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i am greaLly honoured Lohave been asked Lopreparc a paper - a message - to the
Second' Annual PresidenLial Conference organized by Hofstra UniversiLyon Harry S.
Truman - The Man from Independence: 1884 - 1972.

A firSLmessage LOLhe Conference will relate to the MAN and to lessons, new
generaLions of politicians maydraw from studying Lheactions, dccisions and writings of
this quite ordinary person who, through strength of character, bccame a forceful and
rcı;pcctcd world I~der.

A second one will evolve from a brief survey of how his Doctrine came ima
existence, emphasis bcing given to Lhe pasiLion of the Republic of Turkey before and
af ter Lhe prodamation of the Doctrine and to Jcssons which could be drawn from the
stand and policies of thaL'delicately poscd' coı,ınLJy.

First the Man

An admiring historian of Lhe Truman area said: He is "a man of surprising
knowledge and range of inLerests; of simple tastes and fierce convictions and opinions and
old-fashioned senLiments and forward-Iooking social liberalism; about his almost
slavelike devotion to dutyand hard work; abouL his loneliness, a loneliness that is the
fate of all presidenLs." 1

(.)Former Professor of International Law, Faculty of Law, Ankara University - International
civil servant (1963-1982), UNITED NATIONS, New York. Presemly honorary Adviser to
the Pern:ıanent Missinn of Turkey to the UNITED NATIONS,New York.

I/lillrnan (William), Mr. President, 32nd Presidem of ıhe U.S.A. 1952. p. 2-3.
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Other people who wrote or spoke about him said that: He was fricndJ'y, considcrate
and helpful by nature2; that he was kindly, fırm and couragcous - whatever the Truman
Commiuee has accomplishcd, is but a reflcction of thc integrity, wisdom and courage of
its chainnan3; that his sclf-effacemcnt is genuine - he delcgates power; that he auempts
consciously to avoid basing his decisions on prejudice or bias. He listcns to diverse
arguments, and value all shades of opinion, respecting each man's views; and then comes
ıo his own concIusion4; that his enormous cnergy enablcd him to work hardcr than had
many earlier Presidents5.

At his death, Lyndon Blohnson said:

"A lwentieth century giant is gone. Few mcn of any times eyer shapCd the word as
did the Man from Indcpendcnce" and Richard M. Nixon said: "Our hopes taday for a
gene~lİon of peace rest in large measure on the fırm foundation that he laid".

Finaııy it was said that "diaries and private papers of Truman reveal a devout man
broad in his aim, stern in his purpose, fırm in his loyalties yeı sercne aboulthe future6.

We do agree with this lası Slatemcnt, a few samples of Truman's diarics,
memoranda, speeches and memoirs will, we hape, show the extent of his wisd,om,
courage, honesty, humanity and humility 7. -

On April ıı, 1945 he wrote :

"I was very mueh shocked. i am noı easily shocked buı was certainly shockcd when
I was ıold of the President's death and the weight of the Governmem had faııcn on my
shoulders. i did not know wh~t reaeLİon the cOlintey would have to the death of aman
whom they aıı practically worshipped. I was worricd about reacLİon of the Armed forces.
i did not know whaıeffcct the situation would have on the war effort, price control. war
production and everyıhing. I kncw the President had a great many meetings with
Churchill and Stalin. i was not familiar wİlh any of these things, and it was rcally

2Mc Naughton (Frank) and flehmeyer_(Walter). This Man Truman. 1945. p. 80.
3From a speech by sen. Cari Hatch.
4Mc Naug'liıon and flehmeyer, op. cil. p. 135.
5Whiıney (David C.). The American Presidents. 1978. p. 305.,
6flil/man (W) op. cil. p. 108.
7Not everyone agreed with this evaluation. At least one writer, expressed this contrary view:
"A whole govemment, a w~101ecountry, il whole era was permeated by that exuberant
courage which was FOR. His successor, catapulled by tragedy into a job he nev er dreamt he
would or could reach, was filled with real fcar on his own capacity. There seepcd out to the
press in Mr. Truman's first days in the ,White House off-the-record accounts of frank
sessions in which a little r,1an bewailed the faıe which had made him Prcsidenl. Mr.
Truman's fears transmitted ıhemselves' lo ıhose around him and ıhrough him to the country,
as Mr. Rooseve1t's courage had done earlicr. ıoughnesş' became a mask for strengıh. Mr.
Truman, who ,was really searcd, launched the 'get tough' policy. Mr. Roosevell, who was
really tough. did not necd to proclaim that fact to the world."
(Sıone. I.F. The Truman Era. 1953. p, XVI. .
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something to think about but i decided the bestthing to do was to go home and get as
much rest aspossible arid face the music."

He used to consi~er himself the thirty-second President, instead of thirty-third. He
said: "I am the thirty~second man to be Presidenl. if you count the administralion of
Grover Cleveland twice because another President held office bCtween Cleveland's first
and second terms, you might try to juslify the designation ofme as thirty-third President
, But then why don't you number allthe second terms of other Presidents and the third and
fourth terms of President Roosevelt, and where will you be. I am the thirty-second
Presidenl. "s '

On the presideney, he said the following in his, Memoirs :

"The presideney of the United States, carries with it a responsibility so personal as
to be without paralıcı' Very few are ever authorized to speak for the Presidenl. No one
can make decisions for him. No one can know all the processes and stages in his
thinking in making important decisions. Even those closesno him, even mcmbers of
,his immediate family, never know all the rcasons why he docs certain things and why he
comes to certain conclusions. To be President of the United States is to be lonely, very
lanciyat times of grcat decisions."9,

On the Presidents which had the greatest inOuence on him, Truman cited Jefferson
and Jackson and evaluated the prcsidents thus :

"Jefferson made the people the Government, and Jackson re-established the
Government of the peaple. WashingLon, Jefferson, Jackson, Lincoln, Hayes, Cleveland,
Woodrow Wilson and Frankling Delano RoosevelL were sırong presidents. WashingLon
made the federal governmern strong. Lincoln saved the Union and the Republic as one
naLion indivisible. Hayes restored the Lincoln plan of forgiving the secessionists,
Cleveland represents the idea that one party cannot forever control a great republic.
Wilson a greaL hisLorian, undersLood that global affairs affected the United States. The
fact Lhat he could not put over his great idea aL Lhe Lime killed him. FDR took the
Wilson idea and, in the Atlantic Charter andthe United Nations organization, started the
World on a road to peace ..."

SFrom Hillman's book. op.eit. p. 253.
9John F. Kennedy; in a T.V. interview on Deeember 17,1962, speaking on the burdens of
being President, exprcssed these similar views:
'Th'e responsibilities plaeed on the United States are greater than i imagined them to be,
and there are greater limitations upon our ability to bring about a favorable result that i had
imagined it to be. And i think that's probably true of anyone who beeomes President,
beeause therc's such a diffcrence betwecn those who advise or speak, or legislate, and
between the man who must make -sclcct from various altematives proposed and say that
this shall be the policy of ıhe United States. It's much easier to make the 'specehes than it is
to finally make the judgements, beeause unfortunatcly your advisers are frequently divided.
If you ıake ıhe wrong eoursc, and on oecasion i have, the President bears the burder,
responsibility, quite rightly. The advisers may move on to new adviee."
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On June 7, 1945 he wrote:
i
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"The United States was created by the boys and girls who could not get along at
home; So-called Puritans, wh6 were not by any manner of means pure, came to
Massachusetts to try out their own witch-burning theories.

Roger Williams could not stand them any. better than he could stand England under
the Stuarts.

Most every colony on the East Coast was foundcd for about the same reason by
folks who could not get along at home. But by amalgamation, wc have mad~ a very good
counb)' and a great nation with a reasonable good government. .."

on July 7, 1945, on U.S.S. Augusta, en route to Postdam Conference, he wrote :

" i am making this trip, determined to work for and win the peace. i am giying
nothing away except iwill do anything i can to save.starving and war-bauercd people but
i hope we will be able to help people to help themselves. This is the only sound
policy."

He was a realist, on Septcmber 19, 1946. he wrote:

"....X is a pacifist 100 percent. He wants us to disband our armed forces, give
Russia our atomic secrets and trust a bunch of adventurers in the Kremlin Politburo. i do
not understand a "dreamcr" like that. The German-American BUND under Fritz Kuhn was
not half so dangerous. The reds, phonies and ~parlor pinks' secm to be bandcd together
and are becoming a national danger."

On December 25, 1947, regarding his health. he wrote:

"You know, i walk and swim and worry very liuJe. i appoint people to responsible
positions to worry for me. YOIIhave no idea how satisfactory that policy is."

On his determination when a decision is made : from his diary of July 19, 1948:

"Have quite a day, see some politicos. A meeting with General Marshall and Jim
Forrestal on Berlin and the Rııssian situation. Marshall states the fact and ,the condition
with which we are faced. imade the decision ten days ago to stay in Berlin. Jim wants to
hedge .. i insist we wiII stay in Berlin - come what may. Royal, Draper and Jim Forrestal
come in later. i have to listen to a rehash of what i know already and reiterate my 'stay in
berlin' decision. i do not pass the buck nor do i alibi out any dccision imake." '

He was a sentimentalist. In a memorandum he wrote on January 10, 1951, he says :

"Received the Woodrow Wilson Award today. A wonderful medal with a great
citation on the back. Mrs. McAdoo, Mr. Sayre and other highest of the high hat present.
it was quite a ceremony. Did not deserve it but that is the case in most awards. But not
in those Congressional Medals of Honor i awarded to survivors of five Korean war
heroes. Hope I will not have to do that again. i am a damncd sentimentalist and i could
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hardly hold my voice steady when i gaye a medal to a widow or a father for heroism in
action. It was similar to giying ciı.aLİons to the men who were shot protecting mc at the
Blair House - and i chocked up just as i did then. What an old fool i am!"

He was a family man. In his diary dated June 5, 1945, he wrote: "I cannot help
wanting to talk to my sweetheart and my baby every night. I only had one swectheart
from the time I was six. I saw her in Sunday School at the Presbyterian Church in
Independence, when my Mother took mc there at that age, and afterwads, in the fifth
grade at the Ou School in Independence, when her aunt Nannie was our teacher and she
sat behind mc in the sixth, seventh and high school grades, and I thought she was the
most beautiful and the sweetest person on earth - and I am stili of that opinion after
twenty-six years of being married to her. I am old-fashioned, I guess."

Truman wa'i going to write to his wife evcry day when they were apart. According
to one scholar this may be the frankest and most important Presidential correspondence
of this centurylA. 'It is also a wonderful 19th century love story talking to the 20th
century.' lt is said that in addition to shedding light on diplomatic and political history,
the Truman Icuers are cerı.ain to throw additional light on the Truman pcrsonality and on
the mores of the time. it is also said that the Truman .Jelters reveal a blcnd of naiveıe and
obstinencc, tenderness and toughness, plus a touch of the pedanl. A voracious readcr in
his early years, he once boa'iıed of having read many of ıhe 2000 books in the public
library.

In a speech in New York City on Oetober 29, 1948. Truman explained the
American foreign policy:

.....The heart and soul of American foreign policy is peacc". "Wc are supporting a
world organization to kecp the peace, and a world cconomic policy lo create prosperiıy
for all mankind ... ..

"Our guiding principlc is internaıional cooperation. The very basis of our foreign
policy is co-operative acLİon wiJh other naLİons We have not deserted - we will never
desert - the brave men and women who have rallied to lhe cause of peace and frecdom
throughout the world. Wc will not sacrifice them to totalitarian aggression."

So long a'i i am Presidenl, the U.S. will not c10se ilS mind to peace.

i will always explore every possibIc- means, no maUer how difficult or how
unconventional, for rcaching agreement.

i welcome the abuse that is showered upon me by those who have made up their
minds that war is inevitable.

In my search for peace, i do not care what epitheıs may be hurIcd at mc by those
who think ıhat we must hurry on to inevitable catastrophe. i do not care about thaL .."

IOSee in the 'New York Times' of March 14, 1983 the excerpts from Truman's 1911 and
Postdam leuers to Bess Wal1ace Truman and the article Truman letters to wife disclosed'.
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"After the fırst World War, the U.S. had its first grcat opportunity to Icad the world
to peace. i have always believed that it was the will of God at that time that we should
enter into and lead the League of Nations. How much misery and suffering the world
would have been spared if we had followed Woodrow Wilson." .

"We are not making the same mistake this time that we made in 1920. God willing,
we will never make that misıake agaiil." i i

In a speech in Berkeley, Califomia on June ıı, 1948, he said:
"I stated our American policy for peace at the end of the war. It has been restated

many times, but Ishall repeat essential elements of our. policy again so that there can be
no misunderstanding anywhere by anyone.

"We seek no territarial e"pansion or selfish advantage.

"Wc have no plan for aggression against any other. State, large or sman.

"We have no objective which need cIash with the peaceful aims of any other
nation."12

Af ter being in the White House for six years and eight months Truman was asked if
he would summarize what he considered the most important achievements of his
administration. He replied: "We have prevenled a third world war. And wc have kcpt
American economy on an even kceL. The Russians had the idea that af ter 1946 we would
explode and they the Russians could have had the world to themselves. Wc have managed
to keep that from happening."13

The Truman Doctrine

This tast statement brings us to His Doctrine and to the situation prevailing before
its adoption.

Clearly if Russia succeeded in cstablishing a communist puppet state in Grcece by a
coup d'Etat as had been done in Hungary on the eve of the United States ralification of
the Hungarian treaty, the position of Turkey would become untcnable. The DardaneHes
would pass under Russian control by defaull. Militant communism in ltaly would be
given a stimulus that would surely had to be overthrow of that nation's democratic
govemmenl. Then the virus might weıı sprcad to France, tectering between communism
and democraey, ultimately ta cngulf the whole of Europe. World War III would be in the
offing.14

11From The Truman Program' - addr~sses and messages by President Harry S. Truman edited by
M.B. Schnapper. 1948 - 1949. p. 29-32.

12/bid. p. 35.
13Hillman (W.) op.cil. p. 79.
14Mc Naughlon (F) and }fehnıeyer (W): Harry Truman. Presidenl. 1948. p. 81.
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The imporlance of the new policy -' calIed the Truman Doctrine - in addition to
safeguarding the indcpendence and integriıy of twocountries resulted in the adoptionof a
global AmericanForeign policy. At this slage it would be appropriate to summarize the
Turkish position. .

Tu rkishposition

Turkey is a frontier country. The geographical frontjer bctwccn Europe and Asia
runs through it 15. The geopolitical realities as far as Turkey is concerncd are first: the
proximity of Turkey to Russia, secondly: possessing the Southem Black Sca Coast and
the Straits - which have always been the stumbling black to Russian aspiration to enter
the Mediterranean, this situation has brought about a centuries long connict of interest
bctween the two countries, third: because she constitutes the link between East and West,
Turkey plays a vilal part in the global balance between East and West.16. Thus, at the
crossroads of East and West, North and South, a hybrid of Western and Eastern
Civilizations, Turkey's unique status adds many sided dimensions to its foreign policy.l,1

Af ter having praclaimed the Republic in 1923, following the "unprecendented
success" in the war of indepcndence, Ataturk, "although he refused to compromise on
issues which be considered vilal for the survival of the Turkish nation, senlcd on a
Slatus-quo policy as soon as these goals were altaincd .

. He said: "Turkey does not desire ~n inch of fbreign terrilory, but it wiIİ not give up
an inch of what he holds."18 He made friends with the former enemies. He did not
hesitate to accept help from Moscow while consciously retaining his Western
orienlation.19

During the War of Independence, Soviet Russia had helpcd the Turkish nationalist
movement by providing financial and military aid.20

15Mango (A). A delicately po sed ally: Turkey. p. 1 (Centre for Strategic and Intern~ıiona1
. Studies Georgetown'U. Washington. D.C.).
16Kiliç (A). Turkeyand the World. 1959. p. 11-12.
i7Türkmen (i): Turkey in the i980's: A synopsis of Turkish Foreign Policy in the centennial
anniversary of Aıaturk's birth. Artiele in Alaıurk centennial Alhum. N.Y. 1982. p. 9.

18 He also said: "The re are two means of conquering; one is ıhe sword, and the other the
plough ... The naıion whose only means for vicıory is the sword will be ulıimately defeatcd.
The re al conquest is the one achieved by the plough. The plough and the sword - of thesc.the
second .has always been defeated by the firsı."
Ataturk, on another occasion expressed ıhe aim of his foreign policy with the phrase:
"Peace in ıhe Country, Peace in the World." .

19Vali (Ferenc A.). Rridge across the Rosphorus. The foreign policy of Turkey. 1971. p. 27.
2°It was for thisfirst successful war of nationalist rcsistance against impcrialism ıhat the
Soviet coined the teehnical Marxist rerm (War of national liberation) later to gain general
currency. (See Gwynne Dyer - artiele on Turkey in World Armies. ed. by Keegan. 1979. p.
717).
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But in spite of this aid "there was amutual and tacit understanding that the
'friendship' was to be a limited and pragmatic one.21

Following the war of Indcpendence at the Lausanne Conference22, the kader of the
Turkish delegation. ısmet Pasha. Foreign Minister (later to bccome Prcsident of Turkey).
although cooperating the Russian delegation. managed to avoid being made a satellite of
Russia. "Russia .wanled Turkey to assert full controlover the StrailS and close the Black
Sea to vessels of non-Black Sea Powers. This seemingIy pro-Turkish view was. (atthat
time) for the benefit of Soviet Russia.23

Nevertheless at the end in order to conciliate the Allies,Turkey had to make some
concessions.

The Straits settlement at Lausanne providcd for the demiliıarization of the Turkish
Straits and for the establishment of an international commission to regulate matters
pertaining to the passage of ships. This was obviously not compatiblc with Turkey's
national sovereignty nar did it adcquately safeguard Turkey's defenses.

The situation was remcdicd at Montreux. During the negotiations. Moscow on ce
more sought to have all warships of non-Black Sea powers excluded from the Black Sca,
but in vain. Turkey failed to support the Soviet contention; her main ambition was to
regain controlover the StraiLı; area and end ilS demiliıarization. Eventually. Turkey's
point of view was accepted; the British-Soviet confrantation cndcd with a compromise
which was somewhat more favorable to Moscow than the Lausanne results.24

Under the new Conventian :

ı. Demilitarization clauses of the Lausanne Conventian were abrogated.

2. Freedam of navigation in the Straits was maintained.

3. Merchant vessels were allawed passage in war. if Turkey was neutral. and in case
Turkey was belligerent the merchant vessels of all non-belligerents could pass frecly.

2.1See Ki/iç (A) op. cil. p. 55. According to Kiliç, Zinoviev, the President of the Congress of
Eastern Peoples held in 1921, had said: "We give patient aid to group of persons who do
not believe in our idea, who areeven opposed to us on some points. In the same way the
Soviet Government supports Kemal. in Turkey. Never for one moment do we forgeı ıhat the
movemenı headed by Kemal is not a communisı moveınen!. We know it! "Musıafa Kemal on'
the other hand said: "We are on ıhe same sidc with Russia. Her enemies are our enemies bul
we have no inlenıion of fighıing exploiıers in order to be enslaved byothers."

22The Conference sıarıed on 20 November 1922. Broke up from February 4 to April 24 -
resumed - a Peace Treaıy was signed on July 24, 1923.

23Kiliç (A.) op. cil. p. 45.
24See Vali (F.A.) op. cil. p. 186 and the Actcs de la Confcrcnce de Montreux. 22 Juin- 20

Juillet i936 (Liege. Belgium. 1936). Text of Convention in Documenıs on Internaıional
Affairs. 1936. pp.,643-667. .
Although the Convention could be dcnouced witiı a two-year noıice afıer ıwcnıy years (no
notice of denunciationhas been announccd, this has becn possible since Novcmber 9,
1956.)
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4. Warships: In ıime of peacc, lighı surface vessels, minor warships and auxiliaries
belonging both LO riparian and non-riparian powcrs would have frcedom of transit Black
Sea powers could send ıhrough ships of more ıhan 15.000 tons if they pass singiy.
Transit of all warships would be prcccdcd by a notification to ıhe Turkish govemment

(1) In time of war, Turkey being neutral, vessels belonging to belligerents should
not pass ıhrough the Straits, excepı in execuıion of obligations under the Covenant of
the Lcague, and in cases of assisLance rendered to a SLatevictim of aggression, in virtue
of a trcaıy of mutual assisLance binding Turkey.

(2) In time of war, Turkey being belligercnt, or considering herself threatened by
imminent danger of war, the passage of warships was LO be left LO the discretion of the
Turkish govemmenL

(3) The International Commission was abolished and its functions reverted to
Turkey.

Following Montreux unlil the first part of 1939 harmony prevailed in the Turkish-
Soviet rclations as the two countries were fearing aggression by Hitlerite Gennany and
her ally, ILaly and they were determined to resist such aggression they sought alignmcnt
with Brilain and France. On May 12, 1939, an Anglo-Turkish declaration was issued to
ensure security in the Mcditerranean arca and in ıhe Balkans. The declaraıion was LO be
replaced ~y a formal treaıy of aıliance in w~ich France was LO participate.

The unexpecıcd Hitler-Stalin pact, signed in Moscow on August 23, 1939, creaıed
an enlirely new situaıion and taok Turkey by surprise.25

Before final decisions were made on ıhe treaty wiıh BriLain and France, the Turkish
Foreign Minister, Saraço~ıu, on September 26, 1939 went to Moscow. Turkish Icaders
hoped that Soviet anitudes toward the~r country would not change.26 Foreign Minister
Saraço~Ju's frustration in Moscow27 made it elear that Turkey had no other choice but to
tum to Britain and France.28 On Oc ıober 19, 1939 aMutual Assistance Treaty was
signcd by BriLain, France and Turkey. Proıocol No. 2, anached to it, exempted Turkey
from any action in the case of an armed connict betwccn her aııies and the Soviet Union.

25,Coup de ThNılre" is ıhe Icrm uscd by Feridun Cemal Erkin in his book on the Turkish-Soviet
relaıions.

26Va/i (FA) op. cil. p. 26-32 and 170-171.
27For deıails see Erkin (Feridun Cemal). Lcs Relaıions Turco-Sovicıiques ct la quesıion des
dClroiıs. 1968. Chapter V on the Turkish-Sovicı negotiaıions. pp. 154~184. Erkin's term
for the Moscow trip is 'ctrange avcnlurc diplomatiquc'.

28Thc Soviets inıer alia demandcd ıhal Turkcy sign a bilateral proı~col which would in effecı
modify' ıhe Monlreux Convcntion in accordance with Russia's favorite view that Turkey
should not allow warships of non-Black Sea, and, by implication, that Russia should
control all Turkish dccisions relating lo ıhcsc scaways. Bchind all ıhis were German and
Russian dcsigns conceming thc Balkans, ıhe Black Sea, and the SlTaits, and [heir effort lo
use Turkey as a pcon. (Sce Kiliç (A.) op. ciı p. 78).
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The Soviet governmcm expressed displeasureover the Treaty. Molotov declared: "I
wonder whcther Turkcy wiır not come to regret this?" Germany and ltaly threatened
Turkey with all kinds of economic and other reprisals.

On March 25, 1941, Russ,ia and Turkey proclaimed that if either bccomes subject to
aggression, the other will remain neutral and on June 18 of the same year, as Gcrmany
overron the Balkans, the Gcrman-Turkish friendship and non-aggression Pact was
signed29; at the end of 1941, the United States extended Lcnd-Lcase to Turkey.30

During the war with Germ2ny, Soviet auitudes toward Turkey osciHated according
to the fortunes of war. When the German armies were advancing, Stalin praised Turkey
for its stcadfast and scrupulous neutrality. Af ter Stalingrad and once Soviet armies began
to roll back the Germans, Moscow graduallychanged its mood toward Turkey. From
mid- 194 1 umil mid- 1943, all beHigerems felt that the neutrality of Turkey was in their
intercsl Only af ter ltaly was knockcd out of the war and the Mcditerranean was c1eared of
the enemy did the Icaders of the Grand AIJiance question Turkey's neutrality. Churchill's'
various plans to strike at the 'soft belly' of the Axis included the parlicipalion of Turkey.
Whi1e the Turkish governmcm was, in principle, ready lO comply wiıh her commitmcm
as an aIly of Britain, she viewed Russia wİlh alarm and did noı wish to jeopardize her
strength. As Presidem ınönü told Churchill, Turkey did not wish lo be occupied by
Germaoy and then "liberaıcd" by ıhe Soviet Union.

Turkish diplomacy at that time responded to the exigencies of the war and the i

growing probability of Germany's defeat. A consensus exists as lO the skiII displaycd by
the Turkish lcadcrs during the war years, their perceptiveness and rcalistic view of power
politics are admired. "Unlike the British and Americans, who accepıed at face value
Soviet protestations of dcdication to a frce, democratic postwar world, the Turks had had
too much experience with the RHssians not to be cautious."

"Turkey accurately perceived that elimination of Germany as a European power
would inevitably and swiftly be followed by a Soviet takepver of at lcast lhe Balkans and
Eastem Europe." This fear of postwar Soviet inıentions was always uppermost in the
minds of the Turkish Icaders and explains in large degree their determinaıion to remain

29The Pact reaffirmed Turkey's prior obligations under the Anglo-Franeo-Turkish Pact of
Detober ı9, 1939. In commenting on this pact, Presiden! ıSmet ınönü statcd: 'lt was now
understood that the Germans had put off their attack on Turkey to alater and more suilable
time. Turkey considered it necessary to gain time, boıh for its own securily and for the
benefits of the AIlies. Von Papen (Ambassadar of Germany lo Turkey) declares in his
memoirs that Ribbentrop did, at firsı, objcet violcnlly againsı such a clause conccming
prior obligaıions. Bul von Papen convinced him ıhaı no alternaıive was possible sinee
'ıurks wcre gentıcmen. and genIlemen had the habit of keeping their word."
The British Ambassador at that time Sir f1ugh Knatchbull Jlugessen expresscd the following
opinion: "lt was evidenı that the Turks were driven by hard praclical eonsiderations into
making their Treaty with Germany. lt was in no sense due to inclinatian or sentiment that
they did so ... By the end of the year it had become obvious that the German Treaty was
meant to stove over a dangerous period and represented no fundamental change of policy.
(Kiliç. op. cit. p. 89).

30Vdli (F.A.). op. cil. p. 32. ,
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out of war: "Turkey exhausted by war would be in a poor condition to resist Soviet
pressures." 31 .

In June of 1944, Turkey forbade the passage through the Straits inlO the Black Sca
of several thinly disguiscd German naval auxiliaries. On August i of the same year,
Turkey broke öff diplomatic and economic relations with Germany. At the beginning of
1945 (Jan. 3) Turkey broke diplomatic and economic relations with Japan and on 23
February dec1arcd war on Germany and Japan. The rcgime of the Straits agreCd to in the
Montreux Conventi!>n worked satisfactorily until the last phase of the War.

"At Yaha, Stalin had spoken almost casually of hoping LOshare with Turkey, af ter
the war, control of the Dardanelies. In anything but casual terms, ChurchilllOld him no,
to which Roosevelt added his endorsement. The matter was dropped for the time
being."32

Immcdiately afler the Yalta Conference, the Soviet Govemment engagcd in abitler
press and propaganda campaign, a campaign of nerves against Turkey.

On March 19, 1945, Moloıov caIled in the Turkish Ambassador, Selim Sarper and
informed him thatthe 1925 Turkish-Soviet Treaty of Friendship and Neutrality, which
had bccn renewcd ıen years berore was nal ıo be renewcd again in Novembcr, when it was
due to expire.

On April 7, Turkey replied and said that she was prepared to reconsider any
rcasonable changes in the Treaty.

On June 7, 1945, Ambassador Sarpcr, discussed the problem with Molotov who
declared the willingness of the Soviet Union LOnegotüıte a new treaty if Turkey would
agrce LOreturn the provinces of Kars and Ardahan to the Soviet Republic of Georgia and
accepts Soviet participation in the defense of the Sıra its.

"Ambassador Sarper~ made it very cIear that the Turkish Republic not only would
not cede bascs in the Straits or give up its tcrritory, but had no interest at all in
bccoming a Söviet satellite.33 -

3 lSee Weisband (Edward). Turkish Foreign Policy: 1943-1945: SmaIl State Diplomacy and
Great Power Politics. Princcton U. Press. 1973. see also Howard (Harry N.). Turkey, the
Straits and U.S. Policy. John Hopkins U.Press. pp. 177-209 and Ki/iç (A.) op. cit Chaptcr
IV on the war years. pp. 73-113.

32Phillips (Cabcil). The Truman Presideney. The History of a triumphant succession. 1966. p.
170.

33Sce Jloward. op. cil. p. 218-219.
Ambassador Sarpcr, a good and rcgretted friend told mc in 1946 the following: Molotov
was standing and had his hand in his pock~l. i immediaıely sıood also, put my hand in my
pocket and said that although i had no instructions, no Turkish Government would Becept
such offer. Having later receivcd instructions, i again mcl Molotov (June 18) and re-
emphasized Turkey's caıegorical rcjection (LL.)
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At the Postdam Confcrence34 (July 17 - Augusı 2, 1945), according lO British
sources, the three heads of govemmenı') agreed uıat the Montreux Convention should be
revised "as failing to mcel present-day conditions". They also agreed ıhat "a') the next
step, the matter should be the subject of direeı conversations belween each of ıhe three
govemmems and the Turkish Govemmem"35 '

At this stage exchangcs of diplomaıic notes starlcd. Message from ıhe American
Govetnment on Novembcr 2, 1945 ıo Turkey; memorandum of ıhe British governmenı
on November 21; the Declaralion on Dcccmber 6 by ıhe Turkish government expressing
its readiness ıo participaıe in an international conference on ıhe straiıs and lo accepı any
decisions reached there. provided that Turkey's independence, sovereignty and ıerriıorial
inlCgrity are not infringed; nole on August 7 by the Soviet Government proposing in/er
a1ia the principles that lhe regime 'Jf ıhe Straiı') should come under the competence of
Turkeyand oıher Black Sea Powers and thaı Turkeyand ıhe Soviet Union should
organize joint measures of defense for the prevention of the uıilizaıion of the straiıs by
other countries for aims hosıiIc to the Black Sea powers; Turkey's reply of August 22,
194636 refusing to agree to,a regime of lhe Straiıs by ıhe Black Sea Powers onlyand
stating that any defense of the straits joinıly with lhe Sovieı Union was" nol compaıible
wiıh the inalienable rights of sovereignty of Turkey nor wiıh iıs securily brooks no
restricıions"; second noıe of ıhe Soviet Union on September 15, 1946 repcaıing the
demands and chiding Turkey in declining en bloc aıı possibiliıy of joint sıudy wiıh the
Soviet Union of this imp<>rLantproblem, indissolubly linked wiıh ıhe securily interests
of the USSR and the other Black Sea Powers; Turkey's second reply of üctober 18,
1946, pointing out that ıhanks to Turkish vigilance, lhe USSR was ablc, during the
entire length of the war, ıo remain in the Black Sea sheltered from every Axis aııack
coming from the Mediıerranean, reıninding that Turkey could not forgeı thaı she herself
was also a Mediıerranean country which made Turkey a "liaison beıween ıhe lwo worlds
separated by the restricıed space of the Straits," repcating ıhat acceptance by Turkey of
Soviet defense of the Straiı,: would mean no less than her sharing her sovereignıy wiıh a
foreign power3? While the USSR wouldnoı formally 'push its case afıer ıhe end of
1946' the pressure on Turkey would continue until 1953.

341n the opinion of Secretary Brynes, Postdam was the "success that failed". it is argued that
in terms of history this Wll!; not tnıe. The agreement reached had liule real substance, but iı
served an important historical purpose in providing an urgently needed breathing sp elI in
the co Id war ....
Immediately af ter the Pesıdam meeting the French satirical weekly 'Le Canard Enchainc'
commented: 'At Postdam, the Germans divided th,: AlIies into four zones.' In fact, the East-
West divisionof Europe hadpreceded Postdam and Postdam made Germany the symbol o'f
that division. it did not alter the policy of either the Soviet Union or the United States.

35Va/i. op. cit. p. 190. Kiliç. op. cit. p. 124-125, lIoward op. cit. pp. 225-228.
36For the position of the United States, see below th'e action taken by Truman in advising

Turkey. '
37See especialIy the great debate conceming the Turkish Straits (August-October 1946) in

Howard. op. cit. pp. 242-250; Erkin. op. cit.; Vali. op. cit. p. 191; Kiliç. op. cit. 129-
130.
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Following the war, the United States assumed a direct interest in the problem of the
Turkish Straits. The United States joined Grcat Britain and France, and the Soviet Union
in discussing the problem with the government of Turkey. The United States was
willing to go far in meeting the Soviet position as to use and transit of the Straits and
admiued the special interest of the USSR in the Straits. it maintained its position as to
commercial freedom and assimilated the Straits to other waterways "of international
concem (President Truman's "inland" waterways) like the Rhine, the ElOO, the Danube,
the Suez and Panama Canals. But the United States, like the United Kingdom, rejected
the Soviet position as to (I) the elabaration of a new convention of the Straits by "the
Black Sca Powers" and (2) joint Turkish-Soviet defense of the Straits, which would have
subvertcd Turkish indepcndence.38

The foreign policy, Roosevcil passed to Truman was predicatcd on mutual trust
between Russian and the West, on strict adherence to all agreements and of the
substitution of collaborative for unilateral action wherever the international community
was affected. In other words the concept espoused by Roosevelt was for a "new world
order based on OOnigncoopcration of the great powers" with the hope that partnership of
war would bccome the partnership of peace."39 lt took the United States practically two
years - from autumn of 1945 to March 1947 - OOforegiving up this altruistic concept and
to realize that the "dynamic of Marxian expansionism" would never agree to such a co-
operation. Foliowing the war, faith in the altruistic concept OOgun to wear thin and the
sccds of the cold war began to sprout and in 1946 and 1947 bore their fırst fruiL40

From the start of his Administration Pr~sident Truman found Russia a difficult
wartime ally and a 'troublcsome pe~cetimc parlner.41

38110ward op. cit. p. 260; one should recall also, the U.S. show of nava1 strength in the
Eastem Mediterranean on Apri1 S, 1946 as the bauleship and cruiser, Providence. p1us
other ships arrived off IstanbuL. On May 7, 1946, Turkish-American agreement on the
Lend-Lease debı was reaehed, the U.S. was to caneel $ 100 million debt; on November 23
another U.S. naval visit to Istanbul took place.

39phi//ips (C.). op. cil. see chapter 7. 'a measure shon of war' . p. 169,170.
40Phillips (C.). op. cil. p. 170.
41DruK.s (H.). Harry S. Truman and the Russians. 1944-1953. p.32.
Paralıcı to the relations between Turkeyand the Soviet Union, the Soviet-American
relations were seriously deteriorating. on April 2, 1945, ten days berore his death,
Roosevelt had sent a strong message to Stalin deploring the situation, which had centered
on the Polish problem.
In his book: Truman, Stalin and Peacc, Albert Z. Carr (Daubleday - 1950) writes: 'The cold
war did not begin until af ter the Yalta Conference of February 1945. but a sharpening chill
in the air was detectable long before then. One refrigerating element was the fiasco of the
mooted American loan to the Soviet Union. Although liule publicized, the possibility of
this loan for a time a1most certainly innueneed Soviet policy toward the United States, and
its rcfusal coineided significantly with the necessary aggressiveness of the Kremlin. (p.
13).
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President Truman aıready on January 5, 1946 in a memo to the then Secretary of
State James T. Byrnes had aircd his impalience in the following words.42

".... There isn't a doubt in my mind that Russia intends an invasion of Turkeyand
the seizure of the Black Sea Slraits to the Mediterranean. Unless Russia is faced with an
iron fist and Slrong language, another war is in the making. Onlyone language do they
understand - "how many divisions have you?" -

"I do not think we should play compromise any longer. We should refuse to
recognize Rumania and Sulgaria until they comply with our requirements; we should \ct
our position on Iran be known in no uncertain terms and we should continue to insist on
the internationalization of the Kiel Canaı, the Rhine-Danube waterway and the Black Sea
Slraits and we should maintain complcte conlrol of Japan and the Pacific. We should
rehabilitate China and ercilte a slrOng central agrccmentthere: We should do the same for
Korea. .

"Then we should insist on the return of our ships from Russia and force a seıı\cment
of the Lend-lease debt of Russia. 'Tm tired babying the Soviets".

Thus, America could no longer afford to play the part of a benevolent power
observing events from the outside. America was forecd into the arca of world politics and
Harry S. Truman was to guide if3. His policies were revolutionary in their departure
from the lraditional American foreign policy. He led America a long way from
Washington's warning against entangling allianees, and a long way from the hemispheric
Monroe Doctrine.

The following narrative Laken from Cabell Phillip's study of the Truman Presideney
will iIIuslrate the above statement and show c1early how Truman, making good use of
his knowledge of world history, helped the cristallization of American policy. The
occasion was the convening by Truman of his war cabinet in order to review. the
situation resulting from the first note the Russians had given Turkey on the Slraits :

"President Truman hastily convened his war cabinet, composcd of tho Secretaries of
Wat,Navy, and State, and told them he necdcd a fast rundown on the implications of the
Soviet threat and some proposals on a course of action. In -four days - on August 15 -
they were back in the President's office. It was their unanimous opinion, they said, that
the Soviet intention was to swallow up Turkey just as Rumania and Bulgaria had bcen
swallowed and that this was a danger that the United States and other Western Powers
c1early cOlild not tolerate. The stemest diplomatic and military measures would be
justified in thwarting the Sovie~ scheme.

Truman agreed so readily with this drastic interpretalion that General Eisenhower,
siuing in as Army Chief of Staff, hesitamly and anxiously raised the question of whether
the President fully understood and appreciuted all the implications of his decision. Dean

42This historic memo had a note signcd H.S.T. which rcad: "I wrotc this mcmo and rcad it to
my Secretary of State. So urgent wcre its contcnts i nciıhcr had it typcd nor mailcd but
preferred to read it in ordcr to give emphasis to the points I wantcd to make."

43Druks (H.). op. cil. p. 2.



HARRY TRUMAN

, .
207

Acheson recalls that Truman took a well-wom map of the region from his des k drawer
and, using it as a guide, delivered a Len-minuLedissertation on the historical signifıcance
of the Dardanelles and the easLem McdiLerranean, "stretching from Tamcrıane LO the day
before yesterday."44

When the President had fınished, he looked up with a smile and asked: "Does that
satisfy you, General?" There was a good-natured laughter all around as Eisenhower
admiringiy replied: "It sure docs, Mr. President. SLrike my question from the record."

The next day, Acheson, as Acting Secretary of State, arter coordinating his actions
.with his opposite number in London, told the Turks to stand firm. To the Soviet
Ambassador in Washington he handed apolite but diplomatically loaded note which said:

"It is the fırm opinion of this govemment that Turkey should continue to be
primarily responsible for the defense of the Stnıits. Should the Straits become the object
of attack or thrcal of attack by an aggressor, the resulting situation would constitute a
threat to international security and could clcarly be amatter for action, on the part of the
Security Council of the United Nations."45

The involvement of the United States and ultimately the proclamation of the
Truman Doctrine 'came to a head' wiLh the inability of Great Britain to fulfill its
responsibiliLies vis lı vis the preservation of the political integrity of Grecce and Turkey.

"A crisis in the taHering Greek Government was imminent if Greece fell, Turkey
would be drawn under with her; and if Turkey fell, the fate of Greece would be
automatically sealed. And once Communist power broke through these political
barricades into the Mediterranean, all of the Middle-East, India, North Africa and even
ltaly would be in jeopardy - and so, also, would be the concept of a free world
counterforce LO communist agression."46

Truman af ter consulting and notifying côngressionalleaders asked to address a joint
session of Congress. He appcared on March 12, 1947. Part of what he said follows:

"The gravity of the siluation which confronts the world today necessitates my
appcarance. The foreign policyand the national security of this country are involvcd."

Truman outlined the situalion of Grecce and Turkey, their strategic importance.

44Phil/ips (C.). Op.ciL p. 171.
45This narrative is indeed a very significant one. On one occasion Truman had said: "I wish I
had a college educaıian. i might have accomplished someıhing betler. I feel a terrible
inadequacy of educaıion."
On this instance at least. we think that the 2000 books he had read served his country well.

46From documenls handed by the firsı se~reıary of the British Embassy in Washingıon: Mr.
Sichell, lo Mr. Loy Henderson, Direcıor of ıhe Office of Near Easıem and African Affairs.
The Iwo met hefore the formal meeling of ıhe Briıish Amba~sador Lord Inverchapel and
General George C. Marshall, Secreıary of State.
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"The very existetıceof the Greek st.ate is today Lhreatened by the terrorist activities
of several thousand armed men, lcd by Communists ... There is no oıher counLry to
which democratic Grecce can tum ... Great Brit.ain finds iLself under the necessity of
rcdueing or liquidaLing its eommilments in several parLsof Lheworld incIuding Grccce .•

"Wc have considercd how the United Naıions mighı assist in this crisis. But the
situation is an urgent one requiring immediate action, and the United Nations aRd its
related organizations are not in a posiLion to extend help of the kind that is requircd .... "

"The pcoples of a number of countries of the world have recently had tot.alitariatı
regimes forccd upan them against Lheir will. The Govemmeııı of the Unitcd St.ates has
made frequent protests against coercion and intimidation, in violation of the Yalt.a
ageeement, in Poland, Rumania, and Bulgaria. imust also 'st.ate Lhat in a number of other
CounLries Lherehave bcen similar developmenı,>. .

"At Lhepresent moment in world history nearly every nation must choose bctwccn
alternative ways of life. Tht choice is too of ten not a free one.

"One way of life is bascd upon the wm of Lhemajority, and is distinguished by free
institutions, represeniaLive government, free clcctions, guarantecs of individual libcrty,
freedom of spccch and religion, and frccdom from political opprcssion.

"The second way of life is based upon the will of a minority forcibly imposcd upon
the majority. It relies upon termr and opression, a conLrollcd press and radio, fixed
elcctions, and the suppr~ssion of personal frecdoms ....

"I believe that wc must assist free peoplcs to work out their own destinies in thcir
own way ....

"This is a serious course upon which we embark. i would not recommend il except
that Lhealternative is much more serious ... The free peoplcs of the world look to us for
support in maintaining their frecdoms. If we falLer in our lcadership, we may endanger
the pcace of Lheworld - and we shall surely endanger the welfare of our own nation ... .',47

Following Truman's dcclaration, Congress in May 1947 adopted the aid-bill to the
two counLries and with the signing of the bill on May 22 a period of 'special
relaLionship' started bctweenLhe Unitcd states and Turkey.48

47Lawrence Stern in his book The wrong horsc' says thal Clark Clifford, had worked over the
words of the speech in launching the Truman Doctrine. "That's the speech which articulated
in carefully drawn and resounding phrases America's entry into the cold war. (p. 4). (see
also p. 15 and lG). •

48For at least one dissident yoice against the new American Program. see Slone (IF). The
Truman Era. 1953. He says(
"From the promulgation of the Truman Doetrine in March 1947, America dcclared its
intention to police the world against new ideas. The country which a century before had
fought the reactionary Holly Alliance with the Monroe Doctrine now set up a Holy Alliariee
of its own under the Truman Doctrine. Weaimed to be organizers of a world co un ter-
revolutionarycrusade, and with the slogan "total diplomacy" to obıain al. home by more
velvety means some of the same kind of conformity in foreign policy the Russians also
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The sccurity of Turkey was assured by the proclamation of the Doctrine and the
Marshall Plan, "which n1cant both militaryand economic assistance from the UniLed
States. thereby strengthening Turkey's international position and lightening her domestic
investment abroad49. Again following the adoption of the Doctrinea United States
military and naval missions arrived in Ankara to administer the forthcoming American
assistance (May 19. 1947), on September 1. 1947 Turkey ratified the Turkish -U.S.
Agrccment on Military Aid. On July 25, 1950. Turkey offered the United Nations 4500
anned troops to meet aggression in Korea. on Septembcr 1951. Turkey joined NATO and
in 1952 bccame a full nedged membcr.50 By 1955, the relations between the two
countries allegedly deteriorated due to unwillingness of the United States to provide more
economic aid. the United StaLesdemanding for internal economic and fıscalreforms.

lt is true that, especiaııy since 1955, "alliance betwecn the two countries has marked
up and downs, but both parıners have nonethelcss clung to a core of mutual inıcrcst and
residual confidence in the ulLimate value of relationship. ,,51

According to Dr. George Harris, the Director of Research and Analysis for Ncar East
and South Asia, US Deparunent of State:

"The (muLual dependence) of the two countries continues today. Turkey is looking
to the West for solutions. and Washington sees inercasing value in the Turkish
collaboration." Again, Dr. Harris thinks that although the two countries "will continue
close relations are noL likely to return to cooperation as extensive as in the depths of the

enforced at home. Washington was becoming more and more like Moscow in rigidity,
suspicion, and imposed conformity. The differ(:nce lay in purpose: there to achieve
socialism, here to prevent it. (p. XXII).

49See Robinson (Richard D.). The firsl Turkish Republic: a case in National Development.
Harvard U. Press. 1963. p. 125.

50According to my friend A. Kiliç, the period 1947-1955 of U.S.-Turkish relations constitute
the 'honeymoon period', again Kiliç sees the definitiye end of the period' in 1955 Kiljç op.
cit. pp. 134-155)

51The decision of the US Congress to cul off to Turkey, imposing an embargo on all arms.
even for those for which payment had already bcen made - lasted from February 1975 ıo
August 1978, then Congress responding to presidential please voted an end ıo arms
embargo. ,
For more see Legisla!ion on Foreign RelatiofIS through /98/. Joint Committee Prinı -
Committee on Foreign Affairs Commjtlee on Forejgn Relations. Vol. 1 U.S. House of
Representative - U.S. Senate. .
Especially cL the adding of a subseclion (x) lo Section 620 on 'Prohibilion against
fumishing assisıance to the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (p. 131. p. 138); the approval
of rublic Law 94.104 [S.2230), 89 Stal. On Oclober 6, 1975. p. 380, p. 381; the
Intemaıional Securily Assistance Act of 1978 (rublic law 95-384 [S.3075], 29 Stat. 730,
approved Sept. 26, 1978, as amended by Public Law 97-113 [S.1196) 95. Stat. 1519 at
1560 approved December 29, 1981) (p. 284) and ıhe Intemalional Security Assistance Act
of 1979. Public Law 96-92 [H.R.3173] 93. Stat, 701 approved October 29, 1979 as
amended by rublic Law 97-113 [S.1196] 95 Stat. 1529 at 1560 approved December 29,
1981 (p. 273 and 275).
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cold war" and that "over the longer run. Turkish-American relntions are likely to show
some change."52

As to the Soviet-Turkish relations since 1946, "no funher initiative by the Soviet
Union for the rcvision of the regime of the Slrails toak place." .

The state of tension and bilterness bctwccn Lhe two counlries ended afLerStalin's
death in March 1953.53 . .

The new Soviet regime, spccdily undertook a re-examinaıion of Soviet Union's
exıernal relations. it was soon realized that a major blunder had been commilted in
relations with Turkey.54

On May 30. 1953 .•the Soviet Governmcm issued a declaration in which il was said
that ... " In the name of preserving good neighborly relations and slrengthening pcace and
security. the Governmen! of Armania anel Georgia have found il possible to renounce
their territorial C1aims of Turkey .... " Conceming the question of Lhe SLrails it was said
that ".... the Soviet Governmcm has reconsidered ilS former opinion and considers
possible the provision of security of LheUSSR from the side of the SlraiLs on eondilions
aceeptable alike to the USSR and LoTurkey. Thus LheSoviet Governmcm declares that
the Soviet Union has not any kind of terrilorial daim on Turkey.

Turkey replied on July i8. expressing its saLisfaeLion at Lhe renunelULıon of
territorial daim s noting that the Soviet concem for good relalions corresponded with ilS
own desires and sıressing that 'Lhe question of the Blaek Sea SırailS' as. Lhe Soviet
Governmem well knew, was 'regulated by the provisions of the Monlreux Convemion'.

As in the case of relations wiLh the United States the Turco-Soviet relations since
1953 has been marked up and downs ~d' "alternated bcLwcen inviiations for closer and
betLer relations and warnings or propaganda atıaeks". In the meantime Turkey having Lhe
geopoliLical realities in mind continues to attach great imponanee Lo the eolleetive
deterrence of NATO. She considers il a 'shield for her as well as other members of the
Alliance.' Turkey bclieves also that the policy, of detenLe should cominue as 'there is no
alternative to it'. Finally. one should alsa keep in mind that Turkey was always careful
in all her endeavours, since.the founding of the Republic. nOl to "affect negatively her
bilateral relations with the Soviet Union."

Conclusions

Our conclusions from this brief surveyand the message to the Pres'idemial
Conference in honour of Harry S. TrumanwiJl be the foııowing :

52Statemcnt in the Conference co-sponsored by the Foreign Policy Institute of Turkeyand .the
Ralph Bunch Institute of the United Nations in New York on 21 'March 1980. _ in Foreign
Policy Quarterly review published in Ankara. vol. VIII, No. 3-4. p. 117, p. 125. .

53In May 1963. a Turkish parliamenıary delegaıion visiıed Russia and was received by
Khrushcliev. The Soviet leader told the delegation that Stalin's policy toward Turkey had
been "idiotic" and that the Soviet Union desired friendship and neighborly relations with
Turkey (Vali - op. cit. p. 176). .,

54See Vali. op. cit. p. 174-175 and 194. A!so lIavard. op. cit. p. 267.
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"\

- Harry S. Truman: a "quiıe ordinary man who bccame a quiıe exıraordinary
President. "

According lo C. Phillips: "His strength lay in his ability lo do the besı he could
wilh whaı he had and nollO despair ovcr whaı he did nol havc".55 He never suffercd the
illusion thaı he was another Roosevelı or Churchilı... desıiny had linked his life LO theirs
in an apocalyptic emcrprise and each rade iı ouı ıo' greaıness according lO his own
fashion. .

- A tribuıe lO his basic decisions: The Truman Doctrinc, Marshall Plan, North
Aılanıic Alliancc, Miliı.ary Aid Program, POINT IV is well ~cserved as they had been
successful in preventing furıher spreading of communism and in raising the levcl of
world cconomy under democratic Icadership. '

- The consensu~- is ~haı He had "wom well" and only eleven years arter his death he '
is righLly considered one of the mosl successful of presidenlS,56

- His Doctrine remain abasic premise of Amcrican foreign policy57 and should
remain so as long as ıhe Uniıed Staıes will link her "own inıclligent self-interest" with
the ideology of frccdom menıioned in the Docuine.

- Turkey is very much in agrccment with said ideology which is simply ıo cspouse
"a way of life based on ıhe wiU of ıhe majority, representaıive Government, individuaI
liberty, frccdom of spccch and frccdom from poliLİcal opprcssion.

Turkey's efforls since lhe proclamaıion of the Republic58 are always in ıhat
direcıion,

The following should also be kcpt ip mind:

(1) Turkey's forcign policy is consisıcntly and successfully based on a realisıic
defense of national inıercsı

55Phiııips (C). op. cit. p. 3.
5tYrhe answers to a questionnaire sent out by Professor Robert K. Murray of Pennsylvania
State University shows that the four "great Presidents" were: Lincoln, Franklin D.
Roosevelt, Washington and Jcrferson and'the four "near greats"were: Theodore Roosevelt,
W. Wilson, Andrcw Jackson and Harry S, Trurruin.

57Va/i. ap. ciı. p. 372.
58Turkey is in the process of'becoming again a big powcr.In 1981, her populati~m was
45,183,000; she has total armed forces of 567.000 (including 374.000 conscripts);
available manpower: 10,072,000; 5,951,000 fit for military service. Again in 1981 annua!
militaiy cxpcnditure was $ 3.4 billion (about 16% of the total budget). See. The Defense

, and Foreign Affairs Handbook. 1981. pp. 604.607.
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(2) Turkey is a 'delicately poised' country. accordingly she has to lake infinile care to
preserve her stability. 59

(3) Turkey has an army whose role is to safeguard Ataturk's reform and prevent
backsliding but not LO rule itsclr. The arm)' is a modernizing. progressive force and
its interventions have the support of the majority of, the Turkish pcople.60

• Final Message : Turkey is aware of the positive handicap of the President of the United
States in dealing with Congress and realizes that the evolution of foreign policy in
American representative Govemment develops as slow and of ten painful process; she
definitely agrees wİlh Harry S. Truman when he wanted to maintain his "very good
country and great nation" inspite of the hyphcnates and crackpolS" and he said: "I have no
more use for any son of hyphenates then I have for Communist-Americans. Theyall
have same other, loyalty than the one they should have. Maybc the old melting pot will
lake care of it. I hopc so. ,,61

591n the opinion of one author during the last forlY years: 'Turkey emerges as a country with
'an extraordinarily rich cultural heritage' with 'a long history of virtually unbroken national
independence' with 'a modemist movement havings its roots in prerepublican Turkish
history going back more than a century' with experience in the art of administration' bcing
blessed most of the time with 'enlightened. honest. dedicated Icaders' and was 'able to stay
free of foreign military adventures [ Robinson (Richard) op. cit. pp. VII. VIII. IX»).

60ın his artide on Turkey published in 'World Armid Gwynne Dyer states 'the following:
"....Turkey.s army's outlook has been molded and matured by fıvc centuries of experiencç as
the arrny of a great power ... The army's relationship with the Turkish State, and the
immense goodwill it enjoys in the mass of the Turkish population as a heritage of many
generations of sacrifice and gallantry in wars as the borders of the Onoman Empire
contracted, are fundamentally diffcrent from the circumstances prevailing in almost all its
neighbors." (p. 716)
In another publication it is said: "... The quality of the armed forces is generally enhanced
by a proud national military tradition, and by the toughness, frugality, courage. Ioyalty and
self-reliance of the Turkish peasants, who make up the bulk of the rank and file. Since
World War n, about 30 percent of the arınual budget has be eri for dcrense .... " (From an
article in Almarıae of World Military Power. 4th cd. 1980. pp. 323-324).

61From Harry Truman's diary of June 1945.
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