendilerini bolgeden
uzaklastirarak — gerceklestirsinler. ~ Zaptiveleri, muidiirleri, ~ binbasilari,  yiizbasilar,
kaymakamlart ve pasalar, hepsi birden biitiin esyalarim alavak umarim issizlastirdiklar: ve
kirlettikleri eyaletten defolup gitmemeliler.”

Gladstone'un bu dénemde Tiirk yonetimine duydugu 6fkenin derinligi, Tiirklere karsi daha sonraki
tutumuna iligkin belirli bir yanhs yorumlanmasmin da gelismesine katkida bulunmustur. Omegin Muhafazakar
politikac1 Sir Charles Adderley, Hanley'de yaptig1 konusmada Gladstone'n “Tiirkleri tamamen Avrupa'dan
atmakla” suglanmstir (BL GP Add MS 44452, fol. 87). Gladstone ise buna karsilik Adderley’in hatali oldugunu
belirterek Balkan cografyasidan ¢ikarilacak Tiirklerin hiikiimetin yiirlitme giiclinii olusturan askeri ve idari
kisiler oldugunun altim cizerek gelecekte yapilacak diizenlemeleri kast ettigini s6ylemistir (BL GP Add. MS
44452, fol. 82).

Gladstoneun liderliginde Bulgar Isyam propagandasi bir anda ingiliz kamuoyunun gesitli
katmanlarm birbirine baglayan bir duyguya doniismiistii. Gladstone'un Bulgar kampanyasi halka agik
konusmalar ve ulusal toplantilarla devam etmistir. 9 Eyliil 1876’da Blackheath'teki konusmasi onun retorik
zekasinm doruk noktasi ve dinleyiciler tizerindeki yansimalari olarak degerlendirilmelidir. Gladstone {istlendigi
bu roliin ulusal bir hareketin baglangict oldugunu belirtirken Lord Granville’e bu durumu su sekilde
Ozetlemistir: “benim partive karst su an icin sorumluluklarim yok ama iilkeye karsi sorumluluklarim var bu
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nedenle kendimi zaman zaman bu gidisat hakkinda topluma tavsiye vermek zorunda hissediyorum (Ramm,
1962, s. 13).” Tim bu gelismeler sonrasinda Bab-1 Ali'ye yonelik hiikiimet politikalarnda Tiirkofobik
algilamalar artmis, Gladstone da bu istekliligi her seferinde agiklamaya devam etmistir. Omegin Liverpool’daki
konusmast sirasinda Othello tiyatrosu oynanirken “Ziirkler boguldu” sozleri duyuldugunda seyircilerin
coskuyla ayaga kalktigim ve tezahiiratlartyla oyunu bir siire yarida kestigini gézlemlemistir (Morley, 1903, s.
628).

Sark Meselesi Demegi tarafindan 8 Aralik 1876'da diizenlenen Sark Meselesi Konferansi ya da diger
aduyla St. James Konferans1 bu konunun ulusal bir sorun haline geldiginin kanitryken Ingiliz kamuoyunun ve
Hristiyan diinyasmin sempatisinin de bir yansimastydi. Konferans “Avrupa’min Giigleri ve uluslarmn ittifak
yoluyla Sark Meselesi nin olumlu ilerlemesini tesvik etmenin en iyi yollarim degerlendirmeyi” amaglanmustir
(BL 8028. AA, Eastern Question Association, s.a-2). Gladstone konferansin sozciisii iken toplantiyr “harika,
dikkate deger ve neredeyse tarihi” olarak degerlendirmistir. Anthony Trollope, Edward Freeman, Thomas
Hardy, James Bryce, Thomas Carlyle, James Froude ve Charles Darwin gibi Victoria aydmlarmin kilit isimleri
de konferans katilimcisidir. Parlamento {iyelerinin 6tesinde Profesorler, egitmenler, yazarlar, sanatcilar,
avukatlar, bilimsel itibar sahibi beyefendiler, belediye baskanlari, il ve ilge hakimleri, gesitli mezheplerden din
bakanlan ile sirket tiyeleri, sendikacilar ve emekgiler de konferansta hazir bulunmusglardir (BL 8028. AA,
Eastern Question Association, s.a-2).

Kamuoyunun bu desteklerinin yaninda Gladstone un goriislerine karst ¢ikan bir kesim de mevcuttur.
Muhafazakar bir sair olan Alfred Austin, “Tory Horrors or the Question of the Hour” adl kitapgiginda
Gladstone’u hedef alnus ve onu Tiirkiye hakkinda bilgisiz olmakla suglamustir. Ustlendigi bu gdrevi partide
neden daha deneyimli olan Liberallere birakmadigimi sorgulamustir. Austin ayrica Gladstone'un “Bulgar
Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapeiginin “Tiirk'e karst bir kelime ve Tory've karst ise yirmi kelime” oldugunu
belirtmistir. (Austin, Tory Horrors) Bolgede gorev yapan bir ingiliz memuru olan Stanislas Graham Bower St.
Clair de Gladstone'un Tiirkiye'de hi¢ bulunmadigim ve Osmanh meseleleri hakkinda herhangi bir deneyimi
veya Bulgar tarihi bilgisi olmadigmi iddia etmektedir. Clair bu bakis agistyla yaymmladigi kitapgiginda
Gladstone'un planmnm “Bulgaristan’t kurtarmak icin Ingiltere'yi feda etmek” oldugunu ileri siirmektedir (Clair,
1876, s. 5-6).

3. Sonug

6 Eyliil 1876'da Gladstone'un yayimladig1t “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapgig Bulgar
Isyan propagandasmmn bir sembolii olmustur. Ingilizlerin Osmanl Imparatorluu'na yonelik dis politikasma
kars1 biriken 6fke ve muhalefete dayanan tutumlarinda da bir mihenk tagt haline gelmistir. Gladstone'un Bulgar
Isyani hakkinda Ingiliz kamuoyundaki bagarismmn Kinmm Savasi’ndan bu yana Sark Meselesi politikalartyla
yakindan ilgilenmesi ve donemin popiiler siyasetini iyi degerlendirip Hristiyan degerlerle kamu vicdanina hitap
etmesiyle agiklanabilir. Bu agidan bakildiginda, “Bulgar Mezalimi ve Sark Meselesi” kitapc¢igi Gladstone’un
Osmanli Imparatortugu i¢inde meydana gelen isyanlarla ilgili olarak kitlelerle bulustugu bir arag olmustur.
1876'ya gelindiginde Gladstone, Tiirk yetkililerin Hristiyan tebaasi yonetimini hedef almis ve Tory
hiikiimetinin Sark Meselesi’ne yaklasimlarm elestirmistir. Radikal ifadelerle zenginlestirerek Osmanl
yonetimine karsi wrke1 bir tislup kullanan Gladstone, bu kitapgig bir propaganda aracina doniistiirmeyi
basarmustir.

Disraeli'nin Tiirk yanhist bir dis politika siirdiirmesine karsilik Gladstone retorigini Hristiyan
insancillig1 ve Avrupa Uyumu diistinceleri dogrultusunda gelistirmistir. Geleneksel olarak uygulanan Osmanl
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Imparatortugu toprak biitiinliigii politikasmmn Ingiliz ¢ikarlart i¢in kamuoyu destegiyle terk edilmesi, bunun
yerine Fransa, Avusturya ve Rusya gibi giiclerle bir ittifak politikasi yiiriitiilmesi gerektigini vurgulamstir.
Gladstone hayat1 boyunca Tiirklerin Islami yonetiminin gayr-i Miislimler i¢in dogru bir idare sekli olmadigma
inanmustir. Gladstone’un kitapgigmda yakaladigi bu ivme 6nceki yillarm tecriibesi olmadan tiretilemeyecek bir
motivasyon kaynagidir. Bu nedenle bu kitapgiktaki diisiinceleri aslinda liberal degerlere dayanan 19. yiizyil
Ingiliz Hach Seferi’ndeki Ortadogu ve Balkanlar kozu olarak degerlendirilebilir. Sonug olarak Ingiliz
diplomasisinin olusumunda Gladstone nderliginde Bulgar isyan1’ndaki bu ¢ikis, Disraeli'nin 1877-1878 Rus-
Osmanh Savasi'ndaki Tiirk yanlisi politikadan vazgegerek tarafsizhia gecisine yol agmustir. Bu popiilaritenin
sagladi1 imajla kazandig1 segim sonucunda 1880 yilnda kurdugu Ikinci Kabinesi’nde ilk is olarak Hristiyan
tebaayr Osmanli ydnetimi karsismda desteklemis ve ekonomik gerekgelerle 1882'de Misi'm Ingilizler
tarafindan isgali gerceklesmistir.
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