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TAKDIiM

Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Baskanligi (ATAM), T.C. Anayasasi’nin 134.
maddesi geregince 1983 yilinda Atatlirk Kiiltiir, Dil ve Tarih Yiiksek Kurumu
biinyesinde kurulmustur. Kurulusundan itibaren, kendisine mevzuatla verilen go-
rev ve sorumluluklar dogrultusunda, yurt i¢i ve yurt disindaki paydaslariyla is
birligi iginde ¢esitli akademik ¢aligmalar yiiriitmektedir. Bu ¢alismalar arasinda,
basta Tiirk¢e olmak tizere farkli dillerde yayimlanan monografik eserler, seckin
indekslerde taranan ATAM Dergisi, ulusal ve uluslararasi sempozyumlar, kong-
reler, paneller, konferanslar ve bilimsel projeler yer almaktadir. ATAM; Mustafa
Kemal Atatiirk, Milli Miicadele ve Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti tarihine dair konularda,
alaninda yetkin akademisyenler ve arastirmacilar ile is birligi yaparak bilimsel
¢ikt1 iretimi yapmakta ve yaptirmaktadir. Bu dogrultuda siirdiirdiigt faaliyetler-
le, gegmisi gelecege baglayan akademik bir koprii olma gorevini de yerine getir-
mektedir.

Uluslararasi politikada Tiirkiye aleyhine kullanilan temel tarihsel kesitlerden
baslicalar1 1. Diinya Savasi ve Milli Miicadele yillaridir. Ne yazik ki bu siireg-
te olagantiistii savas kosullar1 altinda devrin iktidarinin gayrimiislimlere yonelik
bazi politika ve uygulamalarinin sonuclari, aradan yiiz yili askin bir siire gegmis
olmasina ragmen canli tutulmaya g¢alisilmis ve hatta asilsiz iddialarla yeniden
iiretilmistir. I. Diinya Savasi yillarinda Osmanli Devleti’nin, Milli Miicadele do-
neminde ise TBMM hiikiimetinin s6z konusu politika ve uygulamalarina neden
olan faaliyetlerden biri ise basta Yunanistan olmak iizere biiylik Avrupali devlet-
lerin destegiyle gelisip biiyiitiilen Pontusguluk siyaseti olmustur. Fakat Istiklal
Harbi’nin kazanilmasindan sonra toplanan Lozan Baris Konferansi’nda Anado-
lu’da bulunan Rumlarin ve Yunanistan’da bulunan Tiirk ahalinin yer degistirme-
siyle ilgili olarak imzalanan miibadele s6zlesmesinden sonra Tiirk Hitkiimeti i¢in
Pontusculuk tarihe karismistir. Ne var ki 1980°lerden itibaren ulusal ve uluslara-
ras1 politik ¢ikarlar dogrultusunda asilsiz Rum soykirimi iddialariyla Pontuscu-
luk siyaseti yeniden tretilmistir. Politik kazanimlar elde etmek tizere girisilen bu
faaliyet Tiirk ve Yunan milletinin toplumsal travmalarini yeniden canlandirarak
iki millet arasina ekilen diigmanlik ve nefret tohumlariin daha da giiclenmesine
sebep olmustur.



VI TAKDIM

Osmanli’nin son dénemi ve Milli Miicadele’ye iligkin ¢aligmalar yalnizca
akademik degil ayn1 zamanda toplumlar arasi uzlasi agisindan da 6nemlidir. Eli-
nizdeki bu ¢aligma Adil Hafiza Dogu Karadeniz (Fair Memory East Blacksea)
Projesi kapsaminda Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi’nin destegiyle gergeklestirilen ve
odaginda iki dilde hazirlanan Adil Hafiza Dogu Karadeniz internet sitesi bulunan
bir projenin pargasidir. Eser, yukarida bahsi gecen anlayisin bir yansimasi ola-
rak s6z konusu tarihsel kesite dair adil bir ortak hafiza olusturulmasina yonelik
ortaya ¢ikmig olup yakin tarihimizin hassas bir konusunu incelemekte ve okuyu-
cuya nesnel bir bakis agis1 sunmaktadir. Caligmada gesitli tarihsel malzemeler ve
goriigler dogrultusunda Tiirklere yonelik iddialarin gergek disiligr ve bu iddiala-
rin asil mahiyetinin ortaya konulmasi amaciyla ¢esitli akademisyen ve tarihginin
Tiirkge ve Ingilizce dillerinde hazirlanan yazilar1 gérsel malzemeler esliginde
derlenmistir. Basta proje yiiriitiiclisii Prof. Dr. Siileyman Beyoglu olmak {izere
eseri hazirlayan proje ekibi ve yazarlara, eserin inceleyicilerine, Atatiirk Kiiltiir,
Dil ve Tarih Yiiksek Kurumu Baskani BE Prof. Dr. Derya Ors’e, kitab1 yayima
hazirlayan Yiiksek Kurum Uzman Murat Saygin’a ve idari personele tesekkdir
eder, calismanin tarih meraklilar1 ve akademik camia i¢in faydali olmasini ve
toplumlar arasi uzlastya katki saglamasini temenni ederiz.

Prof. Dr. Ahmet KILINC
Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Baskam
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ON SOz

[lk kez Herodotos’un tarih sdzciigiini “insanlarin ve toplumlarin
hayatlarinin kaydedilmesi” ve Thukydides’in “ge¢cmisin kaydedilmesinin yani
swra degerlendirilmesi ve yorumlanmas:” olarak kullandigimndan bu yana tarih
bilimi hep siyasetle iligkili oldu. Dahas1 geg¢mis, dolayisiyla tarih tasarimlari
her donem ve genel olarak her cografyada i¢ ve dis politik hedefler i¢in
aragsallastirildi. Yani ge¢miste ne yasandigindan daha ¢ok i¢ ve dis politik
amaclar dogrultusunda ne yasanmasinin istendigi tarihyaziminda belirleyici oldu.
Bu durumun en vahim sonuglarindan biri ise aradan on yillar gecse de gesitli
milletler arasina serpilen diismanlik ve nefret duygularinin tiretilen adil olmayan
kolektif bellekler vasitasiyla canliligini korumasi oldu. Boylece yasanan kolektif
travmalar nesilden nesle aktarildi ve barigegil, saglikli bir uluslararasi toplumun
insas1 sekteye ugradi. Iste en basta bu nedenle olmak {izere kanimizca insanligin
baslica ihtiyaclarindan biri de tarih bilimi araciligiyla ortak bir adil hafizanin
olusturulmasidir.

Uluslararas1 politikada Tiirkiye aleyhine aragsallagtirilan temel tarihsel
kesitlerden biri 1. Diinya Savasi ve Milli Miicadele yillaridir. Ne yazik ki bu
siiregte olaganiistii savas kosullart altinda devrin iktidarinin gayrimiislimlere
yonelik bazi politika ve uygulamalarinin sonuglari, aradan yiiz yili agkin bir siire
geemis olmasina ragmen canli tutulmaya calisilmis ve hatta asilsiz iddialarla
yeniden tretilmistir. I. Diinya Savasi yillarinda Osmanli Devleti’nin, Milli
Miicadele doneminde TBMM hiikiimetinin s6z konusu politika ve uygulamalarina
neden olan faaliyetlerden biri ise basta Yunanistan olmak tizere biiyilk Avrupali
devletlerin destegiyle gelisip biyiitiillen Pontusguluk siyaseti olmustur. Bu
siyasetin hedefi Dogu Karadeniz’de bir “Pontus Rum Cumhuriyeti” kurmaktir.
Bu amagla 19. yiizyilin ikinci yarisindan itibaren yurt disindan gelen ve Osmanli
memleketinde yasayan Rumlarin bilyiik ¢ogunlugu silahli ¢eteler teskil ederek
isyan ve terdr olaylarina sebebiyet vermistir. Yiizyillardir ortak yasam pratigi
icinde Osmanli Devleti’ni olusturan unsurlardan biri olarak Rumlarin uluslasma
caginda diisman devletlerle is birligi yaparak bagimsizlasma ¢abasi, dogal olarak
toprak biitiinliigii ve can giivenligi tehdit edilen Miisliiman Tiirk unsurun hakim
oldugu devleti cesitli onlemler almaya sevk etmistir. Osmanli Devleti I. Diinya
Savast yillarinda Pontusculuk ile miicadelede iki tedbire basvurmustur. Bunlar
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Pontusgu ceteleri dagitmak ve diismanla is birligi yapan ya da yapabilecek
Rumlar1 sahil kesiminden i¢ kesimlere gondermektir. Milli Miicadele yillarinda
ise mevcudu 25 bine ulasan Pontusgu cetecilere kars1 Merkez Ordusu miicadele
etmis, Yunanistan’in Karadeniz sahillerini bombalamaya baslamasiyla birlikte
Rum ahalinin diismanla is birligi imkanini ortadan kaldirmak icin Karadeniz
sahilinde eli silah tutan 15-50 yasindaki Rum erkeklerin dahile sevk edilmesi
karar1 alinmigtir. Yaklasik iki yil siiren Rum ¢eteleri ile miicadeleden sonra ise
nihayet 1923 yili subat aymda isyan tiimiiyle bastirilmustir. Istiklal Harbi’nin
kazanilmasindan sonra toplanan Lozan Barig Konferansi’'nda Anadolu’da bulunan
Rumlarin ve Yunanistan’da bulunan Tiirk ahalinin yer degistirmesiyle ilgili olarak
imzalanan miibadele s6zlesmesinden sonra Tiirk Hiikiimeti i¢in Pontusguluk
tarihe karismistir. Ne var ki 1980’lerden itibaren ulusal ve uluslararasi politik
cikarlar dogrultusunda asilsiz Rum soykirimi iddialariyla Pontusguluk siyaseti
yeniden tiretilmistir. Yunan iktidar1 ve politik ¢evrelerinin baglattigi Tiirklere
yonelik bu asilsiz suglama cesitli {ilkelerin parlamentolarinda da giindem teskil
etmistir. Ote yandan politik kazanimlar elde etmek iizere girisilen bu faaliyetin
gbzden kacan onemli sonuglarindan biri Tiirk ve Yunan milletinin toplumsal
travmalarini yeniden canlandirmak ve iki millet arasina ekilen diismanhik ve
nefret tohumlarinin daha da giiclenmesine yol agmak olmustur.

Bucalismaise soz konusu tarihsel kesite dair adil bir ortak hafiza olusturulmasi
¢abasinin bir iirlinii olarak ortaya ¢ikmistir. Caligmada ¢esitli tarihsel malzemeler
ve goriisler dogrultusunda Tiirklere yonelik iddialarin gergek disiligi ve asil
mabhiyetinin ortaya konulmas1 amactyla 25 akademisyen ve tarih¢inin Tiirk¢e ve
Ingilizce hazirlanan yazilari gérsel malzemeler esliginde derlenmistir. Tarihgiler
olarak dilegimiz, Yeni Pontusguluk siyasetinin eski Pontusguluk siyasetine
benzer olumsuz gelismelere sebebiyet vermemesi i¢in Tiirk ve Yunan iktidarlar
ve halklari ile birlikte uluslararasi toplumun da sagduyulu davranmasi ve milletler
arasinda diismanlik ve nefret duygularinin artmasina engel olacak sekilde kararlar
almmasidir.



PREFACE

From the moment Heredotos used the word history to mean “the recording
of the lives of individuals and societies”, and Thucydides meant with it “the
assessment and interpretation as well as recording of the past”, the study of
history has been intertwined with politics. In each era and all across the world,
the past and, therefore, the ideas of history have been instrumentalized in service
of domestic and foreign political goals. Thus, rather than what actually happened
in the past, the historiography has been dictated by what individuals wished to
have happened in the past, in line with specific domestic and foreign policies.
A particularly grave consequence of this has been the feelings of animosity and
hatred between various nations, which have endured for decades. Collective
traumas were thus transferred from one generation to the next, hampering the
construction of a peaceful and healthy international community. For this and a
range of other factors, the emergence of a shared, fair memory through the study
of history ranks among the most pressing needs of humanity.

A historical junction commonly instrumentalized against Turkey in
international politics is the period of the First World War and the Turkish War
of Independence (1919-1923). Regretfully, the successive governments’ policies
and practices involving non-Muslims under the extraordinary dictates of wars
have been put into the spotlight and even the most unfounded allegations are
reproduced. A leading factor that induced the Ottoman government during the
First World War and the Grand National Assembly of Turkey during the War
of Independence to such measures was Pontic separatism, which burgeoned
with the support of Greece, as well as major European powers. Separatism
aimed to establish a “Pontic Rum Republic” [a name deriving from the Turkish
word for “Roman”, later used in reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the
Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey] in the Eastern Black Sea region. To
this end, a clear majority of the Rums, many of whom arrived from abroad from
the second half of the 19™ century onwards and lived in the Ottoman Empire,
formed armed gangs, causing rebellions and acts of terrorism. For centuries, the
Rums partook in the Empire’s mosaic and the shared life of various ethnic and
religious groups. Their endeavors to cooperate with enemies of the Empire and
gain independence in an age of nationalization naturally pushed the government,
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dominated by the Muslim Turkish majority, to certain precautionary measures in
response to threats to its territorial integrity and survival. The Ottoman Empire
resorted mainly to two measures against Pontic separatism. These were the
disbanding of the Pontic separatist gangs and the forced relocation of Rums who
did or could cooperate with the enemy from the coastal areas to the interior of
Anatolia. During the Turkish War of Independence, the Central Army [Merkez
Ordusu] fought against the Pontic separatist gangs. Upon the bombardment of the
Black Sea coast by Greece, the authorities decided to send male Rums in coastal
areas between the ages 15 and 50 who could yield weapons to the interior of
Anatolia. This was intended to prevent cooperation between such Rums and the
Greek forces. Following nearly two years of fighting against the Rum gangs, the
rebellion was finally suppressed in February 1923. For the Turkish government,
the case of Pontic separatism became history after the Turkish victory in the
War of Independence and the population exchange agreement that followed the
Lausanne Treaty of 1923, according to which Turks in Greece moved to Turkey
while Rums in Anatolia left for Greece. Nevertheless, from the 1980s onwards and
in line with certain national and international political interests, Pontic separatism
saw a revival bolstered by unfounded claims of a ‘genocide’ of the Rums. These
baseless allegations against the Turks launched by the Greek government and
political circles were also discussed in the parliaments of other nations. Such
activities target specific political gains. However, a crucial consequence of theirs,
namely the rekindling of the social traumas of the Turkish and Greek nations and
the exacerbating of the seeds of animosity and hatred between the two, has often
been ignored.

This study emerged as a product of the efforts to form a fair and shared
memory of this critical junction of history. To throw light on the unfoundedness
of the allegations levelled at the Turks, the study compiles texts by 25 academics
and historians in Turkish and English, accompanied by relevant visual materials.
As historians, we hope that Turkish and Greek governments, their peoples, as
well as the international community act with utmost prudence and in ways that
prevent the exacerbation of the animosity and hatred between the two nations, lest
this neo-Pontic separatism gives rise to regrettable consequences as it happened
with the Pontic separatism of the past century.
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PONTOS KELIMESININ MANASI NEDIiR VE
PONTOS NERESIDIiR?

Hasim ALBAYRAK®

Pontos soziinden oOnce Dogu Karadeniz Bdlgesi’ne Askenaz denirdi.
Seyyah Chardin (Sarden)’e gore Askenaz, Nuh Peygamberin ogullarindan
Yafes’in torununun adi idi. Ayni ifadeyi Minas Pisijkyan’da dogrular. Dahiliye
Vekaleti’nin 1933 yili “Kd&ylerimiz” adiyla yayimladigi kdy listelerinde Trabzon
Of’ta Iskenaz diye bir kdy vardir. Bu kdy admin Askenaz ile iliskisi oldugu
asikardir.

Baz1 kaynaklar Pontos, bazi kaynaklar Pontus ibaresini kullanirlar. “Pontos”
Yunanca, Pontus Latince sdylenistir. Biiylik Larouse Sozliik ve Ansiklopedisi, cilt
18, sf. 9502’de Pontus (Pontos) kelimesinin agiklamasi soyledir: “Anadolu’nun
kuzeyinde Karadeniz (Pontos Eukseinos) kiyisinda bolge ve bu bdlgede Phasis
(Kolkhis’te) ile Halys (Kizilirmak) arasinda kalan topraklarda kurulan devlet.
Persler doneminde satraplikt:. Mithridates I (MO 302-266), Ktistes (kurucu)
unvaniyla Pontos Devleti’ni kurdu. Amaseia’y1 (Amasya) baskent yapti. Devlet
rahipleri ve feodal beyleri ile Persler’e 6zgii bir toplumsal yapiya sahipti.”

Bu kaynakta Trabzon adi bir kez MO 100 civarlarinda gegmektedir. Son
Pontus kral1 VII. Mitridates, Romalilarla yaptig1 savaslarda yenilerek topraklarimi
Roma’ya kaptirmis, Roma Imparatorlugu da Pontos topraklarini paylastirarak bir
boliimiinii Bithynia’ya baglamigtir. Diger bdliimiinii Polemonlara vermis, MS
63’te Polemon Krallig1 merkeze baglanmistir.

Romen bilim adami Aurel Decei, Karadeniz’in bilinen en eski adinin
“muzlim, karanlik” manasinda Iranilerin verdigi Ahsaena oldugunu, Yunanlilarm
Euxinos tabirinin Iranilerin Ahsaena’sia dayandigini belirtir. Hakikaten de ayni

*  Tarihgi Yazar, hasimalbayrak@hotmail.com
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kokten gelen yakin anlamli Iran lehgelerinde™ ksap, ksapan” seklinde olan kelime
modern Farscada “seb” bigiminde olup Mahmut Gologlu da Decei’nin goriiglerini
paylagmaktadir. Celal Esad Arseven, Karadeniz kiyilarint Yunanlilardan 6nce
kesfeden Fenikelilerin bu denizi “simal denizi” manasinda “Achkenas” olarak
adlandirdiklarimi ve Yunanlilarin bunu Euxionos’a tebdil ettiklerini belirtir.
Demek ki Euxinos kelimesi Ahsaena veya Achkenas tabirinin Yunanca
yakigtirmasindan bagka bir sey degildir. Euxinos eski Yunancada “misafir sever”,
“pontos” da deniz demektir. Pontos Euxinos ise “misafirsever deniz”” anlamina
gelmektedir. Gergekte Karadeniz’in hir¢in dalgalari, ilk caglardaki teknik ve
cografi olumsuzluklar da g6z Oniine alinirsa “misafir sevmeyen” denizdir.
Bu nedenle Decei, Gologlu ve Arseven’in Euxinos tabirinin Ashaena veya
Achkenas’tan geldigi yolundaki goriislerini ispat eder mahiyettedir.

“Pontos” kelimesi, bugiinkii Yunancada “Karadenizli Ortodoks, Karadenizli
kisi, aptal ya da geri zekali anlamia gelmektedir. Trabzon’da Milet kolonisi
kurulmadan (yaklasik MO 750) énce gelenler, buralardaki yabanci ve tehlikeli
kavimler, sahiller, kuvvetli akintilar, karanlik sis ve bulutlar, korkung firtinalar
ve onlarin maceralar1 sonucu, Karadeniz’e “dost olmayan, misafirperver olmayan
deniz” anlaminda Pontos Aexeinos demislerdir. Bu ismin sis, firtina ve adalarin
olmayisi, ayrica sigmilacak yerlerin azligi nedeniyle Karadeniz’e verildigi
anlasilmaktadir. Bu kelime loniali Greklerin aksaniyla edebiyata gegmistir ve
onlar bu tabirle Karadeniz’in deniz yolu olarak pek miisait olmadigini ifade etmek
istemislerdir. Aexeinos adinin Pers¢e bir kelime olan ve “karanlik, muzlim”
gibi manalar1 iceren Ahsaena’dan geldigi belirtilir. Antik kaynaklar arasinda
Karadeniz’e ilk defa Pontos Aexeinos olarak Pindaros’ta rastlanir. Pindaros, ayni
zamanda Pontos Euxeinos ifadesine de yer vermistir.

Bont / Pont / Bontus / Pontus kelimesi Latincede deniz, Karadeniz, Kiiglik
Asya’da Mithridates’in krallik ettigi bolge, ayrica biiylik yassi gemi anlaminda
kullanilir. Bu kelime Fransizcaya da ge¢mis ve daha ¢ok koprii anlaminda
kullanilmistir. Ingilizce ye bond sekliyle gegen kelime, su birikintisi, bent, baraj
(set) ve bag anlamlarinda kullanilmaktadir. Kelimenin Farsgadaki bag/ip, baraj,
set manalarma gelen bend ve liman manasina gelen bender kelimesi ile alakali
oldugu diisiiniiliir. Kelimenin belli bir bolgeye 6zel isim olarak verilmesi, onun
deniz, baraj, deniz tasiti gibi kok anlamlarindan kopuk degildir. Ciinkii bu bdlge
deniz sahilinde bulunmaktadir. Dolayisiyla, Elencede Sahil, Karadeniz, sevmeyen
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deniz/ sevimsiz deniz gibi anlamlardan alinarak Anadolu’nun belli bdlgesine isim
verilmistir. Bu bolge Trabzon vilayetinden ibarettir.

Tarihte kurulan tek Pontus devleti iran kokenli soylularin kurdugu ve
Yunanlhlik ile ilgisi olmayan, yerli Anadolulularin milattan 6nceki devirlerde
kurdugu, baskenti Amasya olan ve Roma Imparatorlugu tarafindan tarihten
silinen Pontus kralligidir. Milli Miicadele yillarinda kurulmasi diisiiniilen
Pontus devleti ilk teskilatlanmay1r Amasya ilgesi Merzifon’da yapmistir ancak
tasarlanan bu devletin deniz kiyist olmasi amacglandigindan Trabzon’a kadar
sinirlar genigletilmistir. Trabzon’daki Rum azinliklar bu konuya sahip ¢iktiklar
icin Pontus denilince Trabzon da akla gelmektedir. Daha once Fatih Sultan
Mehmet’in yiktig1 Trabzon merkezli kurulan Komnenos Krallig1 ise Pontus adini
hi¢ almamugtir.

KAYNAKLAR: P. Minas Bijiskyan, Karadeniz Kiyillar1 Tarih ve
Cografyasi, 1817-1819, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Basimevi, 1969; Yusuf Gedikli,
Pontus Meselesi, istanbul 2002; Adem Isik, Antik Kaynaklarda Karadeniz
Bélgesi, Ankara 2001.



WHAT IS THE MEANING OF THE WORD
“PONTOS” AND WHERE IS “PONTOS”?

Prior to the word Pontos, the Eastern Black Sea Region was called Ashkenaz.
According to the traveller Chardin, Ashkenaz was the name of the grandson of
Japeth, who was one of the sons of the Prophet Noah. A confirmation of this
etymology comes from the work of Minas Pisjkyan as well. In the village
lists published by the Ministry of Internal Affairs in 1933 under the title “Our
Villages”, there is a village called Iskenaz (read as Ishkenaz in Turkish) in the Of
district of Trabzon. This village name is clearly related to Ashkenaz.

Some sources use the term Pontos, while others use Pontus. “Pontos”
is Greek, whereas ‘“Pontus” is Latin. The Biiyiikk Larousse Dictionary and
Encyclopedia (vol. 18, p. 9502) defines the word Pontus (Pontos) as follows: “A
state established in the north of Anatolia on the coast of the Black Sea (Pontos
Euxeinos) and in the lands between Phasis (in Colchis) and Halys (Kizilirmak). It
was a satrapy under the Persians. Mithridates I (302-266 BC) founded the Pontic
state with the title of Ktistes (founder). He made Amaseia (Amasya) the capital.
The Pontic state’s social structure was reminiscent of that of the Persians, with
state priests and feudal lords.”

In this source, the name Trabzon was mentioned once around 100 BC. The
last Pontic king, Mithridates VII, was defeated in the wars against the Romans
and lost his lands to Rome, and the Roman Empire divided the Pontic lands,
allocating some of them to Bithynia. The remaining part of the kingdom was
given to the Polemon dynasty; in 63 AD, this remaining part, too, fell to Roman
rule.

Romanian scholar Aurel Decei states that the oldest known name of the Black
Sea is the Iranian Ahshaena, meaning “miserable, dark”, and that the Greek term
Euxeinos is based on the Iranian Ahshaena. Indeed, the word “kshap, kshapan™ in
closely related Iranian dialects, which comes from the same root, takes the form
of “sheb” in modern Persian. Researcher Mahmut Gologlu agrees with Decei’s
views. Celal Esad Arseven states that the Phoenicians, who explored the Black
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Sea coast before the Greeks, called this sea “Achkenas”, meaning “the sea of
the north”, and that the Greeks changed it to Euxeinos. In other words, the word
Euxeinos is nothing but the Greek rendering of the term Achsena or Achkenas.
Euxeinos means “hospitable”, and “pontos” means sea in ancient Greek. Pontos
Euxeinos thus means “hospitable sea”. In reality, the Black Sea’s vicious waves
rendered it an “inhospitable” sea, considering the technical and geographical
disadvantages present in the early ages. Therefore, Decei proves the views of
Gologlu and Arseven that the term Euxeinos comes from Ashaena or Achkenas.

In modern Greek, the word “Pontos” means “an Orthodox from the Black
Sea, a person from the Black Sea, a fool or idiot”. Before the establishment of
a Miletian colony in Trabzon (about 750 BC), those who arrived in the region
called the Black Sea “Pontos Aexeinos”, meaning “unfriendly, inhospitable sea”,
because of the foreign and dangerous tribes, the coasts, the strong currents, the
dark fog and clouds, the terrible storms and their misadventures. It is understood
that this name was given to the Black Sea because of the fog, storms and the
lack of islands, as well as the scarcity of places of refuge. This word passed into
the literature with the accent of the Ionian Greeks, and they wanted to convey
with this expression the idea that the Black Sea was not very suitable as a sea
route. The name Aexeinos is said to be derived from the Persian word Aeshaena,
which means “dark, mischievous”. Among the ancient sources, the Black Sea
is first encountered in Pindaros as Pontos Aexeinos. Pindaros also included the
expression Pontos Euxeinos.

The word Bont/Pont/Bontus/Pontus is used in Latin to mean sea, the Black
Sea, the region in Asia Minor where Mithridates was king and a large flat ship.
This word also passed into French and was primarily used in the sense of bridge.
The word, which has passed into English as “bond”, is used in reference to a
puddle, dike, dam (embankment) and connection. The word is thought to be
related to the Persian word “bend”, which means tie/rope, dam, embankment,
and “bender”, which means harbor. The fact that the word is given as a toponym
for a particular region is not disconnected from its root meanings, such as sea,
dam, or watercraft. Because this region is located on the sea coast. Therefore, a
specific area of Anatolia was given a name in Greek based on meanings such as
coast, Black Sea, disliking sea/unpleasant sea. This region consists of the Trabzon
province.
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The only Pontic state established in history is the kingdom of Pontus, founded
by nobles of Iranian origin, which had nothing to do with Greekness, founded by
the native Anatolians before the Common Era, the capital of which was Amasya
and was erased from history by the Roman Empire. The Pontic state that was
planned to be established during the Turkish War of Independence (1919-1923)
started its organization in the Merzifon district of Amasya. Still, the borders
were extended to Trabzon, as it was intended that this planned state should have
a coast. Since the Rum [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’,
later used in reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and
Republican Turkey] minority in Trabzon have embraced this issue, Trabzon also
comes to mind when Pontus is mentioned. The Komnenos Kingdom, which was
founded in Trabzon and later destroyed by Mehmet the Conqueror, never took
the name Pontus.

SOURCES: P. Minas Bijiskyan, Karadeniz Kiyilari1 Tarih ve Cografyasi,
1817-1819, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Basimevi, 1969; Yusuf Gedikli, Pontus Meselesi,
Istanbul 2002; Adem Isik, Antik Kaynaklarda Karadeniz Bélgesi, Ankara
2001.
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Trabzon Komnenos Krallig1 askerleri

Kaynak: https://www.worldhistory.org/trans/tr, erisim tarihi: 14/8/2022



TRABZON’DA KURULMUS KOMNENOS KRALLIGI BiR
YUNAN KRALLIGI MIYDI?

ibrahim TELLIOGLU"

IV. Hach seferinde Hachlar Istanbul’u kusattig1 sirada Romal asilzadelerin
pek ¢ogu sehirden ayrilmisti. Bunlardan birisi de Aleksios ve David Komnenos’tu.
Roma Imparatorlugu’nu 1081-1185 yillar1 arasinda idare eden bir aileye mensup olan
bu ¢ocuklar Haglilarin ortadan kaldirma tehlikesine karsi aile yakinlari tarafindan
Giircistan’a kacirilmist. O sirada Giircii tahtinda bulunan Kralige Tamara, Aleksios
ve David’in akrabasiydi. Onlart himaye edecegini diistinen yakinlari ¢ocuklari
onun yanina gétiirmiislerdi. 12 Nisan 1204’te Haglilar Istanbul’u ele gegirdiginde
Roma Imparatorlugu’nda biiyiik bir karmasa ortaya ¢ikt1. Bu durumdan faydalanan
Tamara, Aleksios ve David’in emrine bir ordu vererek Trabzon’dan Karadeniz
Ereglisi'ne kadar olan Karadeniz sahilini ele gegirmelerini sagladi. Boylece
Komnenoslarin Karadeniz hakimiyeti baglamis oldu.

XIII. yiizyil baglarinda Anadolu’nun biiyiik kisminda Ortodokslugu
benimsemis bir halk vardi. Roma Kilisesi’ne baglanmayip kendi mezhepleri
ger¢evesinde varligimi siirdiirmeye ¢alisan gruplar 6zgiinliiglinii koruma gayreti
icerisindeydi. Osmanli kaynaklarinda Rum Ortodoks olarak anilan ve dil
bakimindan Rumcayibenimsemeklebirlikte buhalkinkiiltiirelaidiyetolarak Roma-
Helen kiiltiiriinden farkli 6zelliklere sahip olduguna dair kayitlar bulunmaktadir.
Ustelik bu kimlik farklilasmas1 bolgeden bélgeye farklilasmaktaydi. Karadeniz
Bolgesi halki da kendine 6zgii bir yapiya sahipti. VII. yiizyildan beri Romalilar
tarafindan Hristiyanhigin yayildigi bir yer olan bdlgede sahildeki ticaret
merkezlerinde Miletoslular zamanindan beri var olan koloniciler ¢ogunlukta
iken kirsal kesimde farkli kdkenlere mensup topluluklar yasamaktaydi. Grekge

*  Profesor Doktor, Ondokuz Mayis Universitesi, Tarih Béliimii, ibrahim.tellioglu@omu.edu.tr
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bilmeyen bu topluluklarin yasam bigimleri de kolonicilerden oldukc¢a farkliydi.
Ancak Hristiyanligin bdlgeye yayilmasi ile birlikte hepsi Ortodoksluk potasinda
erimeye basladi. Ibadet dili en yaygin dil haline geldi. Boylece eski topluluklar
artik isimleri anilmayan ve Rum-Ortodoksluk kimligi altinda kaybolan unsurlar
haline geldiler ancak Hristiyanlik oncesi yasam bic¢imlerini biiylik Olcilide
korudular. Hal bdyle olunca kiy1 ile vadilerdeki yerlesim yerleri arasindaki
kiiltiirel farkliliklar devam etti.

Komnenoslar Karadeniz Bolgesine hakim olduklarinda yanlarinda bazi
aile yakinlari ile bolgeye gelmislerdi. Bolgenin yerli halki devletin kuzey-dogu
ucunda, Roma Imparatorlugu’nun siyasi ve kiiltiirel etkisinin en az hissedildigi
yerlerden birinde yasamaktaydi. Imparatorluk zamaninda belirli merkezlerde
yapilan dini kurumlar iizerinden Ortodoksluk yasatilmakla birlikte Karadeniz
sahilindeki bir Rum ile Bati Anadolu ya da Istanbul’daki arasinda biiyiik
kiiltiirel farklar vardi. Hatta bu farklilasma bdlge sehirleri arasinda bile agikca
hissedilebiliyordu. Bunun sebebi Hristiyanlik oncesi kiiltiirel farkliliklarm bu
donemde de devam etmesiydi. Komnenoslar devrinde Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde
ibadet dili olarak Rumca bilen ancak ana dili Tiirk¢e olan bir topluluk vardi.
Bunlar Kipgaklardi. Giircistan’dan gelip bdlgeye yayilmislar ve Komnenoslar
devrinde Trabzon’a kadar olan vadilere yerlesmislerdi. Macgka’daki ve Solakli/
Baltac1 vadisindeki kilise kayitlarina bakilirsa bolgedeki Rum/Ortodoks olarak
anilan grubun biiyliik kismi bu Kipgaklardan olusmaktaydi. Artvin, Rize ve
Trabzon’daki yer isimleri de Ozellikle vadilerde bu grubun genis bir alana
yayildigin1 gostermektedir. Giircii ordusu geri ¢ekildikten sonra Komnenoslar
bu Kipgaklardan asker destegi alarak varliklarini siirdiirmeye ¢alismislardir. Esi
Kipgak olan Kral II. Aleksios’un ¢ocuklarmin isimlerinin Tiirk adi olmasi bu
yakinlagmanin en 6nemli gostergesidir. Hatta bu ¢ocuklardan Anna Anakutlu
1341°de tahta gecip 15 ay devleti idare etmisti.

Komnenoslarin bakiyesi olan Rum Ortodokslar Osmanli hakimiyetinden
sonra da bolgede yasamaya devam ettiler. 1923’te miibadele ile Yunanistan’a
gonderilmeleri giindeme gelince, onlarin bir kismi TBMM’ye dilek¢e gondererek
kendilerinin Tiirk oldugunu ve gitmek istemediklerini belirtmislerdir. Rumca ana
dili olanlar ise o kadar birbirinden farklilagsmistir ki yakin ilgelerde yagamalarina
ragmen farkli diyalekte konugsmaktaydilar. Yunanlilar ise bu halklar1 konustuklari
farkli lehgelerle tanimlamaktaydilar ancak miibadeleden sonra Yunanistan’a gog
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ettiklerinde oradakiler ile Grekge olarak anlagamayacak kadar farklilagsmis bir dile
sahiptiler. Ve hatta entegrasyon problemleri giiniimiizde dahi devam etmektedir.

KAYNAKLAR: Mehmet Bilgin, Dogu Karadeniz, Trabzon 2000; Bernt
Brendemoen, The Turkish Dialects of Trabzon, I, Oslo 2001; Anthony Bryer
“Rural Society in Matzouka”, Continuity and Change in Late Byzantine and
Early Ottoman Society, (nsr. A. Bryer-H. Lowry), Washington 1986, ss. 53-
95; Salim Cohce, “Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesinin Tiirklesmesinde Kipgaklar’in
Roli”, Birinci Tarih Boyunca Karadeniz Kongresi (Samsun 13-17 Ekim
1986) Bildirileri, Samsun 1988, ss. 477-484; ibrahim Tellioglu, Komnenoslarin
Karadeniz Hakimiyeti: Trabzon Rum Devleti, Trabzon 2009.
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WAS THE KINGDOM OF KOMNENOI IN
TRABZON A GREEK KINGDOM?

When the Crusaders besieged Constantinople during the Fourth Crusade,
many Roman nobles had left the city. Among them were Alexios and David
Komnenos. These children, who descended from a family that ruled the Roman
Empire [also known as the Byzantine Empire, though the Empire’s inhabitants
always thought of and referred to themselves as simply Romans] between 1081
and 1185, were taken to Georgia by their relatives to spare them from the threat
of elimination by the Crusaders. Queen Tamara, who was on the Georgian throne
then, was a relative of Alexios and David. Reasoning that Tamara would protect
them, the relatives of the children took the latter to the queen’s realm. On 12 April
1204, when the Crusaders captured Constantinople, great confusion ensued in the
Roman Empire. Taking advantage of this situation, Tamara placed an army under
the command of Alexios and David and helped them seize a portion of the Black
Sea coast from Trabzon to Karadeniz Ereglisi. Thus, the domination of the Black
Sea by the Komnenoi [plural for Komnenos, in Greek] began.

Atthe beginning of'the thirteenth century, most residents of Anatolia belonged
to the Orthodox creed. The groups that were not affiliated with the Roman Church
and that sought to live in line with the principles of their sects endeavoured to
preserve their authentic lifestyles. Records in Ottoman historical sources indicate
that these people, who were referred to as Rum [a name deriving from the Turkish
word for ‘Roman’, later used in reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the
Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey] Orthodox and who adopted the Greek
language, culturally differed from the Roman-Hellenic culture and belonged to
a different culture. Moreover, this differentiation of identity varied from region
to region. The people of the Black Sea Region had unique characteristics. In
the coastal parts of the region, particularly the centers of maritime trade, where
the Romans spread Christianity starting from the seventh century, colonists
that inhabited the region ever since the advent of the Milesians to the region
formed the majority. In the rural hinterland, different populations coming from
different ethnic backgrounds were in the majority. These people who did not
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speak Greek also differed from the colonists in terms of their lifestyle. However,
with the spread of Christianity in the region, these different groups came to be
increasingly unified in the melting pot that was Orthodoxy. The language of rite
became the most widespread language overall. In this manner, the names of these
ancient societies were forgotten, and their members increasingly assimilated into
the Rum-Orthodox identity while largely preserving their pre-Christian lifestyle.
A consequence of this was that the cultural differences between the coast and the
inner valley settlements continued.

When the Komnenoi came to dominate the Black Sea region, they arrived
with many family members accompanying the leaders. The indigenous people
of the region lived at the northeastern edge of the state, which was a location
where the political and cultural effects of the Roman Empire were least palpable.
While Orthodoxy was sustained in the region through religious institutions that
were established in certain locations under the Empire, there was an abyss in
terms of their cultures between a Rum living by the Black Sea or one inhabiting
a Western Anatolian town or, indeed, Constantinople [today’s Istanbul]. Indeed,
this differentiation was palpable between towns and cities within the region, too.
This was due to the persistence of pre-Christian cultural differences at the time.
Under the Komnenoi, there was a group of people who knew Greek as their
language of rite but whose mother tongue was Turkic. These were the Qipchaks.
The Qipchaks had arrived from Georgia and spread in the region, settling in the
valleys extending into Trabzon under the reign of the Komnenoi. According to
church records from Macka and the Solakli/Baltaci valley, a large part of the
people that were defined as Rum/Orthodox in the region were comprised of
these Qipchaks. Toponyms of places in Artvin, Rize and Trabzon indicate that
this group spread across a wide area, especially in the valleys. Following the
withdrawal of the Georgian army, the Komnenoi sought to sustain their state by
drawing military support from these Qipchaks. A telling sign of this relationship
is the fact that the children of King Alexios I, whose wife was a Qipchak, bore
Turkic names. Indeed, one of these children, Anna Anachoutlou (Anakutlu) rose
to the throne in 1341 and reigned for fifteen months.

The Rum Orthodox people, who were the remnants of the Komnenoi,
continued to live in the region after the Ottoman rule. In 1923, with proposals to
send them to Greece as part of the population exchange becoming a possibility,



TRABZON’DA KURULMUS KOMNENOS KRALLIGI 13
BIR YUNAN KRALLIGI MIYDI?

some of these people sent a petition to the Grand National Assembly of Turkey,
stating that they were Turks and did not wish to leave. People who spoke Greek
as their native tongue had differentiated to such an extent that even the ones
living in nearby districts spoke mutually unintelligible variants of the language.
The Greeks, instead, defined these peoples by the different dialects they spoke,
but when they migrated to Greece after the exchange, they had a language so
different from those of the Greeks that they could not communicate with the
people in Greece speaking the Greek language. Integration problems in Greece
affecting these people persist to this day.

SOURCES: Mehmet Bilgin, Dogu Karadeniz, Trabzon 2000; Bernt
Brendemoen, The Turkish Dialects of Trabzon, I, Oslo 2001; Anthony Bryer
“Rural Society in Matzouka”, Continuity and Change in Late Byzantine and
Early Ottoman Society (nsr. A. Bryer-H. Lowry), Washington 1986, ss. 53-
95; Salim Cohce, “Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesinin Tirklesmesinde Kipgaklar’in
Roli”, Birinci Tarih Boyunca Karadeniz Kongresi (Samsun 13-17 Ekim
1986) Bildirileri, Samsun 1988, ss. 477-484; ibrahim Tellioglu, Komnenoslarin
Karadeniz Hakimiyeti: Trabzon Rum Devleti, Trabzon 2009.
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Hayali Pontus Cumhuriyeti Afisi

Kaynak: https://www.reddit.com/r/imaginarymaps/comments/m0fgb6/the republic of
pontus_captures_sebasteia_poster, erisim tarihi: 10/1/2023



20. YUZYILIN BASINDA PONTUS RUM CUMHURIYETI
KURMA FiKRi NASIL DOGDU?

Nedim iPEK"

Devlet, bir toprak pargasi iizerinde bulunan toplumun olusturdugu siyasi
teskilatlanmadir. Tarihi siireg icerisinde bozkir, site, imparatorluk ve ulus devlet
olarak tanimlanan devletler kurulmustur. 16. yiizyildan itibaren ise ulus devlet
modeli yayginlasmistir. Ulus devletler burjuva, yapay ve milli devlet olmak
iizere baslica ii¢ bigimde teskil edilmistir. Batida burjuvazi 6nderliginde kurulan
ulus devletler Sanayi Inkilabr sonrasinda emperyalist bir karakter kazanmustir.
Bu devletler hizli sanayilesmenin neticesi olarak yasanan hammadde ve pazar
sorununu ¢6zmek amaciyla da yeni bir sark politikasi gelistirmiglerdir. Bu politika
cergevesinde Osmanli imparatorlugu dahilinde bulunan ve gayrimiislim niifusun
yogun olarak yasadigi Balkanlarda 1820- 1914 yillar1 arasinda ilk yapay ulus
devletler kurulmustur. Ayni1 politika I. Diinya Savasi ve sonrasinda Ortadogu ve
Anadolu’da da sahneye konmaya ¢alisilacaktir.

1820- 1914 yillar1 arasinda yasanan tecriibbeden anlasildigi kadariyla yapay
ulus devletler projelendirilirken her seyden 6nce devletin kurulacagi topraklarin
siirlart belirlenmistir. Buralara antik ¢aglarda kullanilan isimleri verilmis ve
bu bir sorun haline déniistiiriilmiistiir. Ote yandan kurucu toplumun cogunlugu
saglamasi icin ¢eteler kurularak tedhis/teror hareketi baslatilmig, diger unsurlar
goclriilmiis, direnenler ise katledilmistir. Son asamada da hami devlet bolgeye
midahale etmis ve siyasi teskilatlanma tamamlanmaistir.

Benzer projeler 1918 sonrasi Anadolu’da uygulamaya konulmustur. Sevr
Antlagsmasi’na gore Anadolu’da Ermenistan, Kiirdistan, Pontus adiyla devletlerin
kurulmasi projelendirilmistir. Pontus Devieti veya Cumhuriyeti bdyle bir projenin
uygulamaya konmasidir. Pontus projesi Yunanistan devlet adamlari, Patrikhane,

*  Profesor Doktor, Ondokuz Mayis Universitesi, Tarih Béliimii, nipek@omu.edu.tr
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Amasya ve Trabzon Metropolitleri gibi ¢esitli mahfiller tarafindan gelistirilmistir.
So6zde Pontus Devleti MO 3- MS 4. yiizyillar arasinda varlik gosteren Pontus
Kralligina atfen Sinop, Canik, Amasya, Karahisar, Trabzon, Glimiishane ve Rize
sancaklarini kapsayacaktir. S6z konusu bolgenin 1914 y1li verilerine gore toplam
niifusu 2,1 milyon kigidir. Bu niifusun yiizde 80’1 Tiirk, yilizde 15’1 Rum, yiizde
5’1 Ermeni, Katolik ve Protestan’dir. Bu bdlgede yiizde 15°lik niifusa istinaden
bir Rum devletinin kurulmasi planlanmistir. Planin hayata gecirilebilmesi i¢in
Rumlarm gogunlugu olusturmasi bir zorunluluktu. Bunun i¢in Harsit bolgesine
kadar olan saha Ruslar tarafindan isgal edilmistir. Isgal sahasindan daha batiya
yiizbinlerce Tiirk gd¢ etmistir. Isgal sonras1 Tiirk niifusu Oflular, Siirmeneliler,
Kafkasyalilar, Stavriyun seklinde ayristirilirken, gayrimiislimler tek unsur olarak
tanmimlanmaya ¢alisiimistir. Ote yandan Mondros Miitarekesi sonrasinda Pontus
devletini kurmak i¢in ayrica Rum ceteleri olusturulmustur. Bu ¢etelerin temel
gorevi tedhis yoluyla Tirkleri katletmek veya gdclirmektir. Gogmen dernekleri
ise Kafkasya ve Rusya’dan getirilen Rum kolonistleri bu sahaya yerlestirmistir.
Son agamada ise bdlgenin itilaf Devletleri’nin himayesindeki Yunan kuvvetleri
vasitastyla Izmir 6rneginde oldugu gibi isgal edilmesi planlanmustir.

KAYNAKLAR: Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, Serander
Yaymevi, Trabzon 2009; Hadiye Yilmaz, Arsiv Belgeleri Isiginda Pontus
Meselesi, ATAM, Ankara 2010; Karadeniz’de isyan, Miibadele ve
Propaganda, Yeditepe Yay. Istanbul 2019; Pontus Meselesi, Yay. Haz. Yilmaz
Kurt, TBMM Yayini, Ankara 1995.
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HOW WAS THE IDEA OF ESTABLISHING PONTIC GREEK
REPUBLIC BORN AT THE BEGINNING OF THE 20™
CENTURY?

The state is the political organization formed by the society on a piece of
land. In the historical process, states defined as steppe, city, empire and nation
state were established. Since the 16th century, the nation state model has become
widespread. Nation states were formed in three main forms: bourgeois, artificial
andnational states. Nation states established under the leadership ofthe bourgeoisie
in the West gained an imperialist character after the Industrial Revolution. These
states developed a new eastern policy in order to solve the raw material and
market problems experienced as a result of rapid industrialization. Within the
framework of this policy, the first artificial nation states were established between
1820 and 1914 in the Balkans, which was within the Ottoman Empire and where
the non-Muslim population lived densely. The same policy would be tried to be
implemented in the Middle East and Anatolia during and after World War 1.

As understood from the experience between 1820 and 1914, when artificial
nation states were being designed, first of all, the borders of the lands where
the state would be established were determined. These places were given names
used in ancient times and this turned into a problem. On the other hand, in order
for the founding society to gain the majority, gangs were formed and a terror
movement was initiated, other elements were displaced, and those who resisted
were massacred. In the last stage, the patron state intervened in the region and the
political organization was completed.

Similar projects were implemented in Anatolia after 1918. According
to the Treaty of Sevres, it was planned to establish states named Armenia,
Kurdistan and Pontus in Anatolia. The Pontic State, or the Republic of Pontus,
is the implementation of such a project. The Pontus project was developed by
Greek statesmen, and various organizations such as the Patriarchate, and the
Metropolitans of Amasya and Trabzon. The so-called Republic of Pontus would
cover the sanjaks of Sinop, Canik, Amasya, Karahisar, Trabzon, Giimiigshane
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and Rize, referring to the Kingdom of Pontus that existed between the 3rd-
4th centuries BCE. According to 1914 data, the total population of the region
in question was 2.1 million people. 80% of this population were Turkish, 15%
were Greek, and the remaining 5% were Armenian, Catholic and Protestant. It
was planned to establish a Greek state based on the 15% of the population in
this region. In order for the plan to be implemented, it was necessary for the
Greeks to form the majority. For this reason, the area up to the Harsit region was
occupied by the Russians. Hundreds of thousands of Turks migrated further west
from the occupation area. After the occupation, the Turkish population in the
region was described not as Turks but according to their hometowns, such as Oflu
(people from the town of Of), Siirmeneli (people from the town of Siirmene),
Caucasians and Stavriyun, while non-Muslims were defined as a unified element.
On the other hand, after the Armistice of Mudros, Greek gangs were formed to
establish a Pontic state. The main task of these gangs was to massacre Turks or
force them to migrate by terrorizing them. Immigrant associations settled Greek
colonists brought from the Caucasus and Russia in this area. In the final stage, it
was planned to occupy the region through the Greek forces under the protection
of the Allied Powers, as in the case of Izmir.

SOURCES: Baslangi¢tan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, Serander Yayinevi,
Trabzon 2009; Hadiye Yilmaz, Arsiv Belgeleri Isiginda Pontus Meselesi,
ATAM, Ankara 2010; Karadeniz’de isyan, Miibadele ve Propaganda,
Yeditepe Yay. istanbul 2019; Pontus Meselesi, Yay. Haz. Yilmaz Kurt, TBMM
Yayini, Ankara 1995.
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Karadenizli Rum bir aile

Kaynak: https://www.pontosworld.com/ erigim tarihi: 23/10/2022



DOGU KARADENIZ BOLGESINDE RUM NUFUS
COGUNLUKTA MIYDI?

Salim GOKCEN"

Osmanl1 Devleti demografik yapisi incelendiginde Gayrimiislim unsurlarin,

cografi yerlesim ve niifus dagilimi konusunda farkliliklar arz ettigi goriilecektir.
Bunlarm igerisinde Ortodoks Rumlar, daha ¢ok Bati Anadolu, Dogu Karadeniz
kiyilari, Marmara ve kiyilar ile Adalar’da azinlik olmak {izere dagilmislardi.

Tablo 1: Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nin 1914 Yili Osmanli Niifus Sayimina

Gore Durumu

Miisliiman

Rum

Ermeni

Diger

Toplam

TRABZON

[Trabzon, Ordu, Of, Akgaabat,
Tirebolu, Siirmene, Giresun,
Gorele, Vakfikebir, Macgka,
Rize (Rize, Pazar, Hopa),
Glimiighane (Giimiishane,
Siran, Torul, Kelkit)]

921.128

161.574

38.899

1.346

1.122.947

CANIK
[Samsun, Unye, Bafra, Fatsa,

Carsamba, Terme]

265.950

98.739

27.319

1.294

393.302

TOPLAM

1.187.078

260.313

66.218

2.640

1.516.249

Osmanli Devleti’nin 1914 yilinda yapmis oldugu niifus sayimina gore;

Trabzon vilayetinin toplam niifusu icerisinde Rum niifusu Miisliiman niifusun

ancak yilizde 18’1 kadardir. Yine ayni sekilde Osmanli resmi istatistiklerine

*  Profesor Doktor, Erzincan Binali Yildirim Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, sgokcen@erzincan.edu.tr
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gore Canik Mutasarrifliginin toplam niifusu igerisinde Rum niifusu, Miisliiman
niifusun ancak yiizde 37’si kadardir.

Anadolu’da yagayan Rum niifusu ile ilgili resmi Osmanl istatistikleri disinda
Fransiz Disisleri Bakanlig1 tarafindan yayimlanan, “Documents Diplomatiques”
(Sar1 Kitap) ve bu ¢aligmanin referans aldig1 Vital Cuinet’nin eseri de dikkat
ceken Batili kaynaklardir. Bu ¢alismalarda ileri stiriilen niifus oranlari, 1919°da
Cartes Graphiques’te de yayimlanmistir. Cuinet’ye gore; “Rumlar, ¢cogunlukta
olduklarimi iddia ettikleri vilayet ve sancaklarda en fazla yiizde 18,4 orani ile
Trabzon’da bulunmaktadirlar”. Verilen bu oran, vilayet niifusunun beste birini
dahi meydana getirmemektedir. Bununla birlikte ABD tarafindan gorevlendirilen
“King-Crane Komisyonu”, 28 Agustos 1919’da hazirladig1 bir raporda, “Dogu
Karadeniz Bolgesi'nde yasayan Rumlarin sayisint 200 bin olarak” vermistir.
Documents Diplomatiques de daha 6nce Osmanli Devleti tarafindan yapilan
resmi niifus sayimlarina atif yaparak, Trabzon’da yasayan Rum niifusun 193 bin
oldugunu kaydetmektedir. Yine ayni kaynaga gore, niifus miibadelesi sirasinda,
Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nden, 100 bin kadar Rum’un Yunanistan’a go¢ ettigi
ifade edilmektedir. Yerli ve yabanci kaynaklar g6z 6niinde bulunduruldugunda
goriilmektedir ki, Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde Rum niifusu azinlik durumundadir.

KAYNAKLAR: Cartes Graphiques Montrant la Proportion des
Differants Elements en Roumelie et en Anatolia, Istanbul 1919; Cuinet, Vital,
La Turquie d’Asie, [-1V, Paris 1890-1894; Kemal Karpat, Osmanh Niifusu
(1830-1914), (cev. Bahar Tirnake1), Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yay., istanbul 2003; Livre
Jaune-Documents Diplomatiques (1893-1897), Paris 1897; Justin McCarthy,
Miisliimanlar ve Azinhklar, Inkilap Yay. istanbul 1998.



22 SALIM GOKCEN

WAS THE GREEK POPULATION IN THE MAJORITY
IN THE EASTERN BLACK SEA REGION?

The demographic structure of the Ottoman Empire demonstrates that the
non-Muslim people of the Empire differ in terms of geographical settlement and
population distribution throughout the country. Among these, Orthodox Greeks
were dispersed as a minority, mostly in Western Anatolia, the Eastern Black Sea
coast, Marmara and its coasts and the Islands.

Table 1: Demographics of the FEastern Black Sea Region
according to the 1914 Ottoman Population Census

Muslim Greek | Armenian | Others Total

TRABZON

[Trabzon, Ordu, Of,
Akcaabat, Tirebolu,
Siirmene, Giresun, Gorele,
Vakfikebir, Magka, Rize
(Rize, Pazar, Hopa),

921,128 | 161,574 | 38,899 1,346 | 1,122,947

Guimiishane (Giimiishane,
Siran, Torul, Kelkit)]

CANIK

[Samsun, Unye, Bafra, 265,950 | 98,739 27,319 1,294 | 393,302
Fatsa, Carsamba, Terme]

TOTAL 1,187,078 | 260,313 | 66,218 2,640 | 1,516,249

According to the official census conducted by the Ottoman state in 1914,
the Greek population of Trabzon province was 18% of the Muslim population.
Likewise, in Canik Governorate, the Greek population was 37% of the Muslim
population.

Apart from the official Ottoman statistics regarding the Greek population
living in Anatolia, Documents Diplomatiques (“The Yellow Book™) published by
the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs, as well as the work of Vital Cuinet, are
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both noteworthy Western sources. The population rates suggested in these studies
were also published in Cartes Graphiques in 1919. According to Cuinet; “The
highest rate of Greek population in the provinces and sanjaks where they claim to
be the majority is 18,4% in Trabzon.” This rate does not even constitute one-fifth
of the province’s population. Besides, the “King-Crane Report” commissioned
by the USA, prepared on 28 August 1919, gave the number of Greeks living
in the entire Eastern Black Sea Region as 200,000. Documents Diplomatiques
also records the number of the Greek population living in Trabzon in the time as
193,000, referring to the official censuses previously conducted by the Ottoman
Empire. According to the same source, it is stated that approximately 100,000
Greeks from the Eastern Black Sea Region migrated to Greece during the
population exchange. Turkish and Western sources, clearly demonstrate that the
Greek population lived as a minority in the Eastern Black Sea Region.

SOURCES: Cartes Graphiques Montrant la Proportion des Differants
Elements en Roumelie et en Anatolia, Istanbul 1919; Cuinet, Vital, La
Turquie d’Asie, [-1V, Paris 1890-1894; Kemal Karpat, Osmanh Niifusu (1830-
1914), (¢ev. Bahar Tirnakgr), Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yay., Istanbul 2003; Livre
Jaune-Documents Diplomatiques (1893-1897), Paris 1897; Justin McCarthy,
Miisliimanlar ve Azinhklar, Inkilap Yay. istanbul 1998.
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Ozgiirliik Savascilar olarak adlandirilan Pontuscu ¢eteciler

Kaynak: Pontosworld.com, Erigim Tarihi: 30/07/2023



RUMLAR NEDEN VE NASIL CETELESTI?

Merve DOGAN"

Osmanli Devleti’nin kurulusundan beri Rumlar, Karadeniz Bdolgesi’nde
Miisliman halkla baris i¢inde yasamaktayken, Yunanistan’in propaganda
faaliyetleri sebebiyle XIX. yiizyllda Yunan ulusuna aidiyet duygusunu
benimsemeye baslamislardir. Rumlar arasinda ayriliker fikirlerin yerlestirilmesi
ilk olarak Tanzimat Fermani’ndan sonra Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde bir “Rum-
Pontus Devleti” kurulmas: fikriyle baslamistir. Yilzyilin sonunda Rumlar,
Karadeniz’de niifusun beste birini olusturmalarina ragmen, serbest sekilde
ticaret yapabildiklerinden, ekonomik anlamdaki egemenlikleri siyasi istekleri
dogurmustur. Bu istek dogrultusunda silahli eyleme ge¢cme fikri ise yine bolgedeki
Rum halkin degil, II. Mesrutiyet’in ilanindan sonra Patrikhane ve din adamlarinin
liderliginde gerceklesmistir. Bu duruma orenk teskil eden ilk 6rneklerden biri
1908’de Amasya Metropolitligine getirilen Germanos Karavanghelis’in bolgede
hi¢bir huzursuzluk yokken Samsun’a bagli Kadikdy Mahallesi genclerinden ilk
silahli Rum teskilatin1 kurmasidir. Rumlar, 1. Balkan Savasi’mi firsat bilerek
Osmanli ordularindan firar etmis, evlerine de donemedikleri i¢in kendi kdyleri
civarinda dolasarak ilk ¢eteleri olusturmuslardir.

Rumlarinayrilikgifikirleribenimsemesinde Patrikhane ve Yunanistan’dan
baska Rusya da 6nemli bir aktoér olmustur. Rusya 6zellikle Balkan Savasi sirasinda
Rumlar iizerinde propaganda faaliyetlerinde bulunmustur. Bir baska biiyiik giic ise
Amerika Birlesik Devletleri misyonerleridir. Yunan isyanindan itibaren Amerikali
misyonerler araciligryla Rumlar, bolgede ¢ok sayida gayrimiislim okulu agmig
ve bu okullari ¢ete teskilat merkezlerine doniistiirmiislerdir. I. Diinya Savasi ise
Rumlarin cetecilik faaliyetlerinde doniim noktasi olmustur. 1915°te ordudan firar
ederek silahli gruplar olusturan Rumlar, 1916’da Ruslar ile Rus ordusunun kolay

*  Doktor, Biruni Universitesi, Atatiirk ilkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi Béliimii, mkader@biruni.edu.tr
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ilerleyebilmesi icin ¢ete teskilati yapmalari, Osmanli ordularini cephe gerisinde
tehdit etmeleri, ilerleyen Rus ordulari ile girdikleri kdy ve kasabalardaki
Miisliimanlar1 katletmeleri ve isyan ¢ikarmalari konusunda anlagmislardir. Rum
ahalinin cetelere katiliminin saglanmasi i¢in ise din adamlarinin yardimlariyla
koyler dolasilmigtir. Rusya 1917°de savastan ¢ekilmigse de Rumlar sivil
Miisliiman halka yonelik katliamlar ile ¢etecilik faaliyetlerini siirdiirmiislerdir.

Mondros Ateskesi’nden sonra ise Rumlar o6zellikle Yunanistan ve
Ingiltere’den destek almustir. 1919°da Ingilizlerin Samsun ve Merzifon’u
isgaliyle de bolgedeki ayrilik¢t Rumlar i¢in daha elverisli bir zemin olugmustur.
Yunanistan’dan Rumlarin askeri egitimi i¢in gonderilen subaylara ilaveten,
bolgeye gelen Ingiliz kontrol subaylarmin raporlarindan anlasildig: iizere, Ingiliz
yetkilileri de Rum g¢eteleri teskilatlandirmistir. Ne var ki Pontus¢u Rumlar bu
faaliyetlerle yetinmemis, bolgenin ¢ok daha fazla bir boliimiiniin Itilaf Devletleri
tarafindan isgal edilmesini ve Pontus Devleti’nin kurulmasini saglamak igin
ceteciligi etkin bir silah olarak kullanmistir. Pontuscu ¢eteciler kalabalik gruplar
halinde Miisliiman yerlesimlerine saldirarak Milli Miicadele donemi boyunca
toplu katliamlarini siirdiirmislerdir. Bu donemde Rum ¢etelerin sayilar: 25.000’e
ulagmustir.

KAYNAKLAR: Mesut Capa, Pontus Meselesi, Trabzon ve Giresun’da
Milli Miicadele, Tiirk Kiiltiiriinii Arastirma Enstitiisii Yayinlari, Ankara 1993;
Merve Dogan Kader, Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde Cetecilik Faaliyetleri (1914-
1922), Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara 2023; Onder Duman, Emperyal Bir
Ara¢ Olarak Rum-Pontus Sorunu (1908-1918), Berikan Yayinevi, Ankara
2017; Stefanos Yerasimos, “Pontus Meselesi (1912-1923)”, Toplum ve Bilim, S
43/44, Ankara 1989, ss.33-76; Hadiye Yilmaz, Arsiv Belgeleri Isiginda Pontus
Meselesi, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara 2010.
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WHY AND HOW DID THE RUMS FORM GANGS?

From the foundation of the Ottoman Empire to the nineteenth century,
the Rums [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in
reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican
Turkey] had been living in peace with the Muslim population in the Black Sea
Region. It was in the nineteenth century that they began to feel they belonged
to the Greek nation due to the propaganda of Greece. Separatist ideas and the
projects of establishing a “Greek-Pontus State” in the Eastern Black Sea Region
began to take root among the Rums in the aftermath of the Tanzimat Edict of
1839. At the end of the century, the Rums came to push forward certain political
demands. Though they formed only one-fifth of the region’s population, they
dominated the economy as a result of their ability to trade freely. The idea of
taking up arms came not from the Rum residents of the region but burgeoned
under the leadership of the Patriarchate and clerics at the onset of the Second
Constitutional Period (1908-1918). An example of this was the formation of the
first Greek armed group among the Rum youth of the Kadikdy district of Samsun
by Germanos Karavangelis, who was appointed as the Metropolitan Bishop of
Amasya in 1908. Many Rums deserted the Ottoman Army in the First World
War, and unable to return home, they formed the first gangs wandering around
their villages.

Apart from the Patriarchate and Greece, Russia also played an important role
in popularizing separatist ideas among the Rums. Russia carried out propaganda
on Rums, especially during the Balkan War. Another great power was the United
States, from where a large number of missionaries arrived in the region. Following
the Greek revolt (1821-1829), Rums were able to establish a large number of non-
Muslim schools in the region through the work of American missionaries and
transformed these schools into centers for organizing gangs. The First World War
was the turning point in the gang activities of the Rums. The Rums who deserted
from the army in 1915 and formed armed groups, agreed with the Russians in
1916 to organize gangs to facilitate the advance of the Russian units, to threaten
the Ottoman armies behind the front lines, to massacre Muslims in the villages
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and towns they entered with the advancing Russian troops, and to start riots. To
ensure the participation of the Rum population in the gangs, members of the latter
toured the villages with the help of clergymen. Although Russia quit the war in
1917, the Rums continued their massacres against the civilian Muslim population
and persisted with their gang activities.

After the Armistice of Mudros, the Rums received support, especially
from Greece and Britain. The British occupation of Samsun and Merzifon in
1919 constituted a more favorable environment for the separatist Rums to operate
in the region. In addition to the officers sent from Greece for the military training
of the Rums, the British authorities also organized Greek gangs, as evidenced by
the reports of the British control officers who came to the region. However, the
Pontic separatist Rums did not limit themselves to these activities and used their
gang activities as an effective weapon to ensure that the Allies would invade a
much larger portion of the region, and the Pontic State would be established as a
result. The Pontic separatist gangs continued to attack Muslim settlements in large
groups and commit mass massacres throughout the Turkish War of Independence
(1919-23), with the number of individuals active in the Rum gangs at the time
rising to 25.000.

SOURCES: Mesut Capa, Pontus Meselesi, Trabzon ve Giresun’da Milli
Miicadele, Tiirk Kiiltiiriinii Arastirma Enstitlisii Yayinlari, Ankara 1993; Merve
Dogan Kader, Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde Cetecilik Faaliyetleri (1914-1922),
Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara 2023; Onder Duman, Emperyal Bir Arac
Olarak Rum-Pontus Sorunu (1908-1918), Berikan Yayinevi, Ankara 2017,
Stefanos Yerasimos, “Pontus Meselesi (1912-1923)”, Toplum ve Bilim, S
43/44, Ankara 1989, ss.33-76; Hadiye Yilmaz, Arsiv Belgeleri Isiginda Pontus
Meselesi, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara 2010.
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Trabzon Vilayeti
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MIiLLi MUCADELE DONEMINDE CANiK
SANCAGINDAKI PONTUSCU FAALIiYETLER NELERDi?

Nuri YAZICI®

1892 yili itibariyle Samsun, Bafra, Carsamba, Unye, Terme ve Fatsa
kazalarindan olusan Canik sancagi Osmanli Devleti’nin Karadeniz Bolgesi’ndeki
idari birimlerinden birini teskil etmekteydi. 1831 ilk niifus sayimia gore
Canik Sancagi’nda 40.935 Miisliman’a karsilik 14.808 Ermeni ve Rum niifus
bulunmaktaydi. 20. ylizyilin basinda yapilan 1906 sayimlarina goére sancagin
Miisliiman niifusu 252.957, Rum niifusu ise 91.218 kisi idi. Pontusgu Rumlarin
Mondros Miitarekesi’nden sonra hiz kazanan siyasal cografya yaratma politikalar
ve niifus ¢ogunlugu iddialar1 Canik Sancagi’nda da goriildii. 1919 yilinda
yapilan Paris Barig Konferansi’nda dénemin Yunan Basbakani Venizelos, Fener
Patrikhanesi’nin 1912 y1li istatistiklerine dayanarak Pontus olarak adlandirdiklar
bolgedeki Rumlarm niifusunun 477.828 oldugunu iddia etti. Ote yandan yine Fener
Patrikhanesi’nin istatistiklerine dayanan Leon Maccas ise 233.454 Miisliiman,
136.087 Grek (Rum) ve 22.585 Ermeni olmak iizere Canik Sancagi’nin toplam
niifusunun 392.126 oldugunu bildirdi. Canik’in niifus durumunu gosteren N.
Botzaris’in eserinde de ayni rakamlar verildi. Ne var ki verilen bu rakamlara
ragmen D. Economides gibi Pontuscu iddialar1 dogrulamak isteyenlerin amaci
Misliiman cogunlugu parcalamak idi. Bu maksatla Economides I. Diinya
Savasi’'ndan 6nce Pontus niifusunun 700.000 oldugunu ileri siirerek gergekte
Miisliimanlarin ¢ok oldugunu fakat onlar1 Tiirk saymanin dogru olmadigini,
tehdit ve zorlamayla Islam olan Rumlar olduklarini iddia etti.

Pontusgularin baslica faaliyetlerinden biri de bdlgeye Rum muhacirlerin
yerlestirmesi oldu. Mondros Miiterekesi’nden sonra go¢ ve iskan faaliyetine
hiz verilerek yeni Rum mahalleleri teskil edildi. Tim bu faaliyetler yeni

*  Doktor, Bahcesehir Universitesi, Atatiirk Ilkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi Béliimii, nuri.yazici@bau.
edu.tr
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kurulan Pontusgu cemiyetlerle desteklendi. Ornegin Samsun’da Rum Mubhacirin
Cemiyeti, Pontos [dman Kuliibii, Irfanperverler Kuliibii, Miidafaa-i Mesruta ve
Kordos adiyla pek ¢ok cemiyet kuruldu. Ayni1 zamanda silahli terdr olaylariyla
bolge Miisliimanlarinin canlarina ve mallarina zarar vermek maksadiyla bolgede
Rum ¢eteler teskil edildi. Amag, Tiirklerin dehsete diistiriilerek mukavemetlerini
kirmak ve gog etmelerini saglamakti. Ayrica ¢ikarilan olaylarla bir asayis meselesi
yaratilarak Itilaf Devletleri’nin bélgeye asker ¢ikarmasi ve akabinde Rumlardan
miitesekkil yerel idarelerin kurulmasi hedefleniyordu. Heniiz 13 Aralik 1918’de
9. Ordu Kumandani1 Yakup Sevki Paga’nin Harbiye Nezareti’ne gonderdigi bir
telgrafta Canik bolgesinde getecilik olaylarmin arttigi, bunlarin bir kismimnin
Rumlar tarafindan icra edildigi ve maksadin siyasi bir mesele yaratmak oldugu
belirtilmisti. Pontus¢u ¢etelerin hareket merkezi Bafra, Samsun, Alacam ve
Kavak mintikalarina hakim bir mevkide bulunan Nebiyan Dagi oldu. Carsamba
ve Terme mintikasinda ise Pontusgu ceteler ilimdag1 ve Cengeris ormanlarinda
yogunlasti. Miisliiman kdylere saldiran ¢eteciler kdyliilerin mallarii gasp etmek
ve koyleri yakmakla birlikte ahaliyi katliam etmeye basladi. Samsun, Bafra,
Alagam, Terme ve Unye’de yasanan getecilik olaylari nedeniyle 1922 yilina kadar
cok sayida kadm, erkek, ¢ocuk Miisliiman koylii yaralandi ve hayatini kaybetti.

Canik sancagindaki Pontus¢u faaliyetlere karsi Tiirk halki Oncelikle
teskilatlanarak tepkisini gosterdi. Kurulan milli cemiyetler Mustafa Kemal
Pasa’nin Samsun’a gelisinden sonra Miidafaa-i Hukuk Cemiyeti catisi altinda
birleserek Pontusgu c¢etecilere karsi teskilatli miicadele verilmesi saglandi.
Nihayet Milli Miicadele’nin basartyla sonuglandirilmasiyla Pontus Hiikiimeti
hayali de sona ererek tarihe bir sekavet hadisesi olarak gecti.

KAYNAKLAR: Léon Maccas, L’Hellénisme De L’Asie-Mineure, Paris
1919; N. Botzaris, Les Hellenes et L’Asie-Mineure, (Cev.: Léon Maccas),
Paris 1919; D. Economides, The Pontos and the Right Claims of its Greek
Population, Constantinople 1920; Pontus Meselesi, Ankara 1338; Nuri Yazici,
Milli Miicadelede (Canik Sancaginda) Pontuscu Faaliyetler (1918-1922),
Ankara Universitesi Basimevi, 1989.
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WHAT WERE PONTIC SEPARATIST ACTIVITIES IN THE
PROVINCE OF CANIK DURING THE TURKISH WAR OF
INDEPENDENCE

As of 1892, the Province [sancak] of Canik, consisting of Samsun, Bafra,
Carsamba, Unye, Terme and Fatsa, was an administrative unit of the Ottoman
Empire in the Black Sea Region. According to the first census in the region, which
took place in 1831, there were 14,808 Armenians and Rums [a name deriving
from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in reference to Greek speakers
who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey]| in the province of
Canik compared to 40,935 Muslims. According to the 1906 census, the Muslim
population of the province was 252,957, whereas the Rum population was
91,218. The Pontic separatist Rums’ policies of drafting a new political landscape
and claims of forming the demographic majority found reflections in the Canik
province as well. In 1919, at the Paris Peace Conference, the then Greek Prime
Minister Venizelos claimed that the population of the Rum in the region to which
they referred to as Pontus was 477,828, based on the statistics of the Patriarchate
of Fener (also known as the Patriarchate of Constantinople) in 1912. On the other
hand, Leon Maccas, also basing his estimate on the statistics of the Patriarchate,
reported that the total population of Canik was 392,126, including 233,454
Muslims, 136,087 Rums and 22,585 Armenians. The same figures are provided
in N. Botzaris’s work on the demographic structure of Canik. However, despite
these figures, the aim of those like D. Economides, who wanted to substantiate
the Pontic separatist claims, was to fragment the Muslim majority. To this end,
Economides claimed that the population of Pontus was 700,000 before the First
World War. Admitting that the Muslims were the majority, Economides argued
that it was not correct to consider them as Turks; they were Rums who converted
to Islam through threats and coercion.

One of the main activities of the Pontic separatists was the settlement of Rum
immigrants in the region. After the Armistice of Mudros in 1918, immigration and
settlement movements gained pace as new Rum neighborhoods were established.
All these activities were supported by newly established Pontic separatist
organizations. For example, many societies were established in Samsun under
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the names of the Rum Migrants’ Society, the Pontus Sports Club, the Education
Club, The Legitimate Defence Society and the Kodros. At the same time, Rum
gangs were organized in the region with the aim of harming the lives and property
of the Muslims of the region through armed terror. The aim was to terrorize the
Turks, break their resistance and force them to migrate. Another goal was to
cause a public order problem by creating incidents, thereby forcing the Allies to
send troops to the region and then establish local administrations composed of
Rums. Already on December 13, 1918, the Commander of the 9th Army, Yakup
Sevki Pasha, sent a telegram to the Ministry of War, stating that gang incidents
had increased in the Canik region, that some of these were perpetrated by Rums
and that the aim was to engender a political issue. The center of action of the
Pontic separatist gangs was Mount Nebiyan, which was located in a position
dominating the Bafra, Samsun, Alagam and Kavak districts. In the Carsamba
and Terme districts, Pontic separatist gangs were concentrated in the Ilimdagi
and Cengeris forests. The gangs attacked Muslim villages and began to massacre
the inhabitants, along with seizing their property and burning down villages.
Until 1922, many Muslim villagers, men, women and children, were subjected
to violence and lost their lives due to gang violence in Samsun, Bafra, Alagam,
Terme and Unye.

The Turkish people reacted to the Pontic separatist activities in the
province of Canik by organizing themselves, first and foremost. After Mustafa
Kemal Pasha’s arrival in Samsun, the national associations were united under
the umbrella of the Association of the Defence of Rights [Miidafaa-i Hukuk
Cemiyeti], and an organized struggle against the Pontic gangs ensued. Finally,
with the successful conclusion of the Turkish War of Independence, the dreams
of a Pontic Government came to an end and went down in history as an incident
of brigandage.

SOURCES: Léon Maccas, L’Hellénisme De L’Asie-Mineure, Paris 1919;
N. Botzaris, Les Hellenes et L.’ Asie-Mineure, (Cev.: Léon Maccas), Paris 1919;
D. Economides, The Pontos And The Right Claims of Its Greek Popunlation,
Constantinople 1920; Pontus Meselesi, Ankara 1338; Nuri Yazici, Milli
Miicadelede (Canik Sancaginda) Pontuscu Faaliyetler (1918-1922), Ankara
Universitesi Basimevi, 1989.
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AMASYA MINTIKASINDA PONTUSCULAR NE TUR
FAALIYETLERDE BULUNDULAR?

Turgut iLERI"

Cografi konum itibar1 ile Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi’'nde yer alan Amasya,
milattan 6nceki yillardan beri 6nemli bir merkez olmustur. Amasya’nin tarihsel
onemi, Osmanli Devleti’nin son zamanlarinda ve 1. Diinya Savasi ve sonrasinda
baslatilan Milli Miicadele doneminde de devam etmistir. Pont, Pontus, Pontus
Cumbhuriyeti veya Pontus Krallig1 seklindeki adlandirmalari, Karadeniz
Bolgesi’nde bir¢ok sehir ve kazay1 igine alan genis bir bolge igin kullanilmigsa da
bunun yaninda Amasya merkezli bir mintikay1 tanimlamak {izere de kullanildig1
goriiliir.

Amasya’nin tarihi Pontus Kralligi’nin merkezi olarak bilinmesi veya kabul
gdrmesi durumu, bu vilayete tiim zamanlarda muhataplarimin ilgisini artirmstir.
Bunun sonucu olarak 19. yiizyil sonlarindan itibaren Pontus Devleti’ni yeniden
kurmaya yonelik adimlar ve faaliyetler yogunluk kazanmistir. Amasya ve
havalisindeki Pontusgu faaliyetler, 20. ylizyil baglarinda da devam etmistir. Bu
konuda bilgi veren kaynaklar, ilk Pontuscu drgiitlenmelerin Amasya’nin Merzifon
kazasinda basladigin1 gostermektedir. Eldeki belgelere gore Pontus orgiitiintin
ilk kuruldugu yer Merzifon’dur. Burada bulunan Amerikan Koleji’nde yapilan
aramada, 1904 tarihli Pontus Cemiyeti tiizligii ele gecirilmistir. Tiiziikten bagka,
resmi miihiir, bayrak, arma, silahlar, eski Pontus madalyalari, kasa, defter, Pontus
Dergisi, Pontuscu ¢etelerin fotograflari, miizik notalar1 ve marslardan olusan
dokumanlar bulunmustur. Okulun temel politikasi, takip edilen ders programlar
ve okutulan kitaplarla 6grencilere hiirriyet fikirlerini asilamak ve milli suuru
uyandirmaktir. Diger bir ifade ile okul, azinlik genclerini fikren ve zihnen
Osmanli Devleti aleyhine yonlendirmeye, devlete isyan etmeye ve Pontusguluk
hayallerini 6zellikle Rum dgrencilerin kafasina yerlestiremeye odaklanmistir.

*  Dogent Doktor, Amasya Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, turgut.ileri @amasya.edu.tr
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Kolejin bu yonlii ¢aligmalari, bolgedeki potansiyel Pontuscu faaliyetlere
temel olusturmustur. Nitekim sonraki yillarda Samsun Sancagi dahil olmak
iizere Amasya ve havalisinde Rum eskiyalarim Tiirk koylerini basarak
halki katlettiklerine iligkin olaylar meclis giindemine tagmmistir. Meclis’in
18.5.1338/1922 tarihli oturumunda Amasya ve Tokat mintikasinda, Rum
eskiyalarin 5-6 seneden beri yaptiklart mezalimler giindeme getirilmistir. Bu
kapsamda eskiyalarin rastladiklar1 koylerde kadinlari katlettikleri, mallarina
zarar verdikleri, geride kalan yaslilarin ve sag kalan kadinlarin ise ellerinde kalan
5-10 adet hayvaninin emniyetini temin edemediklerine iliskin haberlerin geldigi
belirtilerek, Rumlarin bdlgedeki bozguncu hareketlerine dikkat ¢ekilmistir. S6z
konusu oldiirme ve katletme olaylarmin kaziklamak, agaca asmak, yakmak ve
tirlii iskenceler yapmak seklinde oldugu; oldiiriilenlerin cesetlerinin toprak
iizerinde ciirimeye birakildigi, bir kisminin 1rmaga atildigi yolundaki bilgiler
meclisin gizli oturumunda dile getirilmistir. Ayrica Merkez Ordusu komutani
olarak atanan Nurettin Pasa’nin Miidafaa-1 Milliye Vekaletine gonderdigi sifreli
raporlardan, diger bilgi ve belgelerden yorede 1919-1922 yillarinda ciddi sorunlar
yasandig1 anlasilmaktadir.

KAYNAKLAR: Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin Efendi, Amasya Tarihi,
Yay. Haz. Mesut Aydin- Giiler Aydin, C 1, Amasya 2007; Yusuf Gedikli,
Pontus Meselesi, Iz Yaymcilik, Istanbul 2008; Y1ilmaz Kurt, Pontus Meselesi,
TBMM Kiiltiir, Sanat ve Yayin Kurulu Yayinlari, Ankara 1995; Giilbadi Alan,
Merzifon Amerikan Koleji ve Anadolu’daki Etkileri, Doktora Tezi, Erciyes
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii 2002; ilknur Polat Haydaroglu, Osmanh
imparatorlugu’nda Yabana Okullar, Kiiltir Bakanligi Yaymnlari, Istanbul
1990; Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi Zabit Ceridesi, C 13, Devre 1, 98. Ictima,
s. 229.



AMASYA MINTIKASINDA PONTUSCULAR NE TUR FAALIYETLERDE 37
BULUNDULAR?

WHAT KIND OF ACTIVITIES DID PONTICISTS
ENGAGE IN THE AMASYA REGION?

Amasya, located in the Central Black Sea Region, has been an important
center for thousands of years due to its geographical location. The historical
importance of Amasya prevailed in the last days of the Ottoman Empire and
during World War I and the consequent National Struggle. At the time, the names
Pont, Pontus, Pontus Republic or Pontus Kingdom were used for a wide region
including many cities and towns in the Black Sea Region. They were also used to
describe a region centered in Amasya.

The fact that Amasya was known or accepted as the center of the historical
Pontus Kingdom has always increased the interest of its interlocutors in this
province. As a result, steps and activities aimed at re-establishing the Pontus
State intensified by the late 19th century. Pontic activities in Amasya and its
surroundings continued in the early 20th century. Sources providing information
on this subject show that the Pontus organizations initially started in the Merzifon
district of Amasya. According to the available documents, the place where the
Pontus organization was first established was Merzifon. Pontus Society charter
dated 1904 was found at the American College in Merzifon. Apart from the
statute, documents including official seals, flags, coats of arms, weapons, old
Pontus medals, safes, notebooks, Pontus Magazine, photographs of Pontic gangs,
musical notes and anthems were accompanied the charter. The basic policy of
the school is to instill ideas of freedom and awaken national consciousness in
students through the curriculum followed and the books taught. In other words,
the school focused on directing minority youth against the Ottoman Empire,
intellectually and mentally, and having them rebel against the state by instilling
Pontus dreams, especially in the minds of Greek students.

These studies of the college formed the basis for potential Pontic activities
in the region. As a matter of fact, in the following years, the events of Greek
bandits raiding Turkish villages and massacring the people in Amasya and its
surroundings, including Samsun Sanjak, were brought to the agenda of the
parliament. In the session of the Parliament dated 18.5.1338/1922, the atrocities
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committed by Greek bandits in the Amasya and Tokat regions in the previous
5 to 6 years were brought forward. In this context, it was stated that there were
reports that bandits massacred women in the villages, damaged their property,
and that the elderly and surviving women could not ensure the safety of the 5-10
animals they had left behind, and attention was drawn to the subversive actions of
the Greeks in the region. The killings and massacres in question were in the form
of staking, hanging from a tree, burning and through other means of tortures.
That the bodies of those killed were left to rot on the ground or thrown into the
river was also expressed in the secret session of the parliament. In addition, it is
understood from the encrypted reports and other information and documents sent
by Nurettin Pasha, who was appointed as the commander of the Central Army,
to the Ministry of National Defense that there were serious problems of the same
kind in the region in 1919-1922.

SOURCES: Abdizade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin Efendi, Amasya Tarihi, Ed.
Mesut Aydin-Giiler Aydin, C 1, Amasya 2007; Yusuf Gedikli, Pontus Meselesi,
Iz Yaymcilik, Istanbul 2008; Yilmaz Kurt, Pontus Meselesi, TBMM Kiiltiir,
Sanat ve Yayin Kurulu Yaymlari, Ankara 1995; Giilbadi Alan, Merzifon
Amerikan Koleji ve Anadolu’daki Etkileri, Doctoral Dissertation, Erciyes
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii 2002; {lknur Polat Haydaroglu, Osmanh
Imparatorlugu’nda Yabanai Okullar, Kiiltir Bakanligi Yayinlari, Istanbul
1990; Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi Zabit Ceridesi, C 13, Devre 1, 98. I¢tima,
p. 229.
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GIRESUNLU OSMAN AGA PONTUSCU CETELERE KARSI
NE TUR FAALIYETLERDE BULUNDU?

Siileyman BEYOGLU"

Giresunlu Osman Aga, diizenli egitim gdrmemesine ragmen zeki, azimli
ve lider nitelikli kisiligi ile dikkat ¢ekmistir. Varlikli bir aileye sahip olan
Osman Aga, askerlik bedeli 6dendigi halde goniilli miifrezesi kurarak Balkan
muharebelerine katilmig, bir sarapnel par¢asinin dizine isabet etmesi sonucu sakat
kalarak “topal” unvanini almistir. I. Diinya Savasi’na kadar ticaretle ilgilenen
Giresunlu Osman Aga, savasin basinda topladigr 700-800 goniilliiyle Teskilati
Mahsusa alayma katilarak Batum bolgesinde Ruslara karsi savasmustir. 1916°da
Giresun’a donerek Rumlarin Tiirkler aleyhine bolgede bir harekata girismelerine
engel olmaya yonelik faaliyetlerde bulunmus ve Kafkasya’dan Giresun’a asker
icin silah ve techizat getirmekle ugrasmistir. Mondros Miitarekesi’nden sonra
Giresun’a donen Osman Aga’nin savas boyunca yaptigi hizmetlerden dolay1 sehir
halki nazarinda sayginlig1 daha da artmis ve ahali tarafindan torenle karsilanmistir.
Giresun Belediye Bagkani Dizdarzade Esref Bey’in istifasindan sonra Belediye
Bagkan1 olmus ve ayni zamanda Giresun Miidafaa-i Hukuk Cemiyeti’nin de basina
gecmistir. Sehir halkiyla birlikte isgallere kars1 durmaya ¢alisgan Osman Aga bu
giinlerde Pontusgularin da en ¢ekindigi isim olmustur. Ne var ki tehcir yargilamalari
kapsaminda Istanbul’a getirilmek istenmesi iizerine Giresun’u terk ederek daga
cikmis ve etrafina toplanan adamlariyla bundan sonra da Rum ¢eteciler ile miicadele
etmigtir. Pontusgu ¢etecilerin artan gasp, adam kagirma ve koy baskinlari lizerine
Giresun halki Osman Aga’dan yardim istemeye baslamistir. 7 Temmuz 1919°da
tehcir davasindan affedilmesi lizerine yeniden Giresun’a donen Osman Aga’ya
Rumlar tarafindan suikast tertip edilmis ancak basarili olunamamustir.

Bu giinlerde Giresun Miidafaa-i Hukuk Cemiyeti Baskan sifatiyla Osman
Aga bir beyanname yayimlayarak 21 ile 35 yag aras1 gencleri vatani savunmak,
seref ve dinlerini ¢igneyen diigmani kovmak icin silahlanmaya cagirarak

*  Profesor Doktor, Yeditepe Universitesi, Atatiirk {lkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi Enstitiisii, suleyman.
beyoglu@yeditepe.edu.tr
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kendilerine binlerce silah verilecegini bildirmistir. Okuma yazmasi olmadigi
halde Milli Miicadele propagandasi yapmak tizere 17 Subat 1920°de haftalik
Gedikkaya gazetesini g¢ikarmaya baslamustir. Ote yandan bu faaliyetlerinden
rahatsizlik duyanlar da yurt i¢inde ve disinda Osman Aga aleyhinde propaganda
yliriitmiistiir. TBMM hiikiimetinin kurulmasindan sonra tiimiiyle milli hiikiimetin
emrinde oldugunda bildiren Osman Aga, 15 kisilik goniillii miifrezesiyle
Ankara’ya giderek Mustafa Kemal Paga ile goriismiistiir. 12 Kasim’da Mustafa
Kemal Pasa’nin istegiyle onun korumaligim iistlenmek iizere Giresun Goniillii
Maiyet Miifrezesi kurulmus, birka¢ ay icinde 200 goniillii daha hazirlanarak
Ankara’ya gonderilmigtir. Muhafiz Birligi’nin sayisi bir hayli arttigindan yeni
gelenlerden Giresun Goniillii Laz Miifrezesi olusturulmustur.

Ankara’dan Giresun’a dénen Osman Aga, Askerlik Subesi Baskan1 Hiiseyin
Avni Alparslan ve Jandarma Kumandani Hamdi Bey’in destegiyle Giresun,
Tirebolu, Rize ve Ordu’dan toplanan genglerle Giresun Goniillii Taburunu
kurmustur. Bu Kuvayi Milliye birlikleri i¢in bélgedeki Rum ve Ermenilerden de
biiyiik miktarda paralar toplanmistir. 1921 yili baslarinda da Ankara’dan aldig1
emre uyarak Hiiseyin Avni Bey’in baginda bulundugu Giresun Nizamiye yani
42. Alaym kurulusuyla mesgul olmustur. Osman Aga Giresun Alayi ile 1921
Mart’inda Koggiri isyaninin bastirilmasinda gorev almistir. Osman Aga’nin
tedbirleri nedeniyle Pontuscu ceteler Giresun’da faaliyet yiiriitemediklerinden
bir silire sonra Samsun’a agirlik vermislerdir. Ne var ki Osman Aga da alayiyla
Samsun’a gecerek karargah kurmus ve bolgenin silahlandirilmasi ile mesgul
olmustur. 47. Alay Kumandan1 olarak Sakarya Savasi’na katilarak Yarbaylik
ritbesi alan Osman Aga Biiyiik Taarruz’un sonuna kadar muharebelerde
bulunmustur. Milli Miicadele’nin zaferle sonu¢lanmasi iizerine Giresun’a
donerek belediye c¢aligsmalarini siirdiiren Osman Aga Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin
emri iizerine 1923°te tekrar Ankara’ya gitmistir.

KAYNAKLAR: Siileyman Beyoglu, Milli Miicadele Kahramam
Giresunlu Osman Aga, Bengi Yayinlari, istanbul 2009; Omer Sami Cosar,
Mustafa Kemal’in Muhafizi Osman Aga (Topal Osman), istanbul 1979; Erden
Menteseoglu, Yakin Tarihimizde Osman Aga ve Giresunlular, Giresun 1997,
Ayhan Yiiksel, “Milli Miicadelede Giresunlu Osman Aga ve Arkadaslarmin
Affi”, Tiirk Diinyas1 Dergisi, Mart 2006; Mehmet Sakir Saribayraktaroglu,
Osman Aga ve Giresun Usaklar1 Konusuyor, Istanbul 1975.



42 SULEYMAN BEYOGLU

WHAT DID OSMAN AGA OF GIRESUN DO
AGAINST THE PONTIC SEPARATIST GANGS?

Althoughhe did notreceive regular education, Osman Aga of Giresun attracted
attention with his intelligence, determination, and leadership. Son of a wealthy
family, Osman Aga fought in the Balkan Wars (1911-12) by forming a volunteer
detachment even though an official fee to exempt him from military service had
already been paid. He was crippled as a result of shrapnel hitting his knee, upon
which he came to be known as “Osman the Lame”. Engaged in commerce until
the First World War, Osman Aga of Giresun joined a Teskilat-1 Mahsusa [the
Ottoman Intelligence Service] regiment with 700-800 volunteers he gathered at
the beginning of the war. He fought against the Russians in the Batumi region.
Returning to Giresun in 1916, he strove to prevent the Rums [a name deriving
from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in reference to Greek speakers
who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey] from launching a
campaign against the Turks in the region. He was influential in moving weapons
and armaments from the Caucasus for the soldiers in Giresun. Osman Aga, who
returned to Giresun once more after the Armistice of Mudros, saw his prestige
in the city grow following his services during the war, as he was welcomed with
a ceremony by the locals. He succeeded the Giresun Mayor Dizdarzade Esref
Bey upon the latter’s resignation and also led the Giresun Mudafaa-i Hukuk
Cemiyeti [ Association of Defence of Rights, a Turkish resistance group]. Osman
Aga, who tried to stand against the occupation together with the people of the
city, became the most feared name among the Pontic separatists during these
days. However, when he was summoned to Istanbul as part of the deportation and
forced relocation trials, he left Giresun, took to the mountains and fought against
the Rum gangs as his men once more gathered around him. The people of Giresun
turned to Osman Aga for help due to the increasing extortion, kidnapping and
village raids by Pontic separatist gangs. The Rums tried but failed to assassinate
Osman Aga on 7 July 1919, upon his return to Giresun after he was acquitted of

the claims against him in the deportation case.
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Around this time, as the President of Giresun Mudafaa-i Hukuk Cemiyeti,
Osman Aga issued a declaration, calling on people between the ages of 21 and
35 to take up arms to defend the homeland and expel the enemy who violated
their honour and religion, announcing that the volunteers would be handed
thousands of weapons. Although he was illiterate, he started to publish the
weekly newspaper Gedikkaya on 17 February 1920 to make propaganda in
favour of the Turkish resistance in the Turkish War of Independence (1919-
1923). On the other hand, those who were disturbed by these activities carried out
propaganda against Osman Aga at home and abroad. After the establishment of
the government of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey, Osman Aga, having
declared himself at the disposal of the national government, travelled to Ankara
with a volunteer detachment of fifteen people and met with Mustafa Kemal
Pasha. On 12 November, at the request of Mustafa Kemal Pasha, the Giresun
Volunteer Retinue Detachment was established to undertake the Pasha’s personal
protection. Within a few months, 200 more volunteers were prepared and sent to
Ankara. Since the number of the Guard Unit increased considerably, the larger

Giresun Volunteer Laz Detachment was formed with the new arrivals.

Returning to Giresun from Ankara, Osman Aga established the Giresun
Volunteer Battalion with young people gathered from Giresun, Tirebolu, Rize
and Ordu with the support of Hiiseyin Avni [Alparslan], head of the Giresun
Military Recruitment Office and Hamdi Bey, the local Gendarmerie Commander.
A large amount of money was also collected from the Rums and Armenians in the
region for these troops that made part of the resistance forces. In early 1921, in
accordance with the order he received from Ankara, Osman Aga focused on the
establishment of the Giresun Nizamiye unit, that is, the 42nd Regiment, headed
by Hiiseyin Avni Bey. Osman Aga took part in the suppression of the Koggiri
rebellion in March 1921 with the Giresun Regiment. Due to Osman Aga’s
measures, Pontic separatist gangs were not active in Giresun, and after a while,
they concentrated their efforts on Samsun. However, Osman Aga also moved
to Samsun with his regiment, established a headquarters there and proceeded
to arm troops in the region. As the Commander of the 47th Regiment, Osman
Aga participated in the Battle of Sakarya (August-September 1921), received
the rank of Lieutenant Colonel and fought in battles until the end of the Great
Offensive (August-September 1922). Upon the victory of the Turkish resistance,
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Osman Aga returned to Giresun, continued working as the mayor, and travelled
to Ankara again in 1923 upon the order of Mustafa Kemal Pasha.

SOURCES: Sileyman Beyoglu, Milli Miicadele Kahramam
Giresunlu Osman Aga, Bengi Yayinlari, istanbul 2009; Omer Sami Cosar,
Mustafa Kemal’in Muhafizi Osman Aga (Topal Osman), istanbul 1979; Erden
Menteseoglu, Yakin Tarihimizde Osman Aga ve Giresunlular, Giresun 1997,
Ayhan Yiiksel, “Milll Miicadelede Giresunlu Osman Aga ve Arkadaslarinin
Affi”, Tiirk Diinyas1 Dergisi, Mart 2006; Mechmet Sakir Saribayraktaroglu,
Osman Aga ve Giresun Usaklar1 Konusuyor, Istanbul 1975.
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COK SAYIDAKI PONTUSCU CETEDEN BiRi OLAN
GIRESUN’DAKI RUM HACIKA CETESI HANGIi AMACLA
KURULDU?

Ayhan YUKSEL"

30 Ekim 1918’te yapilan Mondros Miitarekesi’nden sonra Itilaf Devletleri
ve Yunanistan tarafindan silahlandirilan Rum ¢eteleri Karadeniz Boélgesi’nde
Tiirklere karst saldirtya gegmislerdir. Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin Samsun’a
ciktigi 1919 yili mayis ay1 itibariyle Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde kirktan fazla
Rum cetesi faaliyette idi. Bu getelerin amaci ise karigiklik ¢ikarmak ve isgal
kuvvetlerine dayanarak bir Pontus hiikiimeti tesis etmekti. Giresun da kurulmasi
diislintilen Pontus devletinin smirlar1 i¢indeydi. Ayni donemde Rusya’dan
Karadeniz sahiline yonlendirilen bir Rum gocli s6z konusuydu. Samsun ve
havalisindeki Rum niifusunun ¢ogaltilmasi i¢in Rusya’daki Rum ve Ermeniler
Batum’da toplanmuslar, silahla donatilarak Karadeniz sahillerine gonderilmeye
baslanmislardi. Bu amagla Giresun’a da 525 Rum gd¢men olarak gelmisti. Yeni
goclerle birlikte Rumlarin silahli getecilik faaliyetlerinin giderek artmasina karsi
yerel halk ve askeri kuvvetler ¢esitli tedbirler almaktaydi. En etkili miicadeleyi
yiriitenlerden biri de 7 Temmuz 1919°da afv-1 sahaneye ugrayarak Belediye
Reisligi makamina yeniden oturan Osman Aga idi. Osman Aga’nin kurdugu sahil
muhafaza teskilati Giresun sahillerine gogmen adi altinda ¢ikarilmak istenen
Rumlarin geri cevrilmesini ve cetelere karsilik verilmesini sagladi. Osman
Aga’nin bagkanligini yaptig1 Giresun Muhafaza-i Hukik-1 Milliye Cemiyeti ve
buna bagli Miidafaa-i Memleket Komitesi mensuplar1 gerekli 6nlemleri alarak
cevreyi kontrol altinda tutmaya caligiyorlardi.

1919°da bolgedeki Pontuscu faaliyetleri gelistirmek {lizere Sohum’dan bazi
cetecilerin gonderilecegi hakkinda istihbaratlar alinmisti. Bu ¢eteciler Giresun
kasabasmda meyhaneci Filokli, Giresun’un Kirik nahiyesinin Siillii kdylinden
Hagika ve Ordulu Haralambo idi. Hagika getesinin eylem sahasi Giresun olacakti.

*  Tarihgi Yazar.
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Giresun’a gelen Hacgika ve avenesi Pontus cereyanmin baginda yer alanlardan
Mavridi Koskii’nii karargah olarak se¢misti. Osman Aga, Giresun Metropolitin evine
girip ¢ikan Saytas Mahallesi’nden Bicak¢i Yorika’nin kizi, sonradan Miisliiman
olarak Zehra adini alacak olan Evantiya sayesinde Hagika’nin gelisinden haberdar
olmustur. Evantiya, Polis Hasan Efendi’ye 11/12 Temmuz 1919°da Metropolit
Lavrandiyos’un evine gittigini, burada Giircii kiyafetli birka¢ misafire kahve, cay
ikraminda bulundugunu ve ikramda bulundugu kisilerden birinin adinin “Hagika”
oldugu sdylemistir. Hasan Efendi de komiserini ve Osman Aga’yr durumdan
haberdar etmistir. Ayrica Seldegirmeni Koyii’'nden Dilsiz Hasan, ikindi vaktinde
Saytas’taki Mavridi Koskii bahcesinde bulunan ¢esmeden kaplarini doldururken
yabanci ve silahli adamlar gérdiigiinii isaret diliyle 6nce mahalle imamina, sonra da
komiser Bekir Aga ve Osman Aga’ya anlatmis, boylece olay kesinlik kazanmustir.
Osman Aga, konuyu hiikiimet, belediye ve takip miifrezesine aktarmis ve sonra
koskiin ¢evresine iic-bes delikanli gdndermistir. Kuvvetler birlesince hiikiimet
zabitasi ve asker harekete gecmistir. 13/14 Temmuz gecesi saat on iki siralarinda
kosk tamamen sarilmistir. Goriiniirde bir diigiin manzarasi vardir ama igeride “yad
ve yabanci1”, aba-zipkali ve baslikli adamlarm bulundugu 6grenilmistir. Oncelikle
icerde bulunan kadm ve cocuklarin zarar gérmemesi igin disariya ¢ikarilmasi
saglanmistir. Yakalanacaklarini anlayan c¢ete mensuplart silah kullanmaya
baslayinca catigma ¢ikmistir. Bu catigmada cete reisi Hagika ve oglu Hristo, Lazari,
Anderya ve Kirik nahiyeli Dimitri 6lii, Dimitri’nin oglu Vasil yarali olarak ele
gecirilmistir. Giresun kasabasina dagilmis olan dort gete mensubu da daha sonra ele
gecirilmistir. Boylece Hagika idaresindeki 17 kisilik Rum ¢etesi eylem yapamadan
iizerlerine gonderilen askeri birlik tarafindan on kisi 6lii, bir kisma da yarali olarak
etkisiz hale getirilmistir. Cetenin tenkili ile masum Tiirk sivillerin dldiiriilmesinin
Oniine gecilmistir. Bundan sonra icinde Rum ve Ermeni ¢eteciler bulunan iki motor
Giresun’a sahile ¢ikmak isteyecekler ancak sahili kontrol altinda tutan Osman Aga
ve arkadaglari tarafindan fark edileceklerdir. Bunlar Hagika getesi ile bulusmaya
gelenlerdir ve Hagika nin tenkil edildiginden haberleri yoktur.

KAYNAKLAR: BOA, DH.EUM. 15/94, 16/88, 19/61; Osman Fikret
Topalli, Miidafaa-i Hukuk ve Istiklal Harbi Tarihlerinde Giresun, (haz. Veysel
Usta-Mustafa Culfaz), Trabzon 2017, s. 461-467; Mesut Capa, Pontus Meselesi,
Trabzon 2001, s. 67; Hadiye Yilmaz, Diinden Bugiine Pontus Macerasi,
Istanbul 2016, s. 118-125; Ayhan Yiiksel, Dogu Karadeniz Arastirmalari,
Istanbul 2013, s. 47-58.
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WHAT WAS THE OBJECTIVE OF THE ESTABLISHMENT
OF THE GREEK HACIKA GANG IN GIRESUN AS ONE OF THE
NUMEROUS PRO-PONTUS GANGS?

Following the Armistice of Mudros, dated 30 October 1918, Greek gangs
armed by the Entente States and Greece started to attack the Turks in the Black
Sea Region. As of May 1919, when Mustafa Kemal Pasha landed in Samsun,
more than forty Greek gangs were active in the Black Sea Region. The aim
of these gangs was to create disorder and to establish a Pontus government
supported by the occupation forces. Giresun was also within the borders of
the Pontus state to be established. In the same period, there was also a Greek
migration being directed from Russia to the Black Sea coast. In order to increase
the Greek population in Samsun and its vicinity, Greeks and Armenians from
Russia were gathered in Batumi, supplied with weapons and started to be sent to
the Black Sea coast. For this purpose, 525 Greeks came to Giresun as immigrants.
Local people and military forces took various measures against the increasing
armed gang activities of the Greeks strengthened with the increasing number of
new immigrants. One of those who carried out the most effective campaign was
Osman Aga, who was granted amnesty on 7 July 1919 and resumed his position
as mayor. The coast guard organisation established by Osman Aga ensured
that the Greeks who wanted to land on the coast of Giresun under the guise of
immigrants were prevented and the gang activities were responded to. Members
of the Giresun Muhafaza-i Hukik-1 Milliye Society headed by Osman Aga and
the members of the Miidafaa-i Memleket Committee affiliated to it were trying to
keep the region under control by taking the necessary measures.

In 1919, intelligence was received that some gangs would be sent from
Sukhumi (Sohum) to develop Pontic activities in the region. These gang members
were Filokli, a tavern keeper in the town of Giresun, Hagika from the village of
Siillii in the Kirik district of Giresun, and Haralambo from Ordu. The operational
zone of the Hagika gang was to be Giresun. Arriving in Giresun, Hagika and his
gang chose Mavridi Mansion, one of the leaders of the Pontus movement, as their
headquarters. Osman Aga became aware of Hacika’s arrival through Evantiya,
the daughter of Yorika, a knife maker from the Saytas neighbourhood. Evantiya
would later convert to Islam and take the name Zehra. Evantiya told policeman
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Hasan Efendi that on 11/12 July 1919 he went to the house of Metropolitan
Lavrandiyos, where he served coffee and tea to several guests dressed in
Georgian clothes, and that one of the people he served was named ‘Hagika’.
Hasan Efendi also informed his chief officer and Osman Aga about the situation.
In addition, Dilsiz(mute) Hasan from the village of Seldegirmeni reported first
to the neighbourhood imam, then to the commissar Bekir Aga and Osman Aga
with the sign language that he had seen foreign and armed men while filling his
cups from the fountain in the garden of the Mavridi Mansion in Saytas in the
afternoon, thus the incident was confirmed. Osman Aga reported the incident to
the government, the municipality and the security forces and then sent a group of
young men around the mansion. When the forces were united, the government
police and the military were mobilised. At around twelve o’clock on the night of
13/14 July, the mansion was completely surrounded. On the surface, it appears
to be a wedding scene, but it is learnt that there are ‘strange and foreign’ men
dressed in aba-zipka and headdresses inside the mansion. Firstly, the women and
children inside were safely taken outside to prevent any harm. Realising that they
would be caught, the gang members started to use weapons and a gunfight broke
out. In this armed conflict, the gang leader Hagika and his son Hristo, Lazari,
Anderya and Dimitri from Kirik district were killed and Dimitri’s son Vasil was
captured wounded. Four members of the gang, who were scattered in the town
of Giresun, were also captured later. Thus, the Greek gang of 17 people led by
Hacika was neutralised by the military unit sent against them with ten of them
dead and some of them wounded before they could commit any action. With the
elimination of the gang, the killing of innocent Turkish civilians was prevented.
After this, two boats containing Greek and Armenian gang members wanted to
land on the coast of Giresun, but they were spotted by Osman Aga and his friends
who were in control of the coast. These were the ones who came to meet with the
Hacika gang and they were not aware that Hagika had been eliminated.

SOURCES: BOA, DH.EUM. 15/94, 16/88, 19/61; Osman Fikret Topalli,
Miidafaa-i Hukuk ve Istiklal Harbi Tarihlerinde Giresun, (haz. Veysel Usta-
Mustafa Culfaz), Trabzon 2017, s. 461-467; Mesut Capa, Pontus Meselesi,
Trabzon 2001, s. 67; Hadiye Yilmaz, Diinden Bugiine Pontus Macerasi,
Istanbul 2016, s. 118-125; Ayhan Yiiksel, Dogu Karadeniz Arastirmalari,
Istanbul 2013, s. 47-58.
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Giresun Belediye Baskanlarindan Kaptan Yorgi Pasa

Kaynak: www.pontosworld.com, Erisim Tarihi: 04/07/2023



PONTUSCU LIDERLERDEN KONSTANTIN
KONSTANTINIDiS’IN BABASI GIRESUN BELEDIYE BASKANI
KAPTAN YORGI’NIN iCRAATLARI NE OLMUSTU?

Sezai BALCI"

Kaptan Yorgi Konstantinidis (1829-1904) Giimiishane kokenli bir madenci
Rum ailesine mensuptur. 19. yiizyilda Giresun’da findik basta olmak {izere
yapilan ekonomik faaliyetlerle kiy1 tasimaciligimin biiyiik bir kismi Rumlarin
tekelindeydi. Bu ise sehirde Rumlarin Miisliimanlara gére daha kuvvetli bir
sekilde temsil edilmelerine neden olacaktir. Avrupa iilkeleri, Rusya, Hindistan
ve Iran’la yapilan uluslararasi ticareti de elinde bulunduran Giresun Rumlarmin
en Oonde gelenlerinden biri de Kaptan Yorgi’dir. Kaptan Yorgi’nin carsi icinde bir
magazasi, denize bakan teras iizerinde bir evi ve sehirde oldukga yiiklii miktarda
gayrimenkulii de bulunuyordu. Uluslararas ticaret yapan Kaptan Yorgi, gemi
sahibi varlikli bir Rum’du. Kapitiilasyon hukukundan da yararlanan Kaptan Y orgi,
zaman zaman Rusya, Danimarka ve Yunanistan bandirasini da kullaniyordu.
Kaptan Yorgi’nin kardesi olan ve Marsilya’da ticaret yapan Kaptan Devonis,
findik kirma makinesini ilk defa Giresun’a getiren kisi olarak bilinmektedir.
Giresun’da 1920 yilina kadar faaliyet gdsteren ilk sinema ise Kaptan Yorgi
Pasa’nin kiz1 Herakliya’ya aitti.

Kaptan Yorgi’nin 1864 yilina ait bir belgede daha belediye baskanligina
secilmeden evvel Giresun’da yol yaptirmak, Rumlar i¢in okul agmak, kazaya su
getirmek ve Rusya’ya gdgmek isteyen Gayrimislimlerin hicretlerine engel olmak
gibi birtakim kamu hizmetinde de bulundugu anlasilmaktadir. Kendisi ticaret
erbabindan oldugu i¢in sehirde ticaretin yayginlasmasi hususunda da gayrette
bulunmustur. Bu hizmetleri Trabzon Valisi tarafindan da takdir edilmistir.
1870’te Belediye Meclisi iiyeligine secilen Kaptan Yorgi, 1885’te Giresun
Belediye Baskani olmus ve 1904’eki oliimiine kadar gorevi basinda kalmistir.
Mecidi ve Osmani niganlar1 sahibidir.

*  Profesor Doktor, Giresun Universitesi, sezai.balci@giresun.edu.tr
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Kaptan Yorgi’nin Giresun’da insa olunan askeri kiglanin yapimi sirasinda
ingaat malzemelerinin temin edilmesinde de 6nemli hizmetleri olmustur. Ayrica
sehirde bulunan Rum okullarmin damiitevelli heyeti iiyeligini de yapmistir. Kaptan
Yorgi’nin modern sehircilik planina uygun olarak genis caddeler ve meydanlarla
sehri bir Avrupa kentine doniistiirdiigii gayet net bir bigimde anlasilmaktadir.
Bizzat onun déneminde insa edilen Hiikiimet Konagi, telgrathane binasi, kilise,
okul ve parklarla sehre olaganiistii bir estetik de kazandirmistir.

Giiniimiizde Giresun Universitesi Rektorliigii olarak kullanilan bina, Kaptan
Yorgi’nin belediye reisligi sirasinda yapilmistir. Giresun’a hizmeti gérev bilen
gercek bir Osmanlt Pasasi olan Kaptan Yorgi zamaninda sehrin ilk Arnavut
kaldirimi désenmis, Millet Bahgesi’nin gdrkemli ve oymali tag kapisini donemin
kaymakami Ziya Bey’le birlikte yaptirmistir.

Yine hicri 1321 (1903) tarihli Trabzon Vilayet Salnamesi’nde Kaptan
Y orgi’nin sehirde yapmis oldugu imar faaliyetlerinden 6vgiiyle bahsedilmektedir.
Salnameye gore Giresun, Karadeniz sahilinin en gilzel ve en mamur
sehirlerindendir. Giresun, Trabzon miilhakati arasinda servet ve ma 'miiriyet
nokta-i nazarinda birinci derecededir. Sehir, izzetlii Kaptan Yorgi Pasa’nin
seneden seneye viicuda getirdigi muntazam caddeler, umumi bahgeler, cesmeler
sayesinde bir kat daha 6dnem kazanmistir. Kaptan Yorgi, kasabanin denize dogru
agilan kisimlari tizerinde miikemmel caddeler actirdigi gibi Giresun Kalesi’ne de
tepenin her iki yanindan ¢ikilabilen yollar yaptirmistir. Yine halkin yardimi ile
yapilan Hiikiimet Konagi bitigiginde 6 bin metre terbi’inde bugiin Millet Bahgesi
olarak adlandirilan bir memleket bahgesi yaptirmistir. Bahgenin agilisini da Sultan
II. Abdiilhamit’in tahta ¢ikis yildoniimiinde yapilmistir. Giresun sokaklarinin
intizami, 100 bin arsin murabbainda bulunan baslica caddelerinin muntazam
kaldirim taslar1 ile dosenmesi ve hemen her noktada goze ¢arpan eserlere bakilirsa
Kaptan Yorgi’nin gayret ve himmeti takdire sayan bulunmaktadir.

KAYNAKLAR: BOA, MVL, No: 454/50, Oktay Karaman, Giresun Kazasi
(1850-1900), (Atatiirk Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Yaymlanmamis
Doktora Tezi), Erzurum 1999; Sezai Balci, Giresun Rumlari ve Gayrimiislim
Bir Belediye Baskam: Kaptan Yorgi Kostantinidi Pasa, Libra Kitap, Istanbul
2021; Trabzon Vilayeti Salnamesi (1322/1904), def’a 22, Trabzon Vilayeti
Matbaasi, Trabzon 1322.
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WHAT WERE THE ACTIVITIES OF THE MAYOR OF
GIRESUN, CAPTAIN YORGI, FATHER OF A PONTIC LEADER
KONSTANTIN KONSTANTINIDIS?

Captain Yorgi Konstantinidis (1829-1904) belonged to a Greek mining
family originating from Gilimiishane. In the 19th century, most of the economic
activities, especially that concerning hazelnuts, and coastal transportation in
Giresun were under the monopoly of the Greeks. This would cause Greeks to be
represented more strongly than Muslims in the city. Captain Yorgi was one of
the most prominent Greeks of Giresun, who also controlled international trade
with European countries, Russia, India, and Iran. Captain Yorgi had a store in the
bazaar, a house on a terrace overlooking the sea, and a large amount of real estate
in the city. Captain Yorgi, who was engaged in international trade, was a wealthy
Greek ship owner. Captain Yorgi, who also benefited from the capitulation law,
occasionally flew the Russian, Danish and Greek flags. Captain Devonis, who
was the brother of Captain Yorgi and did business in Marseille, was known as
the person who first brought the hazelnut cracking machine to Giresun. The
first cinema operating in Giresun until 1920 belonged to Herakliya, daughter of
Captain Yorgi Pasha.

A document dated 1864 shows that Captain Yorgi had been active in public
services such as building a road in Giresun, opening a school for Greeks, bringing
water to the town, and preventing the migration of non-Muslims to Russia, before
he was elected mayor. Since he was a tradesman, he also made efforts to expand
trade in the city. These services had been appreciated by the Governor of Trabzon
at the time. Captain Yorgi, who was elected as a member of the Municipal Council
in 1870, became the Mayor of Giresun in 1885 and remained in office until his
death in 1904. He was decorated by Medjidi and Osmani medals.

Captain Yorgi also played an important role in providing construction
materials during the construction of the military barracks in Giresun. He served
as a member of the board of trustees of Greek schools in the city. It is clearly
understood that Captain Yorgi transformed the city into a modern city with wide
streets and squares in accordance with the time’s urban planning trends. He
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brought an extraordinary aesthetic to the city with the newly built Government
House, telegraph office building, church, schools, and parks.

The building, which is used today as Giresun University Rectorate, was
built during Captain Yorgi’s term as mayor. During the time of Captain Yorgi,
a real Ottoman Pasha who served Giresun as a duty, the city’s first cobblestone
pavement was laid and the magnificent and carved stone gate of the National
Garden was built together with Ziya Bey, the district governor of the period.

Trabzon Provincial Yearbook dated 1321 Hijri (1903) praised the
development activities carried out by Captain Yorgi in the city. The yearbook
described Giresun in the following terms: “Giresun is one of the most beautiful
and prosperous cities of the Black Sea coast. Among the annexes of Trabzon,
Giresun comes as the first one in terms of wealth and prosperity. The city has
gained even more importance thanks to the orderly streets, public gardens, and
fountains that the esteemed Captain Yorgi Pasha created. Captain Yorgi did not
only open excellent streets that open towards the sea, but also built roads that can
be accessed from both sides of the hill to Giresun Castle. Next to the Government
House, which was built with the help of the public, a public garden of 6,000
meters circumference was built. The garden was inaugurated on the anniversary
of Abdulhamid’s accession to the throne. Considering the orderliness of the
streets of Giresun, the regular paving stones of the main streets of 100 thousand
square meters, and the works that stand out at almost every point, Captain Yorgi’s
efforts and support prove to be admirable.”

SOURCES: BOA, MVL, No: 454/50, Oktay Karaman, Giresun Kazasi
(1850-1900), (Atatiirk Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Yaynlanmamis
Doktora Tezi), Erzurum 1999; Sezai Balci, Giresun Rumlari ve Gayrimiislim
Bir Belediye Baskam: Kaptan Yorgi Kostantinidi Pasa, Libra Kitap, Istanbul
2021; Trabzon Vilayeti Salnamesi (1322/1904), def’a 22, Trabzon Vilayeti
Matbaasi, Trabzon 1322.
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Galata Minerva Han

Kaynak: www.eskiistanbul.net, Erisim Tarihi: 10/10/2024



GiZLi YUNAN KORDOS CEMIYETI NEDEN KURULDU,
NE TUR FAALIYETLERDE BULUNDU?

Kiirsad KARACAGIL®

Kordos Komitesi Girit, Yanya, Adalar ve Makedonya’daki ayaklanmalarda
aktif olarak gorev aldi, Balkan Savaslari’nda ve Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda
bir¢ok faaliyette bulundu. Kordos, Trakya ve Anadolu’daki faaliyetlerine ise
Mondros Miitarekesi’nin imzalandigi tarihin hemen akabinde Yunan Basbakani
Venizelos un talimatiyla ve Rum Mubhacirleri Merkez Komisyonu resmi adiyla
basladi. Cemiyetin ilk subesi Istanbul Galata’da Minerva Han’da acildi. Bunun
sebebi Anadolu ve Trakya’ya gonderilmesi planlanan ceteleri daha yakindan ve
organize bir sekilde idare ederek istenilen bolgelere yollayabilmekti. Kordos
Komitesi'nin faaliyetleri bu donemdeki faaliyetleri Amerika’dan gelen tetkik
heyetlerine Trakya’da ve Anadolu’nun belirli bolgelerinde Rumlarin ¢ogunlukta
oldugunu gostermek icin Rumlar1 buralara sevk etmek, Anadolu’da isyan
¢ikarmak icin geteler olugturmak, Miisliimanlar1 katletmek, mal ve miilklerine el
koymak idi. Komite, bu amagclarina hiz kazandirmak ve daha diizenli bir sekilde
yiliritmek maksadiyla Girit’in meshur eskiyalarindan ve Yunan Bagbakani
Venizelos’un da yakin arkadaglarindan, Girit, Yanya ve Makedonya’da uzun siire
faaliyette bulunmus Polinis (Polanis) ve Nikolozi (Nicolosis) Istanbul’a getirmek
i¢in ¢caba harcamistir.

Kordos Komitesi istihbarat faaliyetlerinde de bulunmustur. Komite bu
faaliyetinde Yunan Biiyiikelciligi ile i birligi yapmisti. Iyi derecede Tiirkce
bilen Rumlart segerek bunlara Osmanli subay, asker, komiser ve polis elbisesi
giydirilmis, cami, kuliip ve Miisliimanlara ait 6zel mekanlara casusluk faaliyeti
icin yollanmistir. Komite, Karadeniz bolgesinde yogun bir faaliyette bulunmustur.
Ozellikle Trabzon ve Samsun bélgesini kendisinin faaliyet alan1 olarak goérmiis

*  Dogent Doktor, Istanbul Universitesi, Atatiirk Tlkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi Enstitiisii, 0.karacagil@
istanbul.edu.tr
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ve birgok Rum’u bu bolgeye sevk edilmistir. 1919 Temmuz sonlarina kadar
Trabzon’a ¢ogunlugu silahli olmak tizere 8000’den fazla Rum getirilmistir.
Ayrica Edirne’nin degisik bolgelerinde vuku bulan isgaller ve hirsizliklar da yine
bu komitenin gonderdigi ¢eteler tarafindan yapilmaktaydi.

Komite, biitiin bu faaliyetlerinin yaninda Avrupa kamuoyunu Miislimanlar
ve Osmanli Hiikiimeti aleyhine ¢evirmek i¢in muhtelif dillerde kitap ve resimler
yayimlayarak Avrupa’ya ve Amerika’ya gondermekten geri durmamistir. Kordos
Komitesi de Mavri Mira Cemiyeti gibi geng yastaki Rumlardan olusan izci alaylar
kurmustur. Ote yandan Kordos Komitesinin yiiriittiigii faaliyetler Istanbul Polis
Midiiriyeti Umumiyesince yakindan takip edildi. Bunun sonucunda komiteye
ait bol miktarda silah ve cephane ele geg¢irildi. Ayrica Hariciye ve Dahiliye
Nezaretlerine yazilan yazilarla da komitenin faaliyetleri dikkate ¢ekildi. Kordos
Komitesinin zararh faaliyetlerinin engellenmesi i¢in 25 Haziran 1919 tarihli
Meclis-i Viikela’ da bazi kararlar alindi. Bu kararlarda Rum izci teskilatlarinin
kaldirilmasi, Yunan Hiikiimetinin ve Patrikhanenin Osmanli Devleti’ndeki fesat
hazirlik ve tahrikleri hakkinda itilaf Devletleri temsilcilerinin haberdar edilmesi
ve Trakya’da Yunan taburlarinin ortadan kaldirilmasi belirtildi. Komite nin yikici
ve boliicti ¢alismalar1 1922 senesine kadar devam etmis, Milli Miicadele’nin
kazanilmasiyla birlikte bu faaliyetler de sona ermistir.

KAYNAKLAR: Ali Giiler, isgal Yillarinda Yunan Gizli Teskilatlari,
Ankara 1988; Ertugrul Zekai Okte, “Yunanistan’in Istanbul’da Kurdugu Gizli
Cemiyeti “Kordus”, Belgelerle Tiirk Tarihi Degisi, S 40, s. 20-23, Ocak 1971,
Sabahattin Ozel, Milli Miicadele’de Trabzon, Ankara 1991; Biilent Atalay,
Fener Rum Ortodoks Patrikhanesi’nin Siyasi Faaliyetleri (1908-1923),
Istanbul 2001; Pontus Meselesi, Yay. Haz.: Yusuf Gedikli, Istanbul 2002.
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WHY WAS THE SECRET GREEK KORDOS SOCIETY
FOUNDED? WHAT KIND OF ACTIVITIES DID THE
ORGANIZATION ENGAGE IN?

The Kordos Committee took an active part in the uprisings in Crete, loannina,
the Islands and Macedonia, and carried out many activities during the Balkan
Wars and the First World War. Kordos began its activities in Thrace and Anatolia
immediately after the signing of the Armistice of Mudros, under the instructions
of Greek Prime Minister Venizelos and under the official name of the Greek
Immigrants Central Commission. The first office of the organization was founded
in Galata, Istanbul. The reason for this was to manage the gangs that were planned
to be sent to Anatolia and Thrace more closely and in an organized manner and to
send them to the targeted regions. The activities of the Kordos Committee during
this period were to dispatch Greeks to Thrace and certain regions of Anatolia in
order to show to the inspection delegations from the United States that Greeks
were in the majority in these regions, to form gangs in order to revolt in Anatolia,
to massacre Muslims, and to seize their property and possessions. In order to
hasten the process and carry out these aims in a more organized manner, the
Committee made efforts to bring Polanis and Nicolosis, who were famous bandits
of Crete and close friends of Greek Prime Minister Venizelos, to Istanbul. They

had been active in Crete, loannina and Macedonia for a long time.

The Kordos Committee also engaged in espionage activities. The Committee
cooperated with the Greek Embassy in this endeavor. They selected Greeks who
were fluent in Turkish, dressed them as Ottoman officers, soldiers, commissars
and police officers, and sent them to mosques, organizations and private places
belonging to Muslims for espionage activities. The Committee was intensely
active also in the Black Sea region. It especially considered Trabzon and Samsun
as its area of activity and many Greeks were dispatched to this region. By the
end of July 1919, more than 8000 Greeks, mostly armed, had been brought to
Trabzon. In addition, the invasions and robberies that took place in different parts
of Edirne were also carried out by the gangs sent by this committee.
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In addition to all these activities, the Committee published books and pictures
invarious languages and sent them to Europe and America in order to turn European
public opinion against the Muslims and the Ottoman Government. The Kordos
Committee, like the Mavri Mira Society, established scout regiments composed
of young Greeks. On the other hand, the activities of the Kordos Committee were
closely monitored by the Istanbul Police Directorate General. As a result, a large
amount of weapons and ammunition belonging to the committee were seized.
In addition, the activities of the committee were also brought to attention with
official letters to the Ministries of Foreign Affairs and Internal Affairs. In order
to prevent the harmful activities of the Kordos Committee, certain decisions
were taken at the Council of Ministers (Meclis-i Viikela) on June 25, 1919.
These decisions included the abolition of Greek scout organizations, informing
the representatives of the Entente Powers about the Greek Government’s and
Patriarchate’s preparations and provocations for mischief in the Ottoman Empire,
and the elimination of Greek battalions in Thrace. The Committee’s subversive
and separatist activities continued until 1922, and with the victory of the National
Struggle, these activities came to an end.

SOURCES: Ali Giiler, isgal Yillarinda Yunan Gizli Teskilatlari, Ankara
1988; Ertugrul Zekai Okte, “Yunanistan’in Istanbul’da Kurdugu Gizli Cemiyeti
“Kordus”, Belgelerle Tiirk Tarihi Degisi, S 40, s. 20-23, Ocak 1971; Sabahattin
Ozel, Milli Miicadele’de Trabzon, Ankara 1991; Biilent Atalay, Fener Rum
Ortodoks Patrikhanesi’nin Siyasi Faaliyetleri (1908-1923), istanbul 2001;
Pontus Meselesi, Yay. Haz.: Yusuf Gedikli, istanbul 2002.
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Istanbul Fener Rum Patrikhanesi
Kaynak: iBB Atatiirk Kitaplig



ISTANBUL RUM PATRIKHANESI PONTUSCU RUMLARA
NE TUR DESTEKLERDE BULUNDU?

Ramazan Erhan GULLU"

Mustafa Kemal Pasa’nin Samsun’a ¢iktiktan sonraki raporlarinda siklikla
isaret ettigi iizere Karadeniz bdlgesindeki Rum cetelerinin faaliyetlerinin
temelinde “Pontus sorunu” yer almaktaydi. Yunanistan’n bagimsizligina giden
yolu acan Filiki Eterya’nin kurulusundan beri hedeflerinden olan ve miitareke
doneminde ozellikle “Pontus Cemiyeti” Onciiliigiinde siirdiiriilen, bdlgede bir
Rum devleti kurulmasina yonelik ¢alismalar patrikhane ve Yunanistan Bagbakan1
Venizelos tarafindan agiktan desteklenmekteydi. Miitarekeden itibaren
patrikhaneyi dogrudan Venizelos yonlendirmekteydi. istanbul ve Anadolu’daki
Kral Konstantin yanlisi din adamlari bu durumdan rahatsizdilar. Bunlarin
basinda da Pontusculuk faaliyetlerinin 6nemli merkezi olan Trabzon’daki
metropolit Hrisanthos gelmekteydi. Venizelos’un patrikhaneyi kontrol etmesi,
Kral Konstantin yanlisi bir din adam1 olan Trabzon Metropoliti Hrisanthos’un
patrikhane karsiti bir siyaset benimsemesine neden olmustu. Bu yiizden
patrikhane ile Trabzon Metropolitligi arasinda da uyumsuzluk vardi. Hristanthos,
Venizelos’a agikga mubhalifti ve patrikhanenin Venizelos’un kontrolii altinda
hareket etmesini dogru bulmamaktaydi. Bununla birlikte Hrisanthos, miitareke
doneminde ve Venizelos’un Yunanistan’daki iktidart sirasinda Pontus Rumlari
ile ilgili faaliyetlerinde Venizelos’la birlikte hatta Venizelos’un direktifleri
cercevesinde hareket etmisti. Denilebilir ki iki grubu birlestiren faaliyetlerin
basinda ortak Pontusguluk c¢aligmalari geliyordu. Hrisanthos, Patrikhane’nin
Pontus davasina daha aktif bir sekilde katilmasini istiyordu. Venizelos’un
Istanbul ve Bati Anadolu’yu &ncelik olarak gordiigiinii ve Pontus davasini

ikinci plana attigini, Patrikhane’nin de Venizelos’un yonlendirmesiyle ayni tavri

*  Profesor Doktor, Istanbul Universitesi, Tarih Béliimii, ramazan.gullu@istanbul.edu.tr
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benimsedigini disiiniiyordu. Hrisanthos’un faaliyetlerini destekleyen farkli din
adamlarinin da gabalartyla Pontus meselesinde patrikhane 6ncii bir rol oynamay1
Milli Miicadele basariya ulasana kadar silirdiirmiistii. Patrikhane araciligiyla
Yunanistan’dan gelen subaylar, kurulacak Pontus Cumhuriyeti’nin askeri
teskilatin1 hazirlamak iizere bolgeye gonderilmislerdi. Cesitli sekillerde bolgeye
silah sevk edildigine dair de Tirk istihbarat raporlart bulunmaktaydi. Ayrica
bolgedeki Rum ahalinin birlikte hareket etmesi icin temsilciler gorevlendirilmisti.
Rum ahali silahlanarak askeri yetkililerin direktiflerine goére c¢alisacaklar,
bolgedeki din adamlart araciligiyla kendilerine iletilecek talimatlar ¢ergevesinde
hareket edeceklerdi. Paris Barig Konferansi sirasinda patrikhanenin taleplerine
gore konferansa iletilecek sikayet telgrafi ve bolgenin idari yapisina dair talepler
konferansa ulastirilacakti. Bolgedeki Itilaf Devletleri temsilcilerinin de destegiyle
bolgede bir Pontus devleti kurulmasimnin alt yapisi hazirlanmis olacakti. Itilaf
yetkilileri ve patrikhane tarafindan b6lge Rumlarinin Miisliimanlar tarafindan bir
katliam tehlikesi altinda olduklarina dair yapilan siirekli sikayetler de ayni amaca
yonelikti. Milli Miicadele onderleri ve TBMM Hiikiimeti acisindan patrikhane
Pontus sorununun bag sorumlusuydu. Lozan Antlagmas1 ve sonrasinda hiikiimetin
patrikhaneye kars1 tavrinda bu durum oldukga etkili olmustu.

KAYNAKLAR: Biilent Atalay, Fener Rum Patrikhanesi’nin Siyasi
Faaliyetleri (1908-1923), Tarih ve Tabiat Vakfi (TATAV) Yaynlari, Istanbul
2001; Tugba Eray Biber, Karadeniz Rumlar1 ve Yunanistan, Yeditepe
Yayimlari, Istanbul 2016; Salim Gokgen, Ortodoks Ucgeni — Yunanistan,
Patrikhane ve Pontus, IQ Kiiltiir-Sanat Yayincilik, istanbul 2014; Ramazan
Erhan Giillii, “Milli Miicadele Sirasinda Istanbul Rum Patrikhanesi ile Trabzon
Rum Metropolitligi Arasindaki Iliskiler”, Journal of Universal History Studies,
C 5, S 2, s. 253-266; Mehmet Okur, “Milli Miicadele Doneminde Fener Rum
Patrikhanesi’nin ve Metropolitlerin Pontus Rum Devleti Kurulmasina Y 6nelik
Girisimleri”, Atatiirk Yolu Dergisi, S 29-30, Mayis-Kasim 2002, s. 101-116.
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WHAT KIND OF SUPPORT DID THE GREEK
PATRIARCHATE OF ISTANBUL PROVIDE TO THE
PONTIC SEPARATISTS?

As Mustafa Kemal Pasha frequently pointed out in his reports upon his
arrival in Samsun, “the Pontic question” laid at the heart of the activities of
the Rum [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in
reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican
Turkey| gangs in the Black Sea region. Establishing a Rum state in the region
had been a national goal ever since the establishment of the Filiki Eteria society
that led Greece to independence; efforts to this end were spearheaded by the
“Pontic Society” during the Armistice period that followed the First World
War, and these efforts were openly supported by the Patriarchate and the PM
of Greece, Venizelos. The latter effectively directed the Patriarchate from the
Armistice of Mudros onwards. Clerics in Istanbul and Anatolia who sided with
King Constantine were disturbed by Venizelos’s control over the Patriarchate.
Leading among these was the Metropolitan bishop Chrysanthos, who was located
in Trabzon, an important centre of Pontic separatist activities. The control of
Venizelos over the Patriarchate moved the pro-king cleric Chrysanthos to an
anti-patriarchate policy line. This led to discord between the Patriarchate and the
Metropolitan Bishopry of Trabzon. Chrysanthos openly opposed Venizelos, and
he deemed it incorrect that the Patriarchate should fall under the latter’s control.
Nonetheless, during the Armistice period and Venizelos’s stint in government,
Chrysanthos was in concert with, or even under, the direction of Venizelos vis-a-
vis the operations regarding the Pontic Rums. We may observe that what united
the two factions was their common dedication to Pontic separatism. Chrysanthos
wanted the Patriarchate to partake in the Pontic cause more energetically. He felt
that Venizelos considered Istanbul and Western Anatolia as priorities, relegated
the Pontic cause to secondary importance, and the Patriarchate followed suit under
his directions. Thanks in part to the efforts of several other clerics who supported
Chrysanthos in his efforts, the Patriarchate continued to play a leading role in
the Pontic question until the Turkish victory in the Turkish War of Independence
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(1919-23). Officers who arrived from Greece through the intermediary work of
the Patriarchate were sent to the region to prepare the military organisation of the
Pontus Republic to be established. Turkish intelligence reports also indicate the
shipment of arms to the region through various means. Moreover, representatives
were chosen to ensure harmonious action and togetherness of the region’s Rum
population. The Rums would arm themselves and act under the directives of the
military officers, and they would receive policy directions from the clerics in the
region. During the Paris Peace Conference, telegrams of complaint and demand
letters pertaining to the administrative structure of the region would be shaped in
line with the desires of the Patriarchate and sent to the conference. This would
lay the foundations for the establishment of a Pontus state, with the support of
the Allied representatives in the region. Likewise, constant complaints by the
Allied officers and the Patriarchate on how the region’s Rum population were
under threat of massacring by the Muslims were aimed towards the same goal.
The leaders of the Turkish resistance during the War of Independence and the
government of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey saw the Patriarchate
as the chief instigator of the Pontic problem. This view exercised a significant
influence on the government’s attitude towards the Patriarchate during and after
the Treaty of Lausanne.

SOURCES: Biilent Atalay, Fener Rum Patrikhanesi’nin Siyasi
Faaliyetleri (1908-1923), Tarih ve Tabiat Vakfi (TATAV) Yayinlari, Istanbul
2001; Tugba Eray Biber, Karadeniz Rumlar1 ve Yunanistan, Yeditepe
Yayimlari, Istanbul 2016; Salim Gokgen, Ortodoks I"Jg:geni — Yunanistan,
Patrikhane ve Pontus, IQ Kiiltiir-Sanat Yayincilik, Istanbul 2014; Ramazan
Erhan Giillii, “Milli Miicadele Sirasinda Istanbul Rum Patrikhanesi ile Trabzon
Rum Metropolitligi Arasindaki Iliskiler”, Journal of Universal History Studies,
Volume: 5, Issue: 2, s. 253-266; Mehmet Okur, “Milli Miicadele D6neminde
Fener Rum Patrikhanesi’nin ve Metropolitlerin Pontus Rum Devleti Kurulmasina
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Merzifon Anadolu Koleji

Kaynak: www.pontosworld.com, erigim tarihi 13/06/2024



MERZIFON AMERIKAN KOLEJIi PONTUSCULARA NASIL
DESTEK OLDU?

Giilbadi ALAN"

Milli Miicadele doneminde, Pontus Devleti’nin yeniden kurulmasi amaciyla
orta ve dogu Karadeniz bolgelerindeki Pontuscu faaliyetlere, Amerikan Board
misyonerlerinin 8 Eyliil 1886’da kurdugu Merzifon Amerikan Koleji’'nce biiyiik
destek verilmistir. 20. yiizyilin baginda Amerikan Board’un Rumlar arasindaki
calismalar1 hareketlenmig, Rumlar Tiirkler aleyhine diismanca hareketler
sergilemeye baslamis ve Kolej, Rumlara fikri-fiili alanda destek vermis, Pontuscu
Rumlarin bagimsizlik fikri beslenmis, isyan etmeleri ig¢in yardimlar yapilmustir.
Siirec kolejin kapatilmasiyla sonuglanmastir.

Siirecin {i¢ temel asamasi vardir; Kolej biinyesindeki Pontus Kuliibii’niin
faaliyetleri, savasin ardindan bélgeyi isgal eden Ingiliz askeri yetkilileriyle
Merzifon’daki Amerikan Board misyonerleri ve azinliklar arasinda gelisen
minasebetler ve 12 Subat 1921°de Kolej 6gretmenlerinden Zeki Ketani’nin bir
suikastle oldiiriilmesi.

Rum 6grenciler, 6gretmenlerinin destegiyle Kolejde, Karadeniz kiyilarinda
bir Yunan hiikiimeti kurulmasi ve hazirlanmasi igin Rum gengligini tesvik ve
cesaretlendirmek, Rum gencligini Yunan sultasi altina koymak i¢in c¢alisacak,
okulda aldiklar1 teorik bilgileri uygulamaya koymalarima imkani saglayacak
Pontus Kuliibii ve Yunan-Rum Idman Kuliibii’yle (1904) Rum Irfanperver
Kuliibii'nii (1907) kurmuglardir. Kuliiplerin en hareketlisi olan Pontus Kuliibii,
bir Pontus cumhuriyeti kurmak amaciyla Karadeniz bolgesinde bir¢ok subeler
acmis, Yunanistan’da kurulan Asya-yi: Sugra Teskildt-1 Merkeziyesi’yle is
birligine girmistir. Bu arada bir grup Rum 6grenci, dgretmenlerinin gézetimi
altinda bir gazete ve Pontus adli bir dergi ¢cikarmaya baslamistir.

*  Profesor Doktor, Erciyes Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, gulbadi@erciyes.edu.tr
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1914°te 1. Diinya Savasi’nin baslamasiyla 10 Mayis 1916’da Kolej
binalarina, asker iskani ve hastane olarak yararlanmak amaciyla el konulustur.
30 Ekim 1918’de Mondros Miitarekesi’nin imzalanmasiyla Kolej binalar
faaliyete gecirilmis, Rum 6grenciler kuliiplerini tekrar agmislar, 14 Mart 1919°da
Yakindogu Yardim Heyeti iiyeleri Kolej binalara yerlesmislerdir. Ardindan
30 Mart 1919°da Merzifon’u isgal eden Ingiliz askerlerinin komutanlar1 Kolej
Ogretmenlerinin evinde misafir edilmistir. 6 Eylil 1919°da, egitimin tekrar
basladigr Kolej binalari, ayni zamanda bolgedeki komitacilik faaliyetlerinin
merkezi ve silah deposu olarak kullanilmaya, 6gretmenler bolgede Rumlari
kigkirtici aleni konugmalar yapmaya baglamistir.

9 Aralik 1920°’de Merkez Ordusu, Karadeniz kiyisinda Pontusguluk
hareketine karsi aldigi tedbirler ¢ercevesinde Tokat’ta bir Rum’un evinde arama
yapmis ve Pontus ibareli belgeler, Merzifon Anadolu Kolejleri adli brosiirlerin
ele gecirilmesiyle, dikkatler Kolej {izerine yogunlasmistir. Gelismelerden kaygi
duymaya baslayan Rumlar, Pontusgularin tevkif edilmeye baslanmasi iizerine,
12 Subat 1921°de Tiirkge 6gretmeni Zeki Ketani’yi, ihbarda bulundugu zannryla
Oldiirmiislerdir.

Olay tizerine Ankara hiikiimeti, Merkez Ordusu’na Merzifon’daki Amerikan
kurumlarinda arama i¢in izin vermis, Besinci Firka Kumandaniyla Merzifon
kaymakamini bu isle gorevlendirmis, bolgedeki ordu birliklerinin karargéhi
Merzifon’a aktarilmig, kolej miidiirii, hastane bastabibi ve diger Amerikali
misyonerler Merzifon hiikiimet konagma c¢agrilmig, Amerikan tesislerinin
aranmasina karar verildigi gerekceleriyle bildirilmistir.

16 Subat 1921°de yapilan aramalarda silah ve cephane bulunamamasina
ragmen Kolej dahilindeki Pontus ve Rum kuliiplerini varligi tespit edilmis, Pontus
Kuliibi’'niin nizamnamesi, miihiirleri, Yunan bayraklari, kurulmasi diisiiniilen
Pontus Cumbhuriyeti’nin smirlarin1 gosteren, iizerinde Pontus yazili harita,
fotograflar, Pontus armalar1 vb. Amerikali misyonerlerin bolgedeki azinliklar
Tirkler aleyhine kigkirttiklarini ortaya koyan belgeler ele gecirilmistir.

Pontus Kuliibii bagkan1 ve idare heyeti {iyeleri tutuklanmig, Amerikalilarin
ifadeleri alinmis, Kolej kapatilmis, binalarin ve esyalarin korunmasi igin
hiikiimetin sectigi ic Amerikali misyoneri haricinde digerleri 22 Mart 1921°de
Merzifon’u terk etmistir. Pontuscular tutuklu olarak Amasya’ya gonderilmis,
12 Eyliil 1921°de Samsun Bolge istiklal Mahkemesi’'nde yapilan yargilamada,
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Kolejin dort 6gretmeniyle iki 6grencisi, Yunan amagclart dogrultusunda egitim
yaptirdiklari, otoriteye karsi gelmek icin iiye kaydettikleri, Zeki Bey’in katlinde
yer aldiklari i¢in idama mahkm edilmislerdir.

Merzifon Anadolu Koleji’'nde goérev yapan misyonerlerin merkezlerine
verdikleri raporlarda, Ankara hiikiimeti suclu gibi gosterilmek istenmis, Amerikan
kamuoyunun dikkati bolgedeki Rumlar tizerine ¢ekilmeye ¢alisiimistir. Merzifon
Anadolu Koleji’nde ne yapilmak istendigi biitiin ¢iplakligiyla ortaya ¢ikmasina
ragmen, Istanbul’a giden misyonerler, Osmanli hiikiimeti nezdinde okulu tekrar
agmaya calismislar, ancak bagarili olamamiglardir. Anadolu’daki seriiveni,
1921°de Pontusgu hareketlere karistig1 i¢in boyle bir trajediyle sona eren Kolej,
Yunanistan’in davetiyle 1923’te Selanik’te tekrar agilmistir.
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HOW DID THE AMERICAN COLLEGE OF MERZIFON
SUPPORT THE PONTIC SEPARATISTS?

During Turkey’s National Struggle (1919-1923), the American College of
Merzifon, established by the American Board missionaries on September 8, 1886,
provided much support to Pontic separatists who sought to re-establish a Pontic
state in the central and eastern Black Sea regions. At the beginning of the 20th
century, the work of the American Board among the Rums [a name deriving from
the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in reference to Greek speakers who
inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey] intensified. The Rums
began to engage in hostile activities against the Turks, and the College supported
the Rums both intellectually and practically, nurturing the independence ideal
of the Pontic separatists and assisting them in preparation for their revolt. The
process resulted in the closure of the college.

This process consisted primarily of three phases: the activities of the Pontus
Club within the College, the relations between the British military authorities
who occupied the region after the First World War on the one hand, and the
missionaries of the American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions as
well as minorities in Merzifon on the other hand, and the assassination of Zeki
Ketani, one of the teachers of the College, on February 12, 1921.

With the support of their teachers, Rum students founded the Pontus Club,
the Greek-Rum Sports Club [Yunan-Rum Idman Kuliibii] (1904), and the Greek-
Rum Education Club [Rum Irfanperverler Kuliibii] (1907) at the College, which
would work to encourage the Rum youth for the establishment and preparation
of a Greek government on the Black Sea coast, to place the Rum youth under
Greek sovereignty, and to enable them to put the theoretical knowledge they
received at school into practice. The Pontus Club, which was the most active
club in the college, launched many branches in the Black Sea region with the aim
of establishing a Pontic republic and cooperated with the Central Organization
for Asia Minor [Asya-yi Sugra Teskilat-1 Merkeziyesi] established in Greece.
Meanwhile, a group of Rum students started to publish a newspaper and a
magazine called Pontus under the supervision of their teachers.
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With the outbreak of the First World War in 1914, the College buildings
were confiscated on May 10, 1916, to host soldiers and for use as a hospital.
On October 30, 1918, with the signing of the Armistice of Mudros, the College
buildings were put back into operation, Rum students reopened their clubs, and
on March 14, 1919, members of the Near East Relief Mission moved into the
College buildings. Then, on March 30, 1919, the commanders of the British
troops occupying Merzifon were hosted in the homes of the College teachers. On
September 6, 1919, the College buildings, where education resumed, began to be
used as the center of armed militia activities in the region and as an arms depot,
and teachers began to make public speeches inciting the Rums in the area.

On December 9, 1920, the Central Army of the Ankara government searched
the house of a Rum in Tokat as part of the measures taken against the Pontic
separatist movement on the Black Sea coast. As the raid resulted in the seizure
of documents with the word Pontus and brochures titled Merzifon Anatolian
College [with Anatolia College being another name for the American College],
attention turned to the College. The Rums, who began to be concerned about the
developments with the arrest of Pontic separatists, killed Zeki Ketani, a Turkish
teacher, on February 12, 1921, on the grounds that he was the one who tipped the
authorities.

Upon the incident, the Ankara government authorized the Central Army to
search the American institutions in Merzifon, assigned the commander of the
Fifth Brigade and the district governor of Merzifon to this task, transferred the
headquarters of the army units in the region to Merzifon, summoned the director
of the college, the chief physician of the hospital and other American missionaries
to the Merzifon government house, and informed them of the reasons for the
decision to search the American facilities.

On February 16, 1921, although no weapons and ammunition were found
during the searches, the existence of Pontus and Greek clubs within the College
was established. Documents such as the Pontus Club’s charter, seals, Greek
flags, a map showing the borders of the Pontus Republic that was planned to be
established, with a large portion of the Black Sea region demarcated with the
word “Pontus” written on it, photographs, Pontus crests, and other materials were
seized, which revealed that American missionaries were inciting the minorities in
the region against the Turks.
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The president of the Pontus Club and the members of its executive committee
were arrested, the testimonies of the Americans were taken, the College was
closed, and except for the three American missionaries chosen by the government
to protect the buildings and belongings, the others left Merzifon on March 22,
1921. The Pontic separatists were sent to Amasya under arrest. On September
12, 1921, four teachers and two students of the College were sentenced to death
at a trial held at the Samsun Regional Independence Tribunal. The teachers were
sentenced for providing education in line with Greek national ends, enrolling
members to defy the authority, and taking part in the murder of Zeki Bey.

The reports written for their headquarters by the missionaries working at
the American College of Merzifon sought to portray the Ankara government
as culpable. The aim was to draw the attention of the American public to the
Rums in the region. Despite the fact that the intentions of the relevant personnel
at the Merzifon Anatolian College were revealed crystal clear, the missionaries
who went to Istanbul tried to reopen the school by working through the Ottoman
government in Istanbul. Still, they did not succeed in their efforts. The College,
whose adventure in Anatolia ended with such a tragedy in 1921 due to its
involvement in Pontic separatist movements, was reopened in Thessaloniki in
1923 upon the invitation of Greece.

SOURCES: Pontus Meselesi, Matbuat ve Istihbarat Matbaasi, Ankara
1338; Giilbadi Alan, Merzifon Amerikan Koleji ve Anadolu’daki Etkileri,
Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yayinlari, Ankara 2008; Giilbadi Alan, “Anadolu’daki
Yabanci Okullar ve Pontusculuk”, Baslangi¢tan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, ed.
Veysel Usta, 175-198, Serander Yayinlari, Trabzon 2007; Mustafa Balcioglu, ki
Isyan Bir Pasa, Kocgiri, Pontus, Nobel Yay., Ankara 2000; George E. White,
Adventuring with Anatolia College, Herald Register Publishing Company,
Grinnell-ITowa 1940.
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Baryss  Bitoum.
Hojas, — Le pord

Batum

Kaynak: gurcu.org, erisim tarihi 13/06/2024



BATUM NASIL PONTUSCU MERKEZLERDEN
BiRi HALINE GELDIi?

Niliifer ERDEM”

500 y1l Osmanli hakimiyetinde kalmis olan Batum, 1877-1878 Osmanli-Rus
Savas1 sonrasinda Berlin Antlagsmasi’yla Rusya’ya birakilmistir. Osmanl Devleti,
Rus ihtilaliyle olusan sartlardan yararlanarak Nisan 1918°de tekrar ele gegirse de
Batum, Mondros Miitarekesi sonrasi Biiyiik Britanya’nin kontroliine ge¢mistir.
Batum’daki Pontus¢u faaliyetler esasen Rusya’nin elinde oldugu dénemde
baslamis, sehrin Biiylik Britanya’nin kontroliine gegmesiyle ivme kazanmaistir.
Ayrica Trabzon’daki Miidafaa-i Hukuk hareketi Pontusgu faaliyetlere karsi engel
olarak algilanmis ve Batum’a yoOnelimi hizlandirmistir. Batum’un Pontusgu
merkezlerden biri haline gelmesinde cografi konumunun 6nemi de biiyiktiir.

Miladi takvimle 6 Temmuz — 7 Agustos 1919 tarihleri arasinda Batum’da
gerceklestirilmis olan kongreyle Karadenizli Rumlarin ilk temsilciligi calismaya
baslamistir. Kongre ilk baslarda “Pontus [Karadeniz] Rumlariin Daimi Genel
Kongresi” ismiyle anilirken, sonrasinda ismindeki “Daimi” sozciiglinden
vazgecilmistir. Kongre “Eleftheros Pontos [Ozgiir Pontus]” isimli bir yayin
organina sahip olmus, kongre tarafindan “Pontus Kurulu” isimli bir temsil heyeti
secilmistir. Kongrenin ikinci donemi 14 Aralik 1919 tarihinde baslamis ve
kongre ayni1 giin “Pontus Milli Konseyi [Ethniko Simvulio Pontu]” adin1 almistir.
Baz1 kaynaklarda bu konseyden meclis, {i¢ kisiden olusan Pontus Kurulu’ndansa
hiikiimet olarak s6z edilmistir. Tasidigr 6zellikler sebebiyle Batum, Trabzon
Metropoliti Hrisanthos ve Yunan subay1 Katheniotis gibi Pontus¢u Rum liderlerle
Yunan yetkilileri tarafindan ziyaret edilmis veya gecislerinde Pontus Kurulu’yla
diyaloga gectikleri bir ugrak yeri olmustur.

*  Dogent Doktor, Istanbul Universitesi, Atatiirk Tlkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi Enstitiisii, nilerdem@
istanbul.edu.tr
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Batum cografi konumu ve Pontusgu merkezlerden biri olmasi sebebiyle
Giliney Rusya, Kirim, Trabzon, Kars ve Oltu gibi bdlgelerden gelen pek ¢ok
Rum’un sigindiklar1 yer olmustur. Miilteci sayisinin fazlaliginin ve bunlar
tastyacak olan gemilerdeki gecikmelerin yaratmis oldugu sikintilarla Batum’daki
Pontuscu teskilatlar, ancak daha =ziyade Pontus Kurulu ilgilenmistir. Bu
miilteciler sonrasinda ya Rum niifusunun artirilmak istendigi Tiirk topraklarina
veya Yunanistan’a taginmislardir.

Pontusgu Rumlar ve onlara destek veren Yunan yetkililer tarafindan
Batum’a Yunan kuvvetlerinin ¢ikarilmasi ya da Rumlardan ordu teskil edilmesi
yoniinde girisimler s6z konusu olmus, ancak Britanyalilar bu girisimlere pek
sicak bakmamiglardir. Bu yondeki girisimler tam olarak Yunan yetkililerin
ve Rumlarin istedigi gibi bir seyir izlemese de Batum’da Rumlardan milis ve
jandarma teskilati teskil edilmistir. Temmuz 1920’de Britanya’nin Batum’dan
¢ekilmesi oncesinde Pontuscgu faaliyetlere liderlik etmis olanlarin ¢ogu bdlgeyi
terk etmiglerdir. Batum 11 Mart 1921°de Tiirklerin eline gegse de 16 Mart 1921
tarihli Moskova Antlasmasi ile Giircistan’a birakilmistir.

KAYNAKLAR: Salim Gékgen, “Milli Miicadele Déneminde Pontus Orgiitii
ve Faaliyetleri”, Pontus Meselesi: Olaylar, Algilar ve Gercekler, (Ed. Hikmet
Oksiiz, Mehmet Okur, Yiiksel Kiiciiker), Trabzon, Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi,
2019, ss. 1-14; Mustafa Sar1, “Batum’da Son Tiirk Idaresi (1921)”, Vakaniivis,
C 2, Kafkasya Ozel Sayisi, 2017, ss. 475-506; Yusuf Sarmnay, “Pontus Meselesi
ve Yunanistan’in Politikas1”, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Dergisi, C 11, S 31,
1995, ss. 107-162; 'ewpyavoroviog, Evpiniong 1., Otllpoondbeieg tmv EAMvev
tov [Tovtov Yo Avtodidbeon Katd to Téhog g OBwpavikng Avtokpatopiog
1916-1922, Apiwototédreto TTavemotiuo Oescarovikng, Awdaktopikr] Aotpipn,
®eocarovikn, 2007. EAevBepog [16vtoc.
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HOW DID BATUMI BECOME A HUB OF PONTIC
SEPARATISM?

After 500 years of Ottoman rule, Batumi was ceded to Russia with the Treaty
of Berlin following the Russo-Ottoman War in 1877-1878. Although the Ottoman
Empire recaptured Batumi in April 1918 by taking advantage of the conditions
created by the October Revolution in Russia, Batumi came under the control of
the United Kingdom with the Armistice of Mudros. Pontic separatist activities in
Batumi started during the Russian occupation of the city and gained momentum
after the city came under the control of the British. In addition, the Mudafaa-i
Hukuk movement [a Turkish pro-independence organization, “the Defence of
Rights” movement] in Trabzon was perceived as an obstacle against Pontic
separatist activities. This further incentivized the separatists towards a move to
Batumi. The geographical location of Batumi also played an important role in its

becoming one of the Pontic separatist hubs.

With the congress held in Batumi between July 6 and August 7, 1919 (dates
indicated according to the Gregorian calendar), the first representational body
of the Black Sea Rums [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’,
later used in reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire
and Republican Turkey] began work. While the congress was initially called the
“Permanent General Congress of Pontic [Black Sea] Rums”, the word “Permanent”
was later dropped. The congress had a publication named “Eleftheros Pontos
[Free Pontus]” and elected a representative committee called “The Pontus Board”.
The second term of the congress started on December 14, 1919, and the name of
the congress was decided to be the “Pontus National Council [Ethniko Simvulio
Pontu]” on the same day. Some sources refer to this council as a “parliament” and
to the Pontus Council, which consisted of three people, as a “government.” Due
to its specific importance and characteristics, Batumi was visited by Rum Pontic
separatist leaders such as Chrysanthos, the Metropolitan of Trabzon, and Greek
officer Katheniotis, as well as Greek officials, or became a stopover for them to

establish contact with the Pontus Council during their transit.
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Due to its geographical location and its position as one of the Pontic separatist
centers, Batumi became a refuge for many Greeks from Southern Russia, Crimea,
Trabzon, Kars and Oltu. The Pontic separatist organizations in Batumi, but mostly
the Pontus Board, dealt with the problems caused by the large number of refugees
and the delays in the ships that would carry them. These refugees were then
moved either to Turkish territories, where it was sought to increase the number
of the Rums or to Greece.

There were attempts by the Pontic separatist Rums and the Greek officials
who supported them to bring Greek forces to Batumi or to organize an army
of Rums, but the British did not look favorably upon these attempts. Although
the attempts to this end did not exactly follow the course desired by the Greek
authorities and the Rums, a militia and gendarmerie organization was organized
from among Rums in Batumi. Before the British withdrawal from Batumi in July
1920, most of those who had spearheaded Pontic separatist activities left the
region. Although Batumi was captured by the Turks on March 11 1921, it was
left to Georgia with the Moscow Treaty of March 16 1921.

SOURCES: Salim Gokgen, “Milli Miicadele Déneminde Pontus Orgiitii
ve Faaliyetleri”, Pontus Meselesi: Olaylar, Algilar ve Gercekler, (Ed. Hikmet
Oksiiz, Mehmet Okur, Yiiksel Kiiciiker), Trabzon, Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi,
2019, ss. 1-14; Mustafa Sar1, “Batum’da Son Tiirk Idaresi (1921)”, Vakaniivis,
C 2, Kafkasya Ozel Sayisi, 2017, ss. 475-506; Yusuf Sarinay, “Pontus Meselesi
ve Yunanistan’in Politikas1”, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Dergisi, C 11, S 31,
1995, ss. 107-162; 'ewpyavoroviog, Evpiniong 1., OtIlpoondabeieg tmv EAMvev
tov [Tovtov Yo Avtodidbeon Katd to Téhog g OBwpavikng Avtokpatopiog
1916-1922, Apwototéreto Tlavemotiuo Gescarovikng, Awdaktopikr] Atotpipn,
®eocarovikn, 2007. EAevBepog [16vtoc.
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Avustralya Pontus Dernekleri Federasyonunun Armasi

Kaynak: www.pontos.org.au, erisim tarihi 08/06/2023



PONTUSCU FAALIYETLERE ULKE DISINDAN
NERELERDEN DESTEK SAGLANDI/SAGLANMAKTADIR?

Omer KUL'

S6zde Pontus iddialarini1 40 yildir giiclendirmeye calisan Yunanistan, bu
iddialarm1 yaymak ve kalic1 hale getirmek gayesiyle bugiine kadar 179 dernek
ve vakif kurmus veya kurulusuna destek olmustur. Halihazirda Almanya’da
31, ABD’de 27, Kanada’da 11, Avustralya’da 3, Giircistan’da 2, Isvigre, Isve¢
ve Yeni Zelanda’da 1’er dernek ve vakif faal durumdadir. Pontus dernek ve
vakiflar1 her yi1l 19 Mayis’ta gosteriler yapmakta, torenlere Yunanistan’da
Cumbhurbaskani, Basbakan, Disisleri Bakani, Ana Mubhalefet lideri, Kibris
Rum lideri ve Yunan Ortodoks Kilisesi Bagpiskoposlari ve bircok Yunan
milletvekili mesaj gondermektedir. Ayrica bu dernek ve vakiflar, BM ve AGIK
gibi cesitli uluslararasi teskilatlara yazilar yazilarak destekleri talep edilmekte,
bunlar vasitasiyla Yunanistan’a yerlestirilecek Pontuslular icin AB’den kredi
alinmaktadir. Ingiltere Kraliyet ailesinin temin ettigi fonlarla arastirma enstitiileri
kurulmus, folklorik ve etnografik materyaller toplanmus, siireli yayinlar ve kitaplar
yaymlanmistir. Son yillarda, bu merkezlerde derlenmis sozli tarih kayitlari,
fotograflar, belge veya yayinlar kaynak gosterilerek eserlerin yayinlanmasina
oncelik verilmis ve bu eserler iilkemizde de terciime edilerek dagitilmigtir. Ayrica,
Yunan Parlamentosu, s6zde Pontus Soykirimi’ni konu alan 3 ciltten olusan bir
caligma bastirmistir. Karadeniz’deki Pontus faaliyetlerinde Giircistan’da yagayan
ve Yunan yetkililer tarafindan “Pontuslu” olarak adlandirilan Yunan asillilarin
da etkili oldugu bilinmektedir. Yunanistan Kiiltlir ve Turizm Bakanligi, Pontus
Vakfi, Pontus Rumlar1 Federasyonu, Yunanistan Disisleri Bakanligi, Avrupa
Birligi Kiiltlir Programlari ve bazi uluslararasi insan haklari kuruluslarinin Pontus

*  Profesor Doktor, Istanbul Universitesi, Tiirkiyat Arastirmalar1 Boliimii, omer.kul@istanbul.
edu.tr
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ile alakal1 faaliyetleri destekledigi bilinmektedir. Boyle olmakla birlikte Pontus
derneklerinin internet portallarinda finansal destek ya da herhangi bir sponsorluk

bilgisine yer verilmemektedir.

Yunanistan’dan Dogu Karadeniz’e turist olarak genelde ayni kisilerden olugan
gruplar gelmektedir. Yunan istihbarat elemanlarinin organizasyonu ile bolgeden
igsiz veya Universite kazanamamis ¢ok sayida gence, is veya burs imkani temin
edilerek Yunanistan’a gotiiriilmiistiir. S6z konusu faaliyetler i¢in Yunanistan
tarafindan 2003 yili i¢in 1 milyon dolar kaynak ayrildigi bilinmektedir. S6zde
Rum Pontus devleti kurulmasi ¢aligmalarini, Fransa’nin Marsilya kentindeki
Yunanl is adami1 Konstantinos Konstantinidis ile Yorgo Adreadis’in finanse ettigi
bilinmektedir. Burs vermek i¢in Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi’ne basvurulmasi
dikkat cekicidir. Yine bu cercevede bazi Karadenizli mahalli sanatc¢ilarin

Yunanistan’daki Pontus festivallerine ve toplantilara katilmalar1 temin etmistir.

Glintimiizde Trabzon merkez olmak iizere Dogu Karadeniz’de Pontus
kiiltiirinii yeniden canlandirmak ve etnik kokenleri birer ayrilikgilik vesilesi
getirmek i¢in Hristiyan misyoner Orgiitler basta Yunanistan olmak {izere yabanci
istihbaratcilar aktif olarak gérev yapmaktadir. Propaganda amacli kitaplarin son
zamanlarda ¢ogalmasina sebep, disaridan aldiklari Ermeni ve Rum lobilerinin
maddi ve manevi desteginin olmas1 kuvvetle muhtemeldir. Tirkiye’den bursla
Atina’ya gelenler EIP ajanlari tarafindan “Pontus’ta gerilla eylemleri olusturma
egitimi” almistir. Dernek, vakif ve sivil toplum kuruluslar gibi yapilar {izerinden
de dogrudan ya da dolayl yollarla propaganda faaliyetleri yapilabilmekte veya
yapilanlara maddi destek saglanmaktadir.

Yunanistan Devleti tarafindan yiiriitilen propaganda faaliyetleri
dogrultusunda 57 heykel/anit insa edilmistir. Agustos 2005’te Yunanistan
Bagbakani Karamanlis’in onayi ile “Pontus Soykirimi ve Helenizm’in Y 6nelimi”
adli ders, lise miifredatina alinmistir. 6 Ekim 1998 tarihinde Varsova’da
Tiirkiye’yi suglayici AGIT Bildirisi yaymlanmistir. AB’den alinan kredilerle de
Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’ne “Unutulmayan Kaybolan Vatanlara Gezi” adi altinda
geziler diizenlenmektedir. Ayrica Almanya gizli servisi ve vakiflar {izerinden,
Pontusgu faaliyetler desteklemektedir. Ote yandan sdzde “Pontus Soykirimi”
iddialarinin, Yunanistan tarafindan destek ve himaye gormesi ile birlikte, Fener
Rum Patrikhanesi tarafindan da ortiilii olarak desteklendigi, hatta bu faaliyetlerin
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onciiliiglini yapanlarin PKK teror orgiitiinii destekleyenler ile ayn1 kurum ve
isimler oldugu dikkat cekmektedir.

KAYNAKLAR: Cem Basar, Terér Dosyasi ve Yunanistan, Istanbul
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“Kamuoyu Olusturmada Propaganda Araci: Pontus Anitlar1”, Pontus Meselesi;
Olaylar, Algilar ve Gercekler, Haz.: Hikmet Oksiiz ve dig., Karadeniz Teknik
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WHICH ENTITIES ABROAD SUPPORTED AND CONTINUE
TO SUPPORT PONTIC SEPARATIST ACTIVITIES?

In its bid to strengthen its allegations surrounding the Pontic question in the
last 40 years, Greece has established or supported the forming of 179 associations
and foundations to date. Currently, there are 31 associations and foundations
active in Germany, 27 in the United States, 11 in Canada, 3 in Australia, 2 in
Georgia, and 1 in each of Switzerland, Sweden, and New Zealand. These Pontic
associations and foundations organise demonstrations every year on the 19th of
May, with the Greek President, Prime Minister, Minister of Foreign Affairs, the
Head of Opposition, the Greek Cypriot leader, the Archbishops of the Greek
Orthodox Church and multiple Greek members of parliament sending messages.
Moreover, these associations and foundations write petitions to international
organisations such as the United Nations and the Organization for Security and
Co-operation in Europe, demanding their support as well as receiving funds from
the European Union via their intermediary work of such institutions to settle
Pontic Rums [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in
reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican
Turkey] in Greece. Research institutes have been established with funds provided
by the British Royal Family, which have collected folkloric and ethnographic
material in addition to publishing periodicals and books. In recent years, records
of oral history, photographs, documents or publications emanating from such
centres have seen an increase in their circulation, with such works also distributed
in Turkish translation within Turkey. In addition, the Greek Parliament has had
a three-volume study published on the alleged Pontic Genocide. It is known
that in the Pontic separatist activities in the Black Sea region, individuals of
Greek origin who live in Georgia and are touted as ‘of Pontic origin’ by Greek
authorities are also active. It is also established that the Greek Ministry of Culture
and Tourism, the Pontus Foundation, the Federation of Pontic Rums, the Greek
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Cultural Programmes of the European Union,
and specific international human rights organisations support activities pertaining
to the Pontic question. However, such financial support or any other sponsorship
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is not specified nor detailed in any other manner on the web portals of the Pontus
associations.

In the Eastern Black Sea region, tourist groups from Greece arrive, which
primarily consist of the same set of individuals across time. Through the work
of Greek intelligence services, many young individuals in the region who were
unemployed or unable to join universities have been taken to Greece, where they
were offered a job or scholarship. It is known that Greece allocated 1 million
US dollars to these activities in 2003. The Greek businessmen Konstantinos
Konstantinidis and Giorgos Adreadis, who live in Marseille, France, are also
known to provide financial support to attempts to establish a Rum Pontic state.
It is noteworthy that there has been an application to the Karadeniz Technical
University in Trabzon for offering certain students scholarships. It was also in
line with this that certain local artists from the Black Sea region were invited to
and joined Pontus festivals and meetings in Greece.

Nowadays, there are attempts to revive a Pontic culture in the Eastern
Black Sea region, with Trabzon at its heart, and to reimagine ethnic origins as
a cause for separatism. These are supported mainly by Christian missionaries,
as well as foreign, especially Greek, intelligence services. It is highly likely
that the recent rise in the number and circulation of propaganda books is due
to the financial support and encouragement of the Armenian and Rum lobbies
from abroad. Individuals who went to Athens from Turkey, thanks to Greek
scholarships, received ‘training to start guerilla activities in Pontus’ from the
agents of the Greek intelligence services. Associations, foundations and other
non-governmental activities too occasionally serve such propaganda or provide
material support to the propagandists.

As part of its propaganda efforts, Greece has built 57 statues/monuments
pertaining to the Pontic question. In August 2005, with the approval of the
Greek Prime Minister Karamanlis, a course titled ‘The Pontic Genocide and
the Directions of Hellenism’ was added to the high school syllabi in Greece.
On the 6th of October 1998, a declaration of the Organization for Security and
Co-operation in Europe targeting Turkey was released in Warsaw. With the
funds received from the European Union, tours under the title of ‘Trips to the
Unforgotten Lost Homeland’ are organised in the Eastern Black Sea region.
Moreover, German intelligence services and foundations provide support to the
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Pontic separatists, too. It is noteworthy that in addition to Greece, the Fener Rum
Patriarchate provide covert support to the allegations of a ‘Pontic Genocide’ as
well; it appears institutions and individuals who lead this support campaign are
the same as those who support the internationally recognised terrorist organisation
PKK.

SOURCES: Cem Basar, Terér Dosyasi ve Yunanistan, Istanbul 1993;
Omer Kul, Su Pontus Dedikleri, Togan Yay., Istanbul 2008; Mikail Kolutek,
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Basilmamis Doktora Tezi, Hatay 2017; Neval Konuk Halagoglu, “Kamuoyu
Olusturmada Propaganda Araci: Pontus Anitlar1”, Pontus Meselesi; Olaylar,
Algilar ve Gergekler, Haz.: Hikmet Oksiiz ve dig., Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi
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1916 nisaninda Trabzon Belediye Baskan1 Ioannis Triftanidis ve Rum
Ortodoks Metropoliti Hrisantos, Rus Kafkas Ordusu ile sehre giren Diik
Nikolai Nikolayevi¢’i karsiliyor

Kaynak: https://commons.wikimedia.org, erigsim tarihi 12/09/2023



I. DUNYA SAVASI’NDA RUSLAR PONTUSCULARI NEDEN
DESTEKLEDI?

Veysel USTA"

Rus Carliginin Osmanli topraklarini ele gecirme ve yayilma politikasinin
geemisi 18. yiizyila kadar uzanmakla birlikte 1877-1878 Osmanli Rus
Harbi’nin 6nemli bir doniim noktas1 oldugu bilinmektedir. Ayastefanos ve
Berlin Antlagsmalarinin sagladigi imkanlarla Anadolu cografyasindaki Osmanli
azinliklan ile yakin iligki kuran Rusya’nin bekledigi firsat I. Diinya Savasi’nin
cikistyla dogmustur. Ote yandan 1829’da bagimsiz bir devlet haline gelen
Yunanistan, kendisine hedef kitle olarak sectigi Dogu Karadeniz Rumlar ile
iligkilerini slirdiirmiistiir. Bu baglamda Amerikan BOARD teskilati tarafindan
1883°te kurulan Merzifon Amerikan Koleji Pontusculugun merkez iissii haline
getirilmigtir. Aymi tarihlerde Trabzon’da faaliyet gosteren Trabzon Rum
Mektebi’nde Pontusculugun fikri temelleri olusturulmaya baglanmis, biiyiik
¢ogunlugu Yunanistan’da yetismis olan Ogretmenler burada Rum kimliginin
Helen kimligine doniistiiriilmesi i¢in yogun ¢aba sarf etmislerdir. Bu doniistiirme
¢abalarinda Trabzon’da yayimlanan Rumca gazetelerin yani sira tiyatro basta
olmak {izere kiiltlir ve sanat faaliyetlerinin 6nemli bir roli olmustur. Bu tiir
Pontuscu faaliyetlerin mali kaynagimin énemli bir kismi, 1830°dan sonra Dogu-
Bati ticaretinin transit merkezi olan Trabzon’da olugan Rum ticaret burjuvazisi
tarafindan saglanmistir. Bunun yani sira Yunanistan, Fener Patrikhanesi ve
Rusya’daki Rumlar tarafindan da 6nemli maddi katkida bulunulmustur.

I. Diinya Savasi oncesinde yasanan siyasi gerginlik ve bloklagsma siirecinde
Rus Carligi, basgta Trabzon olmak tlizere Dogu Karadeniz Rumlari ile iligkilerini
daha da sikilastirmistir. Bu iliskiler, ge¢cmis yillarda ¢esitli nedenlerle Rus Carligi
topraklaria gogmiis ve burada 6rgiitlenmis Trabzon kokenli Rumlar araciligiyla

*  Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, vusta@ktu.edu.tr
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yiiritilmistir. 11 Subat 1913’te Velisaridis adli bir Rum tarafindan Trabzon
Metropoliti Hrisantos’a yazilan bir mektupta, muhtemel bir savas sirasinda Dogu
Karadeniz Rumlarinin giivenliginin saglanmasi i¢in Rus ordusu mensuplarindan
General Anonyadis’in verilecek her tirlii gorevi yapmaya hazir bir sekilde
bekledigi belirtilmistir. Velisaridis’in séziinii ettigi bu girisimin viicut buldugu,
savasin baslamasindan sonra Fransiz Albay Sardini’nin Hrisantos’a gonderdigi
bir mektupta yer alan Rus idaresinin General Anonyadis komutasinda Rumlardan
kurulan bir askeri birligin, Tiflis ve Batum iizerinden Osmanli topraklarina
gececegini yazmasindan agikga anlagilmaktadir. Sardini, Hrisantos’tan bu
birlige yardimci olmak {izere Trabzon’daki Rumlardan bir goniillii askeri birlik
olusturmasini istemistir. Ruslarin 1914 sonlarinda Sarikamis muharebeleri ile
baslayan Kafkas Cephesi kara harekati 1916 baslarinda yeniden siddetlenmis ve
16 Subat 1916’da Erzurum Rus isgaline ugramistir. Ruslarin kara harekatiyla
esgilidiimlii olarak 1916 Subat’inda Sahil Cephesi’nden baslattiklari asker? harekat,
18 Nisan 1916°da Trabzon’un isgaline neden olmustur. Ancak Trabzon’un iggali
Rus ilerlemesini durdurmamus, Itilaf Devletleri’nin aralarmnda imzaladiklari
Petrograt Protokolii ile Dogu’da Ruslara birakilan topraklarin ele gegirilmesi igin
Trabzon’un giineyi ve batisinda ilerleme devam etmistir. Bu arada 16 Subat’ta
Erzurum’un iggalinden sonra da devam eden Rus kara harekéati sonunda Erzincan,

Bayburt, Glimiishane de Rus ordusunun kontroliine ge¢mistir.

Petrograt Protokolii’niin de isaret ettigi iizere Rusya’nin amaci, isgal ettigi
bolgeleri Rus Carligi’nin pargasi haline getirmektir. Bunun i¢in isgal bolgelerine
yonelik bazi politikalarm uygulanmasi gerekmektedir. Bu politikanin ilk hedefi,
isgal bolgelerinde kontroliin saglanmasidir. Trabzon Vilayetinin Rus isgaline
ugrayan bolgelerinde yasayan Tiirk niifusun biiyiik bir kisminin tercihi, Rus idaresi
altinda yasamak yerine, sartlar ne kadar agir ve zor olsa da isgale ugramamais bati
vilayetlerine dogru go¢ etmek olmustur. Rus kaynaklarina gore Trabzon sehir
merkezinde sayilar1 ancak yiizlerle ifade edilebilecek kadar az sayida Tiirk niifus
kalmustir. Ermeni niifus, zaten 1915°te uygulanan Zorunlu Sevk ve iskan Kanunu
nedeniyle baska cografyalara go¢ ettirilmistir. Bu gelismelere bagli olarak isgal
bolgesinin demografik yapist degismis, diizenleri bozulmamis olan Rumlar,
demografinin kahir ekseriyetini teskil eder duruma gelmistir. Bu veriye gore
hareket eden Rus isgal kuvvetlerinin sehirde giivenli bir idari yap1 olusturabilmek
icin Rumlarla iyi iliskiler kurmaktan baska ¢aresi kalmamistir. Bu iliskinin en
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giiclii sekilde kurulabilecegi alan, hi¢ kusku yok ki Ortodoks Hristiyanlik’tir. Her
ne kadar Trabzon Metropolitligi Fener Patrikhanesi’ne bagli olsa da Metropolit
Konstantin’in Trabzon Rum Metropolithanesi ile Trabzon Rum Mektebi’nin
yeni binasinin insast i¢in yardim toplamak amaciyla 1858’de Rusya’ya yaptigi
geziden Once Car1 ziyaret edip destegini almis olmasi, ardindan da onun
izniyle Rusya’daki Rumlardan 6nemli miktarda para toplamasi, bu iliskinin
organik bir hale doniismesine neden olmustur. Isgal kuvvetleri Ortodoksluk
bagini iyi kullanarak bu tiir semboller {izerinden Trabzon Rumlarinin hamisi
olduklarini hissettirmeye c¢aba sarf etmislerdir. Nitekim Trabzon’un iggalinden
once Sana mevkiinde karargah kurmus olan Rus ordusunu sehre davet etmek
icin aralarinda Trabzon Amerikan Konsolosu Heizer’in de bulundugu bir Rum
heyetinin kurulmasinda Ortodoksluk inancinin 6nemli pay1 oldugu ortadadir.
Rus ordusunun Erzurum Caddesi iizerinden Trabzon’a girisi sirasinda baslarinda
Trabzon Metropoliti Hrisantos olan Rumlar tarafindan kalabalik bir karsilama
toreni gerceklestirilmistir. Ardindan Metropolithanede diizenlenen térene katilan
General Yiideni¢ ve General Liyakof, Rum Cemaati Lideri Hrisantos tarafindan
vaftiz edilmisti. Bunun iizerine General Yiideni¢ tarafindan Ortodoks Moskova
Patrikligini simgeleyen ciibbe Hrisantos’a giydirilerek “din kardesligi” tizerinden

aidiyet olusturulmaya ¢aligilmigtir.

Ote yandan her ne kadar Trabzon sehir merkezi 18 Nisan’da Rus isgaline
ugramis olsa da Tiirk ve Rus ordular1 arasindaki savas Trabzon’un giineyinde ve
batisinda devam etmekteydi. Giineyden Magcka ilgesi tizerinden Zigana Gegidi’'ni
ele gecirip Rus kara birlikleriyle birlesmek i¢in ¢aba sarf eden Rus ordusu, batida
da Harsit Nehri’ne kadar olan cografyayr ele gecirmek icin askeri harekatini
siirdiiriiyordu. Bu cografyalarda arazinin sarp ve ormanlik olmasi ve sahilden
giineye dogru ilerledikce Rus donanmasinin kara birliklerine desteginin etkisiz
kalmas1 gibi nedenler Rus ordusunun agir kayiplar vermesine yol agcmaktaydi.
Bu durumda Tiirk savunma birliklerinin mevzileri ve asker mevcudu hakkinda
istihbarat bilgisi edinmek daha da onemli hale gelmisti. Bu zorlugu agmak
icin Ruslarin kullanabilecegi yegane unsur Rumlardi. Tiirk Kafkas Cephesi
askeri harekatinin sahil savunmasinin basinda bulunan kolordu komutani
Fevzi (Cakmak) Pasa, 6zellikle gece karanligindan yararlanan Rumlarin Tiirk
siperlerine yaklasarak Tiirk askerlerine Tiirkce ¢agrilar yapip siperlere sokulmaya
calistiklarin1 ve elde ettikleri askeri istihbarati Rus birliklerine ilettiklerini,
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yakalanan bazilarmin askeri mahkemelerde yargilanip cezalandirildiklarini
belirtmektedir.

Ruslarin, Tiirk savunma hatlarin1 etkisizlestirmek iizere basvurduklari
yontemlerden biri de Rum ¢etelerini desteklemek ve silahlandirmak olmustur.
Bu tarihlerde Samsun havalisinde aktif bulunan 30 kadar Rum silahli ¢etesi ile
iligki kurulmus ve bunlarin liderleri deniz yoluyla Trabzon’a getirilmistir. Silah
ve cephane agisindan takviye edilen bu ¢etelere Rumlarin Osmanli birliklerinde
askerlik yapmamalarint saglamak; Osmanli Devleti’nin savas halinde oldugu
Rusya’nin, Osmanli topraklari igerisinde ve Osmanli ordusunun gerisinde
diizenli bir gliciinii tegkil etmek; Rus ordularmin ileri harekati sirasinda telgraf ve
telefon hatlarin1 kesmek; geri ¢ekilecek olan Osmanli ordu birliklerini arkasindan
tehdit etmek; ilerleyen Rus ordulariyla beraber girdikleri kasaba ve kdylerde
Miislimanlar1 katletmek; Hiristiyanlarin i¢ bolgelere sevkleri kararlastirildigi
takdirde cete teskilatlarinin silahli olarak isyan etmesini saglayarak sevke engel
olmak talimati verilmistir. Bu talimat1 alan Rum c¢ete liderleri, ¢etelerinin basina
donerek isgal doneminde Ruslar tarafindan kendilerine verilen gorevleri yerine

getirmislerdir.

Trabzon’da Rus isgal idaresinin Rumlart yanina ¢ekmek i¢in kullandiklar
arglimanlardan biri de olugturduklaribelediyeidaresinde yalnizca Rumtemsilcilere
yer vermis olmalaridir. Bu yonetimin, belediyenin biitiin gelir ve giderleri ile
bolgeyi terk etmis olan Tiirklerden kalan arazi ve miilklerin gelirlerini de yalnizca
kendi cemaatlerinin hizmetine sunmasi, sayilar1 olduk¢a az olsa da sehirde kalan
Tiirklerin tepkisini ¢cekmistir. Bu tepki iizerine belediye yonetimi degistirilerek
aslen Karaim Tiirkii olan Doktor General Yakof Kefeli’nin baskanliginda kurulan
yeni yonetime li¢ Rum iiyenin yani sira iki de Tiirk iiyenin getirilmesi, ekonomik
cikarlarina sekte vurmasi nedeniyle Rumlarin itirazlarina neden olmustur. Rus
idaresinin Trabzon Rumlarini himayeye, Tirkleri miilksiizlestirmeye yonelik
uygulamalarindan birisi de bugiin Kahramanmaras Caddesi olarak bilinen
caddenin acilmasidir. Isgal donemi belediye baskan1 Yakof Kefeli’nin anilarida
kentin imar1 gerekce gosterilerek bu giizergahta yapilan toplu yikim, donemin
taniklarindan Mustafa Resit Tarakg¢ioglu’na gore Tirk yerlesiminin ortadan
kaldirilmasina yonelik bir girisimdir. Sayilar farklilik arz etse de Tarak¢ioglu’na
gore burada yikilan 1000’1 agkin evin tamamina yakin Tiirklerin miilkiyetindedir

ve bu yikimin asil amaci Tirklerin miilksiizlestirilmesini amaglamaktadir.
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Sonug olarak Trabzon’da 18 Nisan 1916 ile 24 Subat 1918 yillar1 arasinda
yasanan Rus isgali doneminde hem sehrin idaresi ve giivenliginin saglanmasi hem
de Tiirk-Rus savaglarinda Rumlarin desteginin alinmasi amaciyla iggal idaresi
Rumlarla yakin iliski iginde bulunmus ve onlarin giivenini saglamak icin ¢aba
sarf etmistir. Rumlar ise uzun yillardan beri fikri altyapisini hazirladiklari Pontus
devleti projesini kuvveden fiile gecirmek i¢in Rus isgali nedeniyle Tiirk niifusun
kenti terk etmis olmasini bir avantaja doniistiirerek basta miilkiyet kayitlar1 olmak
tizere Tirkleri miilksiizlestirme girisimlerini uygulamaya caligmislardir.

KAYNAKLAR: Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, Ed. Veysel
Usta, Serander Yayinlari, Trabzon 2007; Dogu Karadeniz’de Rus Isgali ve
Mubhacirlik, Ed. Veysel Usta, Serander Yayinlari, Trabzon 2021; Veysel Usta,
“Taniklarin Kaleminden Rus Isgalinden Sonra Trabzon’un Durumu”, Karadeniz
Incelemeleri Dergisi, S 17, Giiz 2014, s. 135-174; Mehmet Okur, Veysel Usta
“Karadeniz Bolgesi’nin Demografik Yapisina Dair Bir Inceleme”, History
Studies, S 1, 2009, s. 31-44; Mehmet Bilgin, Rus isgalinde Trabzon Direnisi,
Serander Yayinlari, Trabzon 2008.
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WHY DID THE RUSSIANS SUPPORT THE PONTICISTS IN
WORLD WAR I?

Although the history of the Russian Tsardom’s policy of seizing and
expanding Ottoman lands dates back to the 18th century, it is known that the 1877-
1878 Ottoman-Russian War was an important turning point. The opportunity
awaited by Russia, which established close relations with the Ottoman minorities
in the Anatolian geography with the opportunities provided by the Treaties of San
Stefano and Berlin, arose with the outbreak of World War 1. On the other hand,
Greece, which became an independent state in 1829, continued its relations with
the Eastern Black Sea Greeks, whom it chose as its target audience. In this context,
Merzifon American College, founded by the American Board in 1883, became
the epicenter of Pontus ideology. At the Trabzon Greek School, which operated in
Trabzon around the same time, the intellectual foundations of Ponticism began to
be formed, and the teachers, most of whom were raised in Greece, made intense
efforts to transform the Greek identity into a Hellenic identity. In addition to
Greek newspapers published in Trabzon, cultural and artistic activities, especially
theater, played an important role in these transformation efforts. A significant part
of the financial resources for such Pontic activities was provided by the Greek
commercial bourgeoisie formed in Trabzon, which was the transit center of East-
West trade after 1830. In addition, significant financial contributions were made

by Greece, the Fener Patriarchate and the Greeks in Russia.

During the period of political tension and blocism before World War I,
the Russian Tsardom further tightened its relations with the Eastern Black Sea
Greeks, especially Trabzon. These relations were carried out through the Greeks
of Trabzon origin, who migrated to the lands of the Russian Tsardom for various
reasons in the past years and organized here. In a letter written by a Greek named
Velisaridis to Trabzon Metropolitan Hrisantos on February 11, 1913, it was stated
that General Anonyadis, a member of the Russian army, was ready to perform any
task to ensure the security of the Eastern Black Sea Greeks during a possible war.
It is clearly understood from the fact that this initiative mentioned by Velisaridis
came into being in a letter sent by French Colonel Shardini to Hrisantos after
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the start of the war, in which the Russian administration wrote that a military
unit formed from Greeks under the command of General Anonyadis would pass
into Ottoman territory via Tbilisi and Batumi. Shardini asked Hrisantos to form
a volunteer military unit from the Greeks in Trabzon to assist this union. The
Russians’ land operation on the Caucasus Front, which started with the Sarikamis
battles in late 1914, intensified again in early 1916, and Erzurum was occupied
by Russia on February 16, 1916. The military operation launched by the Russians
from the Coastal Front in February 1916, in coordination with the land operation,
led to the occupation of Trabzon on April 18, 1916. However, the occupation of
Trabzon did not stop the Russian advance, and progress continued in the south
and west of Trabzon in order to seize the lands left to the Russians in the East
with the Petrograd Protocol signed by the Allied Powers. Meanwhile, as a result
of the Russian land operation, which continued after the occupation of Erzurum
on February 16, Erzincan, Bayburt and Giimiishane came under the control of the
Russian army.

As the Petrograd Protocol pointed out, Russia’s aim was to make the
occupied regions part of the Russian Tsardom. For this, some policies must
have been implemented for the occupied areas. The first goal of this policy is to
maintain control in the occupied areas. The choice of the majority of the Turkish
population living in the Russian-occupied regions of Trabzon Province was to
migrate to the western provinces that were not occupied, no matter how harsh
and difficult the conditions were, instead of living under Russian rule. According
to Russian sources, there was only a small Turkish population left in the city
center of Trabzon, numbering in the hundreds. The Armenian population had
already migrated to other geographies due to The Temporary Law of Deportation
implemented in 1915. Depending on these developments, the demographic
structure of the occupation area had changed, and the Greeks, whose order had
not been disrupted, became the overwhelming majority of the demography.
Acting according to this data, the Russian occupation forces had no choice but to
establish good relations with the Greeks in order to create a safe administrative
structure in the city.

The area where this relationship could be established most strongly was
undoubtedly Orthodox Christianity. Although the Metropolitanate of Trabzon
was always affiliated with the Fener Patriarchate, Metropolitan Constantine of
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Trabzon had visited the Tsar in 1858 and received his support before his trip
to Russia to collect aid for the construction of the new building of the Trabzon
Greek Metropolitanate and the Trabzon Greek School. Besides, the fact that he
collected a significant amount of money from the Greeks in Russia with the Tsar’s
permission had caused this relationship to turn into an organic one. The occupation
forces made good use of the Orthodoxy bond and made an effort to make the
Greeks of Trabzon feel that they were the protectors through such symbols. As
a matter of fact, it is obvious that the Orthodox belief played an important role
in the establishment of a Greek delegation, including Trabzon American Consul
Heizer, to invite the Russian army, which had set up headquarters in Sana before
the occupation of Trabzon, to the city. When the Russian army entered Trabzon
via Erzurum Street, a crowded welcoming ceremony was held by the Greeks,
led by Trabzon Metropolitan Hrisantos. Then, General Yudenich and General
Liyakof, who attended the ceremony held at the Metropolitan Municipality,
were baptized by the Greek Community Leader Hrisantos. Thereupon, General
Yudenich tried to create a sense of belonging through “religious brotherhood” by
making Hrisantos wear the robe symbolizing the Orthodox Moscow Patriarchate.

On the other hand, although Trabzon city center was occupied by the Russians
on April 18, the war between the Turkish and Russian armies continued in the
south and west of Trabzon. The Russian army, which made efforts to capture
the Zigana Pass from the south via the Magka district and unite with the Russian
land troops, continued its military operation to capture the geography up to the
Harsit River in the west. Reasons such as the steep and forested terrain in these
geographies and the ineffective support of the Russian navy to the land troops as
they moved south from the coast, caused the Russian army to suffer heavy losses.
In this case, it became even more important to obtain intelligence information
about the positions of Turkish defense units and the number of soldiers. The only
element that the Russians could use to overcome this difficulty was the Greeks.
Corps commander Fevzi (Cakmak) Pasha, who was in charge of the coastal
defense of the Turkish Caucasian Front military operation, states that the Greeks,
especially taking advantage of the darkness of the night, approached the Turkish
trenches, tried to get into the trenches by speaking in Turkish to the Turkish
soldiers in an attempt to convey the military intelligence they obtained to the
Russian troops. Some of the captured ones among them were tried and punished

in military courts.
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One of the methods used by the Russians to neutralize Turkish defense lines
was to support and arm Greek gangs. During these dates, relations were established
with approximately 30 Greek armed gangs active in the Samsun region, and their
leaders were brought to Trabzon by sea. Russians reinforced the Greek gangs in
terms of weapons and ammunition, and gave them the following instructions: to
ensure that the Greeks do not serve in the Ottoman troops; to form a regular force
of Russia within Ottoman territory and behind the Ottoman army; to cut telegraph
and telephone lines during the forward operations of the Russian armies; to
threaten retreating Ottoman army units from behind; massacring Muslims in the
towns and villages they entered with the advancing Russian armies; to prevent the
transfer by ensuring that gang organizations rebel with arms in case it is decided
to transfer Christians to the inner regions. The Greek gang leaders who received
these instructions returned to their gangs and fulfilled the duties given to them by

the Russians during the occupation period.

One of the arguments used by the Russian occupation administration
in Trabzon to attract the Greeks to their side is that they included only Greek
representatives in the municipal administration they created. The fact that this
administration presented all the revenues and expenses of the municipality, as
well as the revenues of the lands and properties inherited from the Turks who
left the region, only to their own communities, yielded to the reaction of the
Turks who remained in the city, even though their number was quite small.
Following this reaction, the municipal administration was changed, and two
Turkish members were brought in, in addition to three Greek members, to the
new administration established under the chairmanship of Doctor General Yakof
Kefeli, who was originally a Karaim Turk, causing objections from the Greeks
because it disrupted their economic interests. One of the practices of the Russian
administration to protect the Greeks of Trabzon and to dispossess the Turks was
the opening of the street known today as Kahramanmarag Street. According to
the witness account of Mustafa Resit Tarak¢ioglu, the mass destruction carried
out during the construction of this route was an attempt to eliminate the Turkish
settlement. This is an observation supported by the memoirs of Yakof Kefeli,
the mayor of the occupation period. Although their numbers vary, according to
Tarakc¢ioglu, almost all of the more than 1000 houses destroyed here are owned
by Turks, and the main purpose of this destruction is to dispossess the Turks.
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As a result, during the Russian occupation of Trabzon between 18 April
1916 and 24 February 1918, the occupation administration maintained close
relations with the Greeks and made efforts to ensure their trust, in order to ensure
the administration and security of the city and to obtain the support of the Greeks
in the Turkish-Russian wars. In order to strengthen the Pontus state project, for
which they have been preparing the intellectual infrastructure for many years, the
Greeks turned the fact that the Turkish population left the city due to the Russian
occupation into an advantage and tried to implement attempts to dispossess the
Turks, especially property records.

SOURCES: Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, Ed. Veysel
Usta, Serander Yaynlari, Trabzon 2007; Dogu Karadeniz’de Rus isgali ve
Muhacirlik, Ed. Veysel Usta, Serander Yayinlari, Trabzon 2021; Veysel Usta,
“Taniklarin Kaleminden Rus Isgalinden Sonra Trabzon’un Durumu”, Karadeniz
incelemeleri Dergisi, S 17, Giiz 2014, s. 135-174; Mehmet Okur, Veysel Usta
“Karadeniz Bolgesi'nin Demografik Yapisina Dair Bir Inceleme”, History
Studies, S 1, 2009, s. 31-44; Mehmet Bilgin, Rus Isgalinde Trabzon Direnisi,
Serander Yayinlari, Trabzon 2008.
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PONTUSCU RUMLAR iLE YUNANISTAN ARASINDAKI
ILISKIiLERIN NIiTELiGi VE DUZEYI NE iDi?

Yusuf SARINAY"

19. ylizyilin baslarindan itibaren Rum Ortodoks Kilisesi ve gelismekte olan
Rum burjuvazisinin yiiriittiigii faaliyetler neticesinde kokenleri her ne olursa
olsun Anadolu’da yasayan Tiirk¢e ve Elence konusan Hiristiyan Ortodoks niifus
Yunan toplumuna ait olma duygusunu benimsemeye basladi. Bir yandan da
Dogu Karadeniz kiyilarinda bir Pontus Rum Devleti’nin kurulmasi fikri dogarak
gelistirildi. Bu fikir, Yunanistan’in Megali Idea hedeflerinden biri idi. 1830’da
bagimsizlik ilanmin tanmmasindan sonra Yunanistan’in Dogu Karadeniz
Bolgesi’ne ilgisi giderek artt1 ve 1870’den sonra da bolgede Yunanistan’dan gelen
Rum sayisi artarak Samsun bir merkez haline getirilmeye ¢alisildi. II. Mesrutiyet’in
ilanindan sonra Pontusgulugun giiclenmesiyle birlikte Yunanistan’in destegiyle
Amasya’da ilk silahli ¢ete kurulurken bu Pontusgu ¢eteciler Balkan Savasi’nda
Yunan ordusuna katildilar.

Yunanistan Megali idea hedefini gerceklestirmek iizere bolgede pek ¢ok
cemiyet kurulmasmi sagladi. Bunlarin basinda gelen Pontus Cemiyeti’nin amac1
ise Trabzon, Ordu, Giresun, Samsun sahili ile Kastamonu, Giimiishane, Erzincan
ve Sivas’m bir kisminin dahil oldugu, yani Batum’dan Inebolu’ya kadar olan
bolgede bagkenti Samsun olmak {izere bir Pontus Cumhuriyeti kurmak ve ileride
bu cumhuriyetin Yunanistan ile birlesmesini saglamakti. Nitekim 1917°de
Tiflis’te Yunanistan Kafkaslar Kongresi ve ayni yilin Ekim ayinda Pontusgu
temsilcilerin de katildig1 Atina Kongresi toplandi.

Mondros Miitarekesi’nin imzalanmasindan sonra Yunanistan ve Itilaf
Devletleri’nin yardim ve tesvikleriyle Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde Pontusguluk
faaliyetleri ¢cok yonlii olarak hizlandi. Ne var ki dénemin Yunan Bagbakani
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Venizelos 30 Aralik 1918’de Paris Barig Konferansi’na verilen muhtirada
siyasi bir manevra yaparak Pontus Devleti hayalinden simdilik geri adim
atmak zorunda kaldi. Venizelos, Bat1 Anadolu tizerindeki Yunanistan emelleri
agir basarak Trabzon’un Ermenilere birakilmasini kabul etti. Ancak Pontusgu
faaliyetler duraksamadigi gibi Pontuscu temsilciler Yunan hiikiimetini protesto
ederek davalarina ilgi gostermemekle sugladi. Venizelos’un Paris’te sergiledigi
bu stratejiye ragmen Patrikhane ve Yunanistan’in faaliyetleriyle bdlgenin
¢ogunlugunu Rum niifusun olusturdugu iddialarinin gii¢clendirmesi amaciyla
Samsun bolgesine Rumlar gog ettirildi. Bu amagla Patrikhane ve Yunanistan
tarafindan Rum Mubhacirleri Merkez Komisyonu (Kordus Komitesi) kuruldu.
Anadolu’da bulunan ve Patrikhaneye bagli olan metropolitler de Kordos
Komitesi’nin temsilcileri olarak faaliyet gdsterdiler ve binlerce Rum gdé¢men
bolgeye yerlestirildi.

Yunanistan ayn1 zamanda Milli Miicadele’ye kars1 bolgede bir Rum-Ermeni
ittifaki kurulmasi icin ¢caba gdsterdi. Venizelos 5 Ekim 1920°de Ingiliz Bagbakani
Lloyd George’a bir telgraf ¢ekerek Pontuslu Rumlarin bagimsiz bir devlet
olmasini, yeni kurulacak bu devletin Ermenistan ve Gilircistan ile is birligiyle
Islam ve Rus emperyalizmine kars1 bir set olmasini1 ve bu amagla Ingiltere’nin
yardim ve destegini talep etti. Ayrica Sevr Antlagmasi’nin Ankara hiikiimeti
tarafindan reddedilmesi tizerine Atina’da kurulan Pontus goniillii birlikleri Dogu
Karadeniz’e gonderilerek bolgedeki cetecilik faaliyetlerine hiz verildi. Yunanistan
ordusu ile Yunanistan’m yardim ve destekleriyle techizatlandirilan Pontusgu
ceteler Ingiltere’nin Sevr’in zorla kabul ettirilmesi siyaseti dogrultusunda 1920
yilt Agustos’undan itibaren faaliyetlerini siddetlendirerek artirdilar. Ne var ki
Milli Miicadele’nin zaferle sona ermesi ve Lozan Antlagsmasi’nin imzalanmastyla
Yunanistan’m Megali Idea hayali tarihe karigirken yiizyillardir Tiirkler ile birlikte
yasamis Rumlar da Yunan hayallerinin kurban1 olarak miibadeleyle bolgeyi terk
etmek zorunda kaldu.

KAYNAKLAR: Yusuf Sarinay, H. Pehlivanli, A. Saydam, Pontus Meselesi
ve Yunanistan’in Politikasi, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara 2015; Pontus
Meselesi, Yay. Haz.: Yilmaz Kurt, Ankara 1995; Murat Hatipoglu, Tiirk-Yunan
iliskilerinin 101 Y1l (1821-1921), Ankara 1988.
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WHAT WAS THE NATURE AND LEVEL OF RELATIONS
BETWEEN PONTIC GREEKS AND GREECE?

As a result of the activities carried out by the Greek Orthodox Church and
the developing Greek bourgeoisie from the beginning of the 19th century, the
Turkish and Greek-speaking Christian Orthodox population living in Anatolia,
regardless of their origins, began to adopt the feeling of belonging to the Greek
society. In the meantime, the idea of establishing a Pontic Greek State on the
Eastern Black Sea coast was born and developed. This idea was one of the goals
of Greece’s Megali Idea. After the declaration of independence was recognized in
1830, Greece’s interest in the Eastern Black Sea Region gradually increased. And
after 1870, the number of Greeks coming from Greece increased in the region,
and efforts were made to turn Samsun into a center. II. With the strengthening
of Pontus ideology after the declaration of the Constitutional Monarchy, the first
armed gang was established in Amasya with the support of Greece, and these
Pontic gangs joined the Greek army in the Balkan War.

Greece enabled the establishment of many societies in the region to realize
the Megali Idea goal. The aim of the Pontus Society, which is one of the leading
ones, is to establish a Pontus Republic with Samsun as its capital in the region
from Batumi to Inebolu, including Trabzon, Ordu, Giresun, the Samsun coast
and parts of Kastamonu, Gilimiishane, Erzincan and Sivas, and to ensure the
unification of this republic with Greece in the future. As a matter of fact, the Greek
Caucasus Congress was held in Thbilisi in 1917, and the Athens Congress was
held in October of the same year, with the participation of Pontic representatives.

After the signing of the Armistice of Mudros, Pontic activities in the Eastern
Black Sea Region accelerated in many aspects with the help and incentives of
Greece and the Allied Powers. However, the Greek Prime Minister of the time,
Venizelos, had to step back from his Pontus State dream for now, by making a
political maneuver in the memorandum given to the Paris Peace Conference on
December 30, 1918. Venizelos accepted that Trabzon be left to the Armenians,
outweighing Greek ambitions in Western Anatolia. However, Pontus activities
did not stop, and Pontus representatives protested the Greek government and
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accused it of not paying attention to their cause. Despite this strategy displayed
by Venizelos in Paris, Greeks were immigrated to the Samsun region with the
activities of the Patriarchate and Greece in order to strengthen the claims that
the majority of the region was Greek population. For this purpose, the Central
Commission for Greek Emigrants (Kordos Committee) was established by the
Patriarchate and Greece. Metropolitans located in Anatolia and affiliated with
the Patriarchate also acted as representatives of the Kordos Committee, and
thousands of Greek immigrants were settled in the region.

Greece also made efforts to establish a Greek-Armenian alliance in the
region against the Turkish National Struggle. Venizelos sent a telegram to British
Prime Minister Lloyd George on October 5, 1920, asking for the Pontic Greeks to
become an independent state, for this newly established state to be a barrier against
Islamic and Russian imperialism in cooperation with Armenia and Georgia, and
for this purpose, requesting the help and support of England. In addition, after
the Treaty of Sevres was rejected by the Ankara government, Pontus volunteer
units established in Athens were sent to the Eastern Black Sea region and gang
activities in the region were accelerated. Pontus gangs, equipped with the Greek
army and the help and support of Greece, intensified their activities starting from
August 1920, in line with Britain’s policy of imposing Sévres by force. However,
with the victory of the War of Independence and the signing of the Treaty of
Lausanne, Greece’s Megali Idea dream faded into history, and the Greeks who
had lived with the Turks for centuries were forced to leave the region through
population exchange as victims of Greek dreams.

SOURCES: Yusuf Sarinay, H. Pehlivanli, A. Saydam, Pontus Meselesi ve
Yunanistan’in Politikasi, Atatlirk Arastirma Merkezi, Ankara 2015; Pontus
Meselesi, Yay. Haz.: Yilmaz Kurt, Ankara 1995; Murat Hatipoglu, Tiirk-Yunan
Tliskilerinin 101 Yili (1821-1921), Ankara 1988.
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Dogu Karadeniz Haritasi
Kaynak: T.C. Bagbakanlik Osmanli Arsivi



1916 YILINDA BAZI RUMLAR NEDEN
SAHILDEN DAHILE SEVK EDIiLDi?

Cengiz MUTLU"

Imparatorlugun son yiizyilinda biiyiik devletlerin Osmanli gayrimiislimlerine
karsi himayeci tavirlart devletin igislerine karisma gerekgesi haline geldi ve
ayni zamanda milliyet¢ilik diistincesi koriiklenerek Osmanli Devleti’nin yikimi
hizlandirilmak istendi. Bagta Rusya’nin destegiyle olmak iizere Tiirklerin
Avrupa’dan kovulmas1 ve Osmanli imparatorlugu yerine Helen Imparatorlugunun
kurulmasi siyaseti hem Yunanistan hem de Anadolu Rumlarinin Tiirk diismanligini
kortikledi. Bu dogrultuda Balkan Savasi sirasinda Rumlar Yunan hiikiimetine
bagista bulunarak kiliselerde yardim toplamis, Rum gencler Yunan ordusuna
katilmigtir. 1. Diinya Savasi sirasinda ise Ozellikle kiy1 kesimlerdeki Rumlar
Itilaf Devletleri’ne casusluk yapmus, isgalci ordulara katilmis ve ceteler kurarak
koylere saldirmistir. Dogu Karadeniz Rumlari da hayali Pontus Devleti’ni kurmak
amaciyla bolgede faaliyet gostermistir. I. Diinya Savasi sirasinda Ruslar Dogu
Karadeniz’deki ilk Pontusgu ¢eteyi kuran Vasil Usta ile iligkiye ge¢mislerdir.
1916°da Trabzon’a ve ardindan Samsun’a gelen Vasil Usta Ruslar tarafindan
Rus hatlarinin gerisinde ¢eteler olusturmakla gorevlendirilmis Sivas, Tokat,
Resadiye’de genel bir Rum ayaklanmasi i¢cin 10 bin goniillii toplanmistir. Nitekim
Rusya, 1. Diinya Savasi sirasinda 18 Nisan 1916’da Trabzon’u isgal ettiginde
Rumlar ve Ermeniler Rus ordusunu coskuyla karsilamislardir. Tipki Osmanlh
Ermenileri gibi Rumlarin da savas zamaninda diismanla is birligi icindeki yikici

faaliyetlerinin artmasina karsilik Osmanli hiikiimeti baz1 tedbirler almistir.

*  Dogent Doktor, Sakarya Uygulamali Bilimler Universitesi, Atatiirk Ilkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi
Boliimii, cengizmutlu@subu.edu.tr
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Devletin gayrimiislim niifusun diismanla is birligini 6nlemeye yonelik olarak
aldig1 tedbirlerden biri 27 Mayis 1915°te seferberlik zamaninda hiikiimetin
icraatlarina karsi gelenler i¢in alinacak askeri tedbirler hakkinda ¢ikarilan gegici
kanundur. Bu kanunun 2. maddesiyle “casusluk ve hiyanet siiphesi bulunan kdy ve
kasaba ahalisinin bagka yerlere sevk ve iskan ettirilebilecegi” kararlastirtlmistir.
Dogu Karadeniz’de Rumlarin sevk edilecegi yerler olarak ise Bafra, Carsamba,
Sinop, Trabzon, Samsun, Giresun, Ordu, Cide, Zonguldak, Tirebolu ve Mazikdy
belirlenmistir. Osmanl yetkilileri sevkiyata baglanmadan 6nce belli bir program
dahilinde ayritili bir hazirlik yapmistir. Bu dogrultuda sevk edileceklerin ad,
yas, meslek, adres ve sevk edilme nedenlerini igeren listeler hazirlanmis, sevk
edilenlere kimliklerini belirten belgeler verilmis ve yolculuk i¢in imkan dahilinde
araglar tahsis edilmistir. Sevkiyatta tren, vapur ve kara araglart kullanilmis ancak
ara¢ saglanamayan yerlerde 6rnegin Sinop, Kastamonu ve Bolu sahillerinde,
Rumlar 8 gilinliik yiriiylisiin ardindan vilayet merkezi olan Kastamonu’ya
ulagsmistir. Sevk olunanlarin isterlerse ailelerini ve tasiyabilecekleri esyalari
gotiirmelerine izin verilmis, tasinmazlart da miilki amirlerce kayit altina alinarak

depolanmugtir.

9 Mart 1916°da alinan karara gore Karadeniz’de ilk sevkiyat 16 Kasim
1916°da Tirebolu’dan yapilmistir. 4.000 kiginin 6nce Havza, ardindan Corum’a
nakledilmesinden sonra Giresun’dakilerin nakli de ayni tarihe rastlamistir. Bunu
30.000 kisinin yasadi1 Bafra, Carsamba, Unye Rumlariin Ankara’ya dogru nakli
izlemis, Sinop’taki Rumlarin 6 Temmuz’da naklinden sonra 1917 Agustos’unda
Ordulu Rumlardan 3.500’0 Rus Donanmasinca gotiiriilmiistiir. Trabzon
Metropoliti Hrisantos’un “Tiirk yetkililerle iyi geginme” politikast sonucu olarak

Karadeniz Bolgesinde en az sevkiyat Trabzon Rumlarina uygulanmaistir.

S. Yerasimos’a gore Rum tehcirinde herhangi bir kital olayinarastlanmamustir.
Baz1 Yunan yazarlara gore ise tehcir edilenler toplam Rum niifusun ii¢te birinden
fazladir ve tehcir edilenlerin iicte ikisi kayiptir. 1916-1917 yillarinda dahile sevk
edilen toplam Rum sayisina dair Patrikhane 490 bin rakamin1 verirken, Trabzon
Mebusu Yorgi Yuvanidis 150 bin, ABD’nin Osmanli Biiyiikel¢isi Henry
Morgenthau 200 bin ile 1 milyon, Osmanli Sadrazami Talat Pasa ise 93 bin
rakaminm vermektedir. Goriildiigii gibi verilen rakamlar bir hayli tutarsizdir. Zira

olagantistii savas kosullar1 s6z konusu oldugundan Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nden
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ne kadar Rum’un i¢ bolgelere sevk edilmis olduguna dair kesin bir rakam
bulunmamaktadir. Ancak dahile sevk edilen Rumlar 1918 yilinin Ekim ayindan

itibaren eski bolgelerine geri donmeye baslamistir.

KAYNAKLAR: Cengiz Mutlu, Miitareke Doneminde Rum Niifus
Hareketleri (1918-1922), Marmara Universitesi Doktora Tezi, istanbul 2011;
Georgios Nakracas, Anadolu ve Rum Go¢cmenlerin Kokeni 1922 Emperyalist
Yunan Politikas1 ve Anadolu Felaketi, Cev.: Ibrahim Onsunoglu, Belge
Yay, Istanbul 2003; Mustafa Ozdemir, “Birinci Diinya Savasi Sirasinda
Osmanli Devleti Tarafindan Gergeklestirilen Rum Tehciri”, Cagdas Tiirkiye
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“Pontus Meselesi (1912-23)”, Toplum ve Bilim, 1988-89; Alexander Anastasius
Pallis, Yunanhlarin Anadolu Macerasi (1915-1922), Cev. Orhan Azizoglu,
Yap1 Kredi Yay., Istanbul 1995.
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WHY WERE SOME GREEKS DEPORTED FROM THE
COAST TO THE INTERIOR IN 1916?

In the last century of the empire, the protective attitudes of the great powers
towards the Ottoman non-Muslims became an excuse for interfering in the
internal affairs of the state. At the same time, the destruction of the Ottoman
Empire was tried to be accelerated by fueling the idea of nationalism. The policy
of expelling the Turks from Europe, especially with the support of Russia, and
that of establishing the Hellenic Empire instead of the Ottoman Empire fueled the
hostility of both Greece and Anatolian Greeks against the Turks. In this regard,
during the Balkan War, Anatolian Greeks donated to the Greek government and
collected aid in churches, while Anatolian Greek youth joined the Greek army.
During World War I, Anatolian Greeks, especially in the coastal areas, spied
on the Allied Powers, joined the occupying armies, and formed gangs to attack
Muslim villages. Eastern Black Sea Greeks also operated in the region to establish
the imaginary Pontus State. During World War I, Russians established relations
with Master Vasil, who founded the first Pontus gang in the Eastern Black Sea
region. Master Vasil, who came to Trabzon and then to Samsun in 1916, was
assigned by the Russians to form gangs behind the Russian lines. 10 thousand
volunteers gathered for a wide Greek uprising in Sivas, Tokat and Resadiye. As
a matter of fact, when Russia occupied Trabzon on April 18, 1916, during World
War I, Greeks and Armenians in the region welcomed the Russian army with
enthusiasm. Just like the Ottoman Armenians, the Ottoman government took
some measures in response to the increase in the destructive activities of the local

Greeks in cooperation with the enemy of the state during wartime.

One of the measures taken by the state to prevent the non-Muslim population
from collaborating with the enemy was the temporary law enacted on May 27,
1915, regarding military measures to be taken against those who oppose the
government’s actions during the mobilization period. With the 2nd article of this
law, it was decided that “the inhabitants of villages and towns who are suspected
of espionage or treason may be transferred and resettled to other places.” Bafra,
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Carsamba, Sinop, Trabzon, Samsun, Giresun, Ordu, Cide, Zonguldak, Tirebolu and
Mazikdy were determined as the places to which the Greeks would be transferred
in the Eastern Black Sea. Ottoman authorities made detailed preparations within
a certain program before the shipment began. Accordingly, lists containing the
names, ages, professions, addresses and reasons for referral of those to be referred
were prepared, documents indicating their identities were given to those who
were referred, and vehicles were allocated, if possible, for the journey. Trains,
ferries and land vehicles were used for shipment, but in places where vehicles
were not available, such as the coasts of Sinop, Kastamonu and Bolu, the Greeks
reached Kastamonu, the center of the province, after an 8-day walk. Those who
were transferred were allowed to take their families and whatever belongings
they could carry, if they wished, and their immovable properties were recorded

and stored by the civil authorities.

According to the decision taken on 9 March 1916, the first shipment in the
Black Sea was made from Tirebolu on 16 November 1916. After 4,000 people
were transferred first to Havza and then to Corum, the transfer of those in Giresun
coincided with the same date. This was followed by the transfer of the Greeks
of Bafra, Carsamba and Unye, where 30,000 people lived, to Ankara. After the
transfer of the Greeks in Sinop on July 6, 3,500 of the Greeks from Ordu were
taken by the Russian Navy in August 1917. As a result of Trabzon Metropolitan
Hrisantos’ policy of “getting along with the Turkish authorities”, the least
shipment in the Black Sea Region was applied to the Greeks of Trabzon.

According to Yerasimos, no incidents of massacre were observed during the
Greek deportation. According to some Greek writers, those who were deported
were more than one-third of the total Greek population and two-thirds of those
who were deported were missing. While the Patriarchate gives the total number
of Greeks sent to the inner region in 1916-1917 as 490 thousand, Trabzon Deputy
Yorgi Yuvanidis gives the figure as 150 thousand, US Ambassador to the Ottoman
Empire Henry Morgenthau gives the figure between 200 thousand and 1 million,
and Ottoman Grand Vizier Talat Pasha gives the figure as 93 thousand. As can be
seen, the figures given are quite inconsistent. Because of the extraordinary war

conditions, there is no exact figure on how many Greeks were deported from the
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Eastern Black Sea Region to the inner regions. However, the Greeks who were

sent to the interior began to return to their former regions as of October 1918.

SOURCES: Cengiz Mutlu, Miitareke Doneminde Rum Niifus Hareketleri
(1918-1922), Ph.D. Dissertation, Marmara University, Istanbul 2011; Georgios
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Gergeklestirilen Rum Tehciri”?, Cagdas Tiirkiye Arastirmalar1 Dergisi,
Volume: 1V, Issue: 14, 2007 Spring, pp. 35-45; Stefanos Yerasimos “Pontus
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Tokat 1918
Kaynak: https://www.eskiturkiye.net, erigim tarihi 5/11/2023



SEVK VE iSKANI SONRASI TOKAT KAZASINDAKi GENEL
DURUM iNGILiZ BELGELERINE NASIL YANSIDI?

Ali SATAN"

Mondros Miitarekesi’nin imzalanmasindan sonra Ingiltere Samsun’a 9 Mart
1919°da bolgedeki Hristiyanlarin glivenligini saglama gerekgesiyle askeri birlik
¢ikardi. Birkag giin sonra 13 Mart 1919°da Ingiliz temsilci Yiizbasi Perring
Samsun’a geldi. Perring’in ilk islerinden biri Kavak, Havza, Merzifon, Amasya ve
Hacikdy’ii ziyaret ederek gézlemlerini rapor olarak Istanbul’a Ingiliz yetkililere
gondermek oldu. Perring’in raporuna gore bolgede faaliyet gosteren eskiyalar 3
gruba ayriliyordu. Bunlar: 1. Hristiyan veya Tiirk fark etmeden herkesi soyan,
oldiiren ve devrimci fikirlerle higbir alakas1 olmayan Tiirk geteleri 2. Intikam
ruhuyla hareket eden ve sadece Miisliimanlara saldiran Rum ceteleri 3. Diizensiz
Tiirk birlikleri. Bu ceteler, subaylar tarafindan politik amaglarla ve ayrica iilkenin
herhangi bir Itilaf Devleti tarafindan askeri isgaline karsi koymak gayesiyle

olusturulmustur.

Raporda 1919 yihi itibariyle bdlgenin mevcut niifusu ile sevk ve iskana
tabi niifusun durumundan da bahsedilmistir. Buna gore Terme’nin Tiirk niifusu
23.748’dir ve 130 Tiirk koyl bulunmaktadir. 3 Rum kdyiinde 835 ve 3 Ermeni
koylinde 75 niifus vardir. Yiizbasi Perring raporunda bdlgede neredeyse hig
yol olmadigint ve kotii havalarda patikalardan sadece tekerlekli araclarla
gecilebilecegini belirtmektedir. Hem Ermenilerin hem de Rumlarin sevk ve
iskaninin gerceklestirildigi Terme’de 1919 yili itibariyle heniiz gayrimiislim
niifus bolgeye geri doniis saglamamistir ve miilkleri yikilmis durumdadar. Ingiliz
yetkililer tarafindan Terme’de bulunan az sayida Rum’a saglam durumdaki
evler verilerek yetimlerin toplanmasit ve Samsun’a gonderilmesi c¢aligsmalar

baglatilmistir.

*  Profesor Doktor, Marmara Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, ali.satan@marmara.edu.tr
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Rapora gore 1919 yili itibariyle Unye ilge merkezinde 5914 Tiirk, 1670 Rum
ve 229 Ermeni niifus bulunmaktadir. Bolgedeki toplam niifus ise 52.329 Tiirk,
493 Rum ve 326 Ermeni niifustan olusmaktadir. Sevk ve iskandan sonra bolgeye
geri donen Hristiyan niifusa yardim komitesi tarafindan yemek verilmektedir. Bazi
Rum miilteciler de Rusya’dan gelerek Unye’ye yerlesmistir. Raporda daha fazla
Rum miiltecinin bolgeye gelmesi durumunda aglik yasanacagi belirtilmektedir.
Tekkiraz’in niifusu 400, Karakus’un niifusu ise 300 civarindadir.

Niksar Ilce Merkezinde Tiirk 4.592, Rum 500 ve Ermeni 144 niifus
bulunmaktadir. Bolgede 84 Tiirk, 16 Rum ve 2 Ermeni kdytinde toplam 18.170
Tiirk, 4.193 Rum ve 150 Ermeni niifus vardir. Niksar’da giivenlik ve diizenin
bir hayli iyi oldugunun belirtildigi raporda Hristiyanlara ait miilklerin onarilarak
tiim yetimlerin toplanip Samsun’a gonderildigi kayithidir. Ote yandan Niksar
Rumlarmin sevk ve iskdn uygulamasinin disinda birakildigr belirtilmektedir.
Iicede 317, kdylerde 4659 Rum niifus vardir ve higbiri mallarini kaybetmemistir.

Erbaa’da Ermeni Kaymakam Karabet Makaryan yerel idarenin basindadir
ve bolgede 51.780 Tiirk, 7.743 Rum niifus bulunmaktadir. Tiirk niifusun
5.000’inin gd¢men oldugu tespit edilmistir. 115 Tiirk, 41 Rum ve 4 Ermeni koyii
bulunmaktadir. Tlgede ve bolgede asayis ve giivenlik ¢ok kotii durumdadir ve
bu vaziyetten hem Miisliimanlar hem de Hristiyanlar olumsuz etkilenmektedir.
Bolgede gok sayida gete ve eskiya faaliyettedir. Itilaf birliklerinin bélgeye intikali
halinde Hristiyan niifus biiyiik kitleler halinde buradan ayrilmay1 planlamaktadir
ancak Yiizbagi Perring yollarin elverigsiz durumu nedeniyle Hristiyan gogiiniin
mimkiin olmadig1 kanaatindedir.

Yiizbas1 Perring’in raporunda ortaya koydugu duruma gore 1919 yih
itibariyla;
1. Ingiliz yetkililer Anadolu’nun muhtelif yerlerinde bulunan gayrimiislim

unsurlar ve onlarin olusturdugu teskilatlarla dogal miittefik gibi caligmakta ve is
birligi yapmaktadir.

2. Yalnizca Tokat’ta degil diger Karadeniz bolgesinin diger yerlerinde
de Rumlar, herhangi bir goge-siirgiine ugramamis olanlar dahi 1919 yilinda,
heniiz Milli Miicadele baslamamisken artik bulunduklar yerlerde kalmak
istememektedirler. Tokat Niksar, Erbaa mintikalarinda ¢ok giicli Rum

getelerinin varligina ragmen Rum halkinin bir kismi bu getelerin varligini
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uzun siire koruyamayacaklar1 kanisindadir. Dolayisiyla Pontuscu faaliyetler ve
hedeflerin siradan Rum halkinin bir kisminca gergeklestirilebilir bir hayal olarak

algilanmadig1 anlagilmaktadir.

KAYNAKLAR: ingiliz Yillik Raporlari'nda Tiirkiye (1920), Der.:
Ali Satan, Tarihgi Kitabevi, Istanbul 2010; “Ingiliz Disisleri Belgelerine Gore
Tokat Kazalarinin 1919 Yilinda Durumu”, Gaziosmanpasa Universitesi Tokat
Sempozyumu, 01-03 Kasim 2012, Tokat, Bildiriler, C 1, Tokat 2012, s. 251-260.
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HOW WAS THE SITUATION IN THE PROVINCE OF TOKAT
AFTER THE 1915 RELOCATION AND RESETTLEMENT
ACCORDING TO BRITISH ARCHIVAL DOCUMENTS?

After the signing of the Armistice of Mudros, British troops embarked on
Samsun on March 9, 1919, on the grounds of ensuring the security of Christians
in the region. A few days later, on March 13, 1919, the British representative,
Captain Perring, arrived in Samsun. One of Perring’s first tasks was to visit Kavak,
Havza, Merzifon, Amasya and Hacikdy and send a report of his observations
to the British authorities in Istanbul. According to Perring’s report, the bandits
operating in the region were divided into three groups. These were: 1. Turkish
gangs who robbed and killed anyone, whether Christian or Turkish and had
nothing to do with revolutionary ideas; 2. Rum [a name deriving from the Turkish
word for ‘Roman’, later used in reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the
Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey] gangs who acted out of vengeance and
attacked only Muslims; 3. Irregular Turkish troops. This final group was formed
by the officers for political purposes and to resist any military occupation of the
country by any Entente State.

The report also detailed the population of the region as of 1919 and the
status of those subjected to relocation and resettlement. Accordingly, the Turkish
population of Terme was 23,748, and there were 130 Turkish villages. A total of
three Rum villages had 835 inhabitants and 75 individuals lived in three Armenian
villages. In his report, Captain Perring states that there were almost no roads in
the region and that in bad weather, only wheeled vehicles could cross the paths.
In Terme, from where both Armenians and Rums were relocated and resettled,
the non-Muslim population had not yet returned to the region as of 1919, and
their dwellings were destroyed. The British authorities gave intact houses to the
few remaining Rums in Terme and started to identify the orphans and send them
to Samsun.

According to the report, as of 1919, there were 5914 Turks, 1670 Rums and
229 Armenians in the district center of Unye. The total population in the region
was 52,329 Turks, 493 Rums and 326 Armenians. The Christian population who
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returned to the region after the relocation and resettlement were provided food by
the relief committee. Some Rum refugees also came from Russia and settled in
Unye. The report states that the arrival of more Rum refugees in the region would
trigger a famine. The population of Tekkiraz was around 400, and that of Karakus
was approximately 300.

The population of Niksar’s district center was 4,592 Turks, 500 Rums and
144 Armenians. There were 84 Turkish, 16 Rum and two Armenian villages
in the region, with a total population of 18,170 Turks, 4,193 Rums and 150
Armenians. The report states that law and order were quite in force in Niksar, and
it is recorded that the properties belonging to Christians were repaired, and all the
orphans were identified and sent to Samsun. On the other hand, it is stated that
Niksar Rums were excluded from the relocation and resettlement practice. There
were 317 Rums in the town, and 4659 in the villages, and none of them lost their
properties.

In Erbaa, District Governor Karabet Makaryan, an Armenian, was in charge
of the local administration, and his district’s population consisted of 51,780 Turks
and 7,743 Rums. Of the Turkish population, 5,000 were identified as immigrants.
There were 115 Turkish, 41 Rum and four Armenian villages. Public order and
security in the district and its surroundings were very poor, which affected both
Muslims and Christians. Many gangs and bandits were active in the region. The
Christian population planned to leave in large masses if the Allied troops arrived
in the region. Still, Captain Perring believed that this Christian migration was not
possible due to the unfavorable condition of the roads.

According to the situation presented by Captain Perring in his report, as of
1919,

1. The British authorities were working and cooperating with non-Muslim
elements and their organizations in various parts of Anatolia as natural allies.

2. Not only in Tokat but also in other parts of the Black Sea region, Rums,
even those who had not been subjected to any migration or exile, did not want
to stay in their places in 1919, even before the beginning of the Turkish War of
Independence (1919-1923). Despite the presence of formidable Rum gangs in
the Tokat, Niksar and Erbaa districts, some Rums were of the opinion that these
gangs would not be able to maintain their existence for a long time. Therefore, it
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is understood that Pontic separatist activities and goals were not perceived as a
realizable dream by some of the ordinary Rum people.

SOURCES: Ingiliz Yillik Raporlari'nda Tiirkiye (1920), Der. Ali Satan,
Tarih¢i Kitabevi, Istanbul 2010; “Ingiliz Disisleri Belgelerine Gore Tokat
Kazalarmin 1919 Yilinda Durumu”, Gaziosmanpasa Universitesi Tokat
Sempozyumu, 01-03 Kasim 2012, Tokat, Bildiriler, C 1, Tokat 2012, s. 251-260.
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TBMM HUKUMETI PONTUSCULARA KARSI HANGI
TEDBIRLERI ALDI?

Mesut CAPA®

1. Merkez Ordusu’nun Kurulmasi:

TBMM Hiikiimeti, Samsun ve yoresinde Pontus¢u Rum c¢etelerine karsi
miicadele etmek iizere 9 Aralik 1920 tarihinde Nurettin Pasa’nin komutasinda
Merkez Ordusunu kurdu. Karargdh1 Amasya’da bulunan Merkez Ordusu
kuvvetleri, genis bir alana dagilmig bulunan Rum ¢etelerine karsi harekata gecti.
Merzifon Amerikan Kolejinde yapilan aramalarda Pontuscularin faaliyetleriyle
ilgili bir¢ok belge ele gecirildi. Merkez Ordusu 1922 Subat ayina kadar faaliyette
bulundu.

2. Karadeniz Kiyilarinin Savas Bolgesi ilan Edilmesi:

Yunanlilar, Mart 1921°den itibaren Karadeniz kiyilarini abluka altina alarak
Pontus ¢etelerine moral ve destek vermek amaciyla Ankara’nin ikmal kaynaklarini
kurutmak istedi. Merkez Ordusu’nun harekatini siirdiirdiigli tarihlerde Yunan
donanmasi1 da Karadeniz kiyilarin1 abluka altina almaya calistyordu. Yunan
gemileri Eregli’den sonra 9 Haziran 1921 tarihinde, Anadolu’nun kapisi
durumundaki Inebolu’yu bombaladi. TBMM Hiikiimeti, Yunanhlarin karaya
kuvvet cikararak oradaki yerli Rumlarla is birligi yapma ihtimalini g6z 6niinde
bulundurarak olaganiistii tedbirler aldi. 12 Haziran 1921 tarihinden itibaren
Karadeniz kiyilar1 savag bolgesi ilan edildi.

3. isyan mintikasinda Orfi idare (Sikiyénetim) Ilam

Merkez Ordusu isyan bolgesinde silahlari toplamaya calisti. Yalniz Samsun
ve g¢evresinde iki binden fazla atesli silah ve bir buguk milyon kadar mermi
toplandi. TBMM Hiikiimeti, 5 Mart 1921 tarihinden itibaren Ordu, Samsun,

*  Profesor Doktor, Ankara Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, capa@ankara.edu.tr
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Tokat, Amasya, Corum livalarinda silahlarin toplanmasi esnasinda genel asayisin
saglanmasi i¢in sikiyonetim (idare-i orfiye) ilan etti. 22 Mart tarihinde Sivas
vilayetinin tiimii de buna dahil edildi. Her iki karar 27 Kasim 1921 tarihine kadar
yiirtrliikte kaldi.

4. Karadeniz’de Yunan Tehlikesine Karsi Sahildeki Rumlarm i¢
Kisimlara Sevki

Rum g¢eteleri, Karadeniz’i isgale hazirlanan Yunan ordusunun Bati
cephesindeki ylikiinii hafifletmek amaciyla Tirkleri arkadan vurmak igin firsat
kolluyorlardi. Once, yasitlar1 askerde bulunan Rumlar silahaltina cagrildi.
Bunlarin ¢cogu ¢agriya uymayarak silaha sarildilar.

Karadeniz kiyilarinin savas alani ilan edilmesinden sonra, Yunanlilarin
Samsun’a ¢ikarma yapma ihtimali kargisinda eli silah tutan, 15- 50 yas arasindaki
Rumlarin kiyilarindan i¢ kisimlara sevklerine karar verilerek 16 Haziran 1921°de
yiirtrliige konuldu. Rumlarin i¢ kisimlara sevkleri sirasinda yol {izerinde yasayan
Rumlar cesitli miidahalelerde bulunmuslardir. Merkez Ordusu Komutanligi,
Samsun, Balikkdy arkasindaki koylerle Bafra kazasi ve Nebyan ve Kocadag
mintikasinda, Samsun’un dogusunda, Amasya livasinin Ladik ve Havza
kazalariyla Tavsan daglarinda ve Tokat sancaginin Destek bogazinda ve Yaylacik
daginda ve Yozgat livasinin Akdagmadeni’ndeki Rumlarin sevk edilmekte
olan Rumlara yardim i¢in eskiyaliga kalkisarak nakil kollarina silahli saldirida
bulunduklarini bildirdi. TBMM Hiikiimeti, 2 Temmuz 1921 tarihli karariyla bu
mevkilerde bulunan Rumlarin, askeri gerekgelerle yerlerinden uzaklastirilarak
nakledilmeleri icin Merkez Ordusu komutanina yetki verdi.

5. Amasya Istiklal Mahkemesi’nin Kurulmasi

TBMM Hiikiimeti, Pontuscu Rumlar1 yargilamak iizere Samsun Istiklal
Mahkemesini kurdu. Mahkeme kurulusundan itibaren siirekli Amasya’da
toplandig1 i¢in resmi kayitlarda Amasya Istiklal Mahkemesi olarak adlandirildi.
1921 yili agustos ayinda Amasya’da calismalarina baslayan Istiklal Mahkemesi
Merzifon, Samsun, Trabzon, Giresun, Unye, Ordu vd. yerlerdeki Pontuscularla
ilgili davalar1 sonuglandirdi. Amasya Istiklal Mahkemesinde isyancilar, “Osmanli
Devleti topraklarindan bir pargay1 Pontus adi altinda ayirarak devlet (hiikiimet)
kurmak maksadiyla” faaliyetlerde bulunduklar1 gerekgesiyle yargilandilar.
Mahkeme, 10 Ekim 1921°¢ kadar Pontus Meselesinden dolay1 3’1 Miisliiman,
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1740 Rum olmak iizere 177 kisiye idam cezasi verdi. 74 kisi giyaben idama,
10 kisi kiirek cezasina carptirildi; 34 kisi slipheli goriilerek Milli Miicadelenin
sonuna kadar siirgiin oldular.

6. Dahiliye Vekili Fethi Bey’in Samsun gezisi ve Pontuscu Rumlari ikna
Calhismalar

Dahiliye Vekili Fethi (Okyar) Bey, 1922 yili baharinda Pontusculara karsi
diizenlenecek harekati yakindan takip etmek tiizere, 28 Ocak-25 Mart 1922
tarihleri arasinda Karadeniz gezisini gerceklestirmistir. Fethi Bey, Pontuscu
isyancilara yoOnelik harekat oncesi Samsun’da yaymladigi bildiriyle, isyanci
Rumlar1 kan dokiilmeden kanunlara uymaya ve teslim olmaya davet etti. Bu ikna
girigimi karsiliksiz kaldi.

7. TBMM Hiikiimeti Tarafindan Isyancilara Kars1 Merkez Ordusundan
Sonra 10. Firkay (Tiimen) Gorevlendirilmesi

Dahiliye Vekili Fethi Bey’in Samsun’a gelisinden hemen sonra 8 Subat
1922°de Merkez Ordusu lagvedilerek Pontusgularla miicadele gorevi 10. Firkaya
verildi. Miralay Cemil Cahit Bey’in komutasindaki 10. Firkanin harekati sonunda,
20 Mart-15 Mayis 1922 tarihleri arasinda Pontusgu isyancilardan 1150’si teslim
olmus, digerleri sag, yarali ve 6lii olmak iizere etkisiz hale getirilmislerdir.

KAYNAKLAR: Baskanhk Cumhuriyet Arsivi (BCA); Mesut Capa,
“Tirkiye Biiyiikk Millet Meclisi Hiikiimeti’nin Karadeniz Bolgesine Yonelik
Aldig1 Tedbirler”, Karadeniz’de isyan Miibadele ve Propaganda, (Editorler:
Ismail Hakki Demircioglu- Rahmi Cicek- Mehmet Okur), Yeditepe Yayinevi,
Istanbul 2020, s. 199-214; Pontus Meselesi, Matbuat ve Istihbarat Matbaasi,
Ankara 1338; Stefanos Yerasimos, “Pontus Meselesi (1912-1923)”, Toplum ve
Bilim, 43/44 Giiz 1988-Kis, 1989, s. 33-76.
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WHAT MEASURES DID THE TURKISH GRAND
NATIONAL ASSEMBLY GOVERNMENT TAKE AGAINST
THE PONTUS SUPPORTERS?

1. Establishment of the Central Army:

The Turkish Grand National Assembly Government established the Central
Army under the command of Nurettin Pasha on 9 December 1920 to fight against
the Greek gangs in Samsun and its surroundings. The Central Army forces, whose
headquarters were in Amasya, took action against the Greek gangs scattered over
a wide area. During the searches carried out at the Merzifon American College,
many documents related to the activities of the Pontus supporters were seized.
The Central Army operated until February 1922.

2. Declaring the Black Sea Coast as a War Zone:

By blockading the Black Sea coast since March 1921, the Greeks wanted to
dry up Ankara’s supply sources in order to give morale and support to the Pontus
gangs. As the Central Army continued its operations, the Greek navy tried to
blockade the Black Sea coast in response. After Eregli, Greek ships bombarded
Inebolu, the naval gate of Anatolia, on June 9, 1921. The Turkish Grand National
Assembly Government took extraordinary measures, considering the possibility
of the Greeks landing forces and cooperating with the local Greeks there. As of

June 12, 1921, the Black Sea coast was declared a war zone.
3. Declaration of Martial Law in the Rebellion Zone:

The Central Army attempted to collect weapons in the rebellion zone. More
than two thousand firearms and one and a half million bullets were collected
in Samsun and its surroundings alone. The Turkish Grand National Assembly
Government declared martial law (idare-i 0rfiye — customary law) to ensure
general public order during the collection of weapons in Ordu, Samsun, Tokat,
Amasya and Corum provinces as of March 5, 1921. On March 22, the province of
Sivas was included in the jurisprudence of martial law. Both decisions remained
in effect until 27 November 1921.
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4. Dispatch of Greeks on the Coast to the Interior against the Greek
Threat in the Black Sea:

Greek gangs were waiting for an opportunity to attack the Turks from behind
in order to facilitate the marching of the Greek army on the Western front, which
was preparing to invade the Black Sea. In response, firstly, men of Greek origin,
whose Turkish peers had been in the military, were called to arms. Most of them
did not comply with the call and took up arms.

After the Black Sea coasts were declared a war zone, it was decided to
transfer the Greeks between the ages of 15 and 50 from the coasts to the inner
parts of Anatolia. These men were willing to take arms in order to support a
possible Greek landing in Samsun. This decision was put into effect on June
16, 1921. During the transfer of the Greeks to the interior, the Greeks living on
the path made various interventions: The Central Army Command reported that
they attacked the transport units with weapons in the villages behind Samsun,
Balikkdy, in the Bafra town and Nebyan and Kocadag regions, to the east of
Samsun, in the Ladik and Havza towns of the Amasya district, in the Tavsan
Mountains, in the Destek Pass and Yaylacik Mountain of the Tokat Sanjak, and
in Akdagmadeni of the Yozgat liva. With its decision dated July 2, 1921, the
Turkish Grand National Assembly authorized the commander of the Central
Army to remove and transfer the Greeks in these positions for military reasons.

5. Establishment of Amasya Independence Court:

The Turkish Grand National Assembly Government established the Samsun
Independence Court for the judicial processes of Pontus supporters. Since the
court was always convened in Amasya since its establishment, it was called
Amasya Independence Court in official records. The Independence Court, which
started its work in Amasya in August 1921, served in Merzifon, Samsun, Trabzon,
Giresun, Unye, Ordu etc. The court concluded the cases regarding Pontus people
in those places. At the Amasya Independence Court, the rebels were tried on
the grounds that they were engaged in activities “with the aim of establishing a
state (government) by separating a part of the Ottoman Empire’s territory under
the name of Pontus”. Until October 10, 1921, the court sentenced 177 people to
death, including 3 Muslims and 174 Greeks, due to the Pontus Issue. 74 people
were sentenced to death in absentia and 10 people were sentenced to hard labor;
34 people were deemed suspicious and were exiled until the end of the War of
Independence.
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6. Deputy of Internal Affairs Fethi Bey’s Trip to Samsun and His Efforts
to Persuade the Pontus Supporters:

Deputy of Internal Affairs, Fethi (Okyar) Bey, made a trip to the Black Sea
between 28 January and 25 March 1922, in order to closely follow the operation
against the Pontus supporters in the spring of 1922. Fethi Bey, in the declaration
he published in Samsun before the operation against the Pontus rebels, invited the
rebel Greeks to obey the laws and surrender without bloodshed. This persuasion
attempt remained unrequited.

7. Appointment of the 10th Division by the Turkish Grand National
Assembly Government against the Rebels:

Immediately after the Deputy of Internal Affairs Fethi Bey arrived in
Samsun, on February 8, 1922, the Central Army was abolished and the task of
fighting against the Pontus supporters was given to the 10th Division. At the end
of the operation of the 10th Division under the command of Colonel Cemil Cahit
Bey, 1150 of the rebels surrendered between 20 March and 15 May 1922, and the
others were captured alive, wounded or dead.

SOURCES: Presidential Republican Archives (BCA); Mesut Capa,
“Tirkiye Biiylik Millet Meclisi Hiikiimeti’nin Karadeniz Bdlgesine Yonelik
Aldig1 Tedbirler”, Karadeniz’de Isyan Miibadele ve Propaganda, (Editors:
Ismail Hakki Demircioglu- Rahmi Cicek- Mehmet Okur), Yeditepe Yaynevi,
Istanbul 2020, pp. 199-214; Pontus Meselesi, Matbuat ve Istihbarat Matbaasi,
Ankara 1338; Stefanos Yerasimos, “Pontus Meselesi (1912-1923)”, Toplum ve
Bilim, 43/44 Guz 1988-Kis 1989, pp. 33-76.
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9 Haziran - 30 Temmuz 1921 tarihleri arasinda inebolu’yu bombalayan
Yunan Kilkis zirhlisi



1921 YILINDA KARADENIZ RUMLARI NEDEN DAHILE
NAKLEDILDIi?

Tugba ERAY BiBER"

30 Ekim 1918’de Mondros Miitarekesi’nin imzalanmasinin ardindan
Karadeniz Bolgesi’ndeki Rum geteleri ve cemiyetlerinin faaliyetleri belirgin bir
sekilde artti. Bu donemde, bolgede Pontus Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulma hayalleri,
Rum toplumuna yeni bir ivme kazandirdi. Bu kritik siirecte, Trabzon Metropoliti
Hrisantos ve Samsun Metropoliti Germanos gibi ruhani liderler, Rumlara rehberlik
ederek orglitlenme cabalarina 6nemli katkida bulundular. Ayrica, Batum’da
Aralik 1919°da, “Pontus Cumhuriyeti” ad1 altinda bir yonetim heyeti olusturuldu.
Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde faaliyet gdsteren Rum cemiyetleri, Pontus isyan ruhunu
destekleyici calismalar yiiriitiiyorlardi. Ayn1 zamanda, Karadeniz’deki Rum
niifusunu artirmak amactyla Rusya’dan bdlgeye Rum gégmenlerin yerlestirilmesi
stireci hiz kazanmisti. Bu durum, Pontus Meselesi’ni sadece bir siyasi mesele
olmaktan ¢ikarip, genis ¢apli cetecilik faaliyetleriyle harmanlanmis biiyiik bir
isyan hareketine dontistiirmiistii.

Aralik 1920°de, Ankara Hiikiimeti, Karadeniz bolgesinde siiregelen Pontus
isyanina kars1 miicadeleyi etkin bir sekilde yiiriitebilmek amaciyla Nurettin Pasa
komutasinda Merkez Ordusu ad1 altinda yeni bir askeri yap1 olusturdu. Ancak,
mevcut askeri sikintilar ve kaynak yetersizlikleri nedeniyle bu girisim beklenen
etkiyi yaratamamis ve isyanla miicadelede yetersiz kalmistir. Ote yandan Ankara
Hiikiimeti ile Sovyet Rusya arasinda gelisen iliskiler sayesinde Tiirkiye’nin silah
ve cephane ihtiyaci kargilaniyordu. Rusya’dan gelen savas malzemeleri, Trabzon,
Samsun ve Inebolu limanlarma sevk edilmekteydi. Yunanistan, bu sevkiyati
engellemek amaciyla Mart 1921°de Karadeniz sahillerine resmi bir abluka
baslatti ve Inebolu’yu takiben diger Karadeniz sahillerindeki sehirleri bombaladi.

*  Dogent Doktor, Mimar Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, tugba.eray.biber@msgsu.edu.tr
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Yunanistan’in Karadeniz’e deniz yoluyla ¢ikarma yapma olasiligi ve yerel
Rum niifusuyla is birligi yapma ihtimali biiyiik endise yaratiyordu. Samsun’un
Yunanistan tarafindan bombalanmasinin ardindan, ¢etelere her tiirlii askeri ve
mali kaynak saglayan Rum ahalinin giivenli ve kontrol edilebilir mevkilere sevki
mecburi hale geldi.

16 Haziran 1921 tarihinde, Yunan gemilerinin Karadeniz’de artan faaliyetleri
ve Rum isyaninin giderek tirmanmasi sonucunda, Ankara Hiikiimeti, donemin
zorlayici sartlarini yansitan dnemli bir kararname yayimladi. Buna gore, Karadeniz
sahilinde yasayan, 15 ile 50 yas araligindaki ve silah tagiyabilecek durumda olan
Rum erkeklerin i¢ bolgelere sevk edilmelerine karar verildi. Sevke tabi olanlarin
iglerini tasfiye etmeleri i¢in siire tanindig1 gibi sevk esnasinda her tiirli yardim ve
kolayligin saglanmasi da kararlastirildi. Rumlarin mal, esya ve nakil vasitalarini
temin etme konusunda tam 6zgiirliikk verildi. Yolculuk sirasinda olasi tehlikelere
kars1 muhafiz birlikler eslik etti ve hastalananlar i¢in gerekli tedaviler saglandi.
Boylece, Ankara Hiikiimeti’nin 1921°de aldig1 bu zorunlu kararla, bolgedeki
catigmalarin en aza indirilmesinin yani sira, Rum ahali de catisma bolgelerinden
uzaklastirilmig oldu.

KAYNAKLAR: Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, Editor: Veysel
Usta, Serander Yayinevi, Ankara 2007; Mesut Capa, Pontus Meselesi Trabzon
ve Giresun’da Milli Miicadele, Ankara 1993; Tugba Eray Biber, Karadeniz
Rumlar1 ve Yunanistan, Yeditepe Yaymevi, Istanbul 2016; Hadiye Yilmaz,
Diinden Bugiine Pontus Macerasi, Dergah Yayinlari, istanbul 2016; Pontus
Meselesi, Yayina Hazirlayan: Yusuf Gedikli, iz Yaymcilik, Istanbul 2009.
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WHY WERE RUMS OF THE BLACK SEA REGION
RELOCATED TO THE INTERIOR IN 1921?

Following the signing of the Truce of Mudros on the 30th of October, 1918,
the activities of Rum [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’,
later used in reference to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire
and Republican Turkey] gangs and associations in the Black Sea region palpably
intensified. During this time, dreams of establishing a Pontic Republic in the
region lent new impetus to the activities of the local Rums. In this crucial process,
spiritual leaders such as Chrysanthos, the Metropolite of Trabzon, and Germanos,
the Metropolite of Samsun, led the Rums and made significant contributions to
organisational efforts. In Batumi, a governing body called “Pontus Republic”
was established in December 1919. Rum associations that were active in the
Black Sea region sought to encourage a spirit of Pontic rebellion. Meanwhile,
the planned arrival of Rum migrants from Russia to bolster the Rum population
of the Black Sea region gained pace. This transformed the Pontic Question from
a solely political issue to a significant rebellion accompanied by widespread gang
activities.

The Ankara government tried to organise a new army, the Merkez Ordusu
[Central Army], led by Nurettin Pasha in December 1920 to put down the rebellion.
However, this attempt proved inadequate due to extant military problems and
material insufficiencies. Meanwhile, the developing relations between Ankara
and Soviet Russia helped meet Turkey’s arms and munition needs. Armaments
coming from Russia were transported to the ports of Trabzon, Samsun and
Inebolu. To halt these shipments, Greece initiated an official blockade of the
Black Sea coast in March 1921 and bombarded Inebolu and, shortly after, other
coastal cities of the region. The possibility that Greece may embark troops via
its navy in the Black Sea region and collaborate with the local Rums gave rise
to much anxiety. Following the bombardment of Samsun by Greece, it became
obligatory to relocate the Rum population that abetted the gangs, in a military and
financial sense, to safe and controllable areas of the country.
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On the 16th of June, 1921, following increased activity by Greek ships in
the Black Sea and the escalation of the Rum rebellion, the Ankara government
passed a crucial degree that reflects the compelling circumstances of the era.
Accordingly, it was decided to relocate Rum males fit for carrying weapons
between the ages of 15 and 50 to interior areas of Anatolia. Those subject to
relocation were given time to liquidate their businesses, while all necessary
help and facilitation were to be provided during the process of relocation. The
Rums were given complete freedom to arrange their methods of dealing with
their property, goods, and means of transportation. Guard units accompanied the
convoys against potential dangers, and the sick individuals were treated. Thus,
as a result of this compulsory decision of the Ankara government in 1921, the
clashes in the region were minimised while the Rums were sent away from zones
of conflict.

SOURCES: Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, Editor: Veysel
Usta, Serander Yayinevi, Ankara 2007; Mesut Capa, Pontus Meselesi Trabzon
ve Giresun’da Milli Miicadele, Ankara 1993; Tugba Eray Biber, Karadeniz
Rumlar1 ve Yunanistan, Yeditepe Yaymevi, Istanbul 2016; Hadiye Yilmaz,
Diinden Bugiine Pontus Macerasi, Dergah Yayinlari, istanbul 2016; Pontus
Meselesi, Prepared by: Yusuf Gedikli, iz Yaymcilik, Istanbul 2009.
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1T .
Rum Miibadiller

Kaynak: Turkey-Greece population exchange still painful for those yearning
for a lost past | Middle East Eye, erisim tarihi 01/01/2023



MUBADELEDE DOGU KARADENIZ’DEN KAC RUM
YUNANISTAN’A GITTI VE NERELERE YERLESTIRILDI?

Hikmet OKSUZ"

1919-1922 yillar1 arasinda verilen Milli Miicadele’nin askeri safhasi bittikten
sonra iilkede bulunan Rum niifusun énemli bir kismu itilaf Devletleri’nden de
destek alarak bolgeden ¢ekilmis ve Yunanistan’a gitmistir. Zira Pontus isyani ile
geligen siire¢ Anadolu cografyasinda Tiirkler ile Rumlarin asirlardir olusturmus
olduklari bir arada yasama kiiltiirinli de tahrip etmistir. Bu ylizden Lozan Baris
Konferansi’na gidilirken bu hususta radikal ¢dziimlerin {iretilmesi kaginilmazdir.
Nitekim bu dogrultuda 30 Ocak 1923’te Tiirk ve Yunan Halklarinin Miibadelesine
[liskin Sézlesme ve Protokol imzalanmustir. Buna gére; istisna edilen yerler harig
Tiirk topraklarinda ikamet eden Rum Ortodoks dinine mensup Tiirk uyruklar
ile Yunan topraklarinda ikamet eden Miisliiman Yunan uyruklarmmin 1 Mayis
1923’ten itibaren miibadelesine baglanacaktir ancak sdzlesme geregi miibadeleye
nezaret edecek karma komisyonun kurulusunda yasanan gecikmeler ve baris
antlagsmasiyla birlikte buna baglanan diplomatik belgelerin imza ve onanma
stireclerinin Temmuz- Agustos aylaria sarkmasi, miibadelenin tatbikini Ekim
ayma kadar sarkitmistir. Bu nedenlerden dolay1 olusturulan Karma Miibadele
Komisyonu galigmalarina ancak 7 Ekim 1923’te baglayabilmistir. Miibadelenin
Dogu Karadeniz’de tatbik edilmesinde ii¢ 6nemli istasyon vardi. Bunlar Trabzon,
Giresun ve Samsun limanlartydi. Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’ndeki Rumlarin nakil
islemlerinde ilgili devletlerin, Karma Komisyon {iyelerinin yansira ABD kokenli
Yakindogu Yardim Cemiyeti de aktif rol almaktaydi. Bu cemiyetin Tiirkiye’deki
tiyeleri ile Yunanistan’dakiler arasinda yapilan yazigmalar miibadelenin tatbik
stirecinde yaganilan zorluklar, ortaya konan tutumlar ve nakledilenlerin miktariyla

ilgili 6nemli veriler sunmaktadir.

*  Profesor Doktor, Karadeniz Teknik Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, h.oksuz@ktu.edu.tr
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Miibadelenin tatbik edilmeye baslandigi 1923 sonundan itibaren nakil
islemlerinin tamamlandig1 1925 yili ocak ayina kadar Tiirkiye’den Yunanistan’a
toplamda 182.425 kisi gitmistir. Bu kapsamda Dogu Karadeniz’in ti¢ 6nemli
merkezinden yapilan ¢ikislarin illere gore dagilimi soyledir: Samsun: 26.937,
Giresun: 4.315, Trabzon: 4.857. ABD kaynaklarina yansiyan ve toplamda 36.109
kisiye tekabiil eden bu rakam Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde yasayan Rum niifusun
toplam sayisini ifade etmemektedir ¢iinkii Milli Miicadele’nin kazanilmasindan
sonra, yani 1922 yili sonlar1 itibariyla 6zellikle sehirlerde yasayanlar ve kirsalda
da ¢etecilik faaliyetlerinde bulunanlar degisik yontemler ve destek de alarak
bélgeyi terk etmis; ya Istanbul ve Dogu Trakya’ya ya da dogrudan Yunanistan’a
gdc etmistir. Belgelere yansiyan miktarlar daha ¢ok i¢ bolgelerde yasayan ve
Karma Komisyon marifetiyle nakil islemi gergeklestirilenlerdir.

30 Ocak 1923’te imzalanan Miibadele Sézlesmesi’nde Istanbul’da oturan
Rumlar ile Bati Trakya’da oturan Misliimanlar etkilenmeyecektir. Lozan
Antlagmasi’yla birlikte Gok¢eada ve Bozcaada’daki Rumlar da miibadeleden muaf
tutulmustur. Bunlarin disinda kalan ve miibadele kapsamina alinip Yunanistan’a
gitmis olanlarin sayisi yaklasik 1.200.000, Tiirkiye’ye gelen Miisliimanlarin sayisi
ise 360.000 civarindadir. Yunanistan’da 1928 yilinda yapilan niifus sayiminda
“Pontus” olarak nitelendirilen Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi’'nden Yunanistan’a
182.169 kisinin gdc ettigi anlagilmaktadir. Yunanistan’a giden Dogu Karadeniz
Rumlarmin biiyiik boliimii Selanik ve ¢evresine yerlestirilmigstir. Bir boliimii de
Bat1 Trakya cografyasia iskan edilmistir.

KAYNAKLAR: Nurettin Cakici, “Trabzon’da Niifusun Gelisimi ve
Déniisiimii”, Trabzon Tarihi, C 2, ed. Hikmet Oksiiz, Veysel Usta ve Kenan
Inan, Trabzon: Trabzon Ticaret ve Sanayi Odasi Yayinlari, 2022; NARA,
Microcopy: 363, Roll: 6, 767.68115/44; Hikmet Oksiiz, “Pontus¢ulugun Sonu:
Niifus Miibadelesi”, Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, ed. Veysel Usta,
Trabzon: Serander Yaynlari, 2007, s. 431-433.
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HOW MANY GREEKS FROM THE EASTERN BLACK SEA
REGION WENT TO GREECE DURING THE POPULATION
EXCHANGE AND WHERE WERE THEY SETTLED?

After the end of the military phase of the National Struggle between 1919
and 1922, a significant part of the Greek population in the country withdrew from
the region with the support of the Entente States and migrated to Greece. Because
the process that developed with the Pontic revolt also destroyed the culture of
coexistence between Turks and Greeks in Anatolia, which had been established
for centuries. Therefore, it was inevitable to produce radical solutions in the
process leading to the Lausanne Peace Conference. Accordingly, the Convention
Concerning the Exchange of Turkish and Greek Populations was signed on
30 January 1923. Accordingly, as of 1 May 1923, it was decided to start the
exchange of Turkish nationals belonging to the Greek Orthodox religion residing
in Turkish territory and Muslim Greek nationals residing in Greek territory,
except for the exempted settlements. However, the delays in the establishment
of the joint committee that would oversee the exchange in accordance with
the agreement and the delay in the signature and ratification processes of the
diplomatic documents attached to the peace treaty until July and August delayed
the implementation of the exchange until October. For these reasons, the Joint
Exchange Committee could only start its work on 7 October 1923. There were
three important terminal stations for the implementation of the exchange in the
Eastern Black Sea region. These were Trabzon, Giresun and Samsun harbours. In
addition to the states involved and the members of the Mixed Commission, the
US-based Near East Relief Society also played an active role in the relocation of
the Greeks in the Eastern Black Sea Region. The correspondence between the
members of this society in Tlirkiye and those in Greece provides important data
on the difficulties encountered during the implementation of the exchange, the
attitudes of the parties and the amount of people relocated.

From the end of 1923, when the exchange began to be implemented, until
January 1925, when the transfer procedures were completed, a total of 182,425
people departed from Tiirkiye to Greece. In that respect, the distribution of the
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number of departures from the three important centres of the Eastern Black
Sea Region according to the provinces is as follows: Samsun: 26,937, Giresun:
4,315, Trabzon: 4,857. These figures as reported in the US sources, equates to
36,109 people in total. But that does not represent the total number of the Greek
population living in the Eastern Black Sea Region. Because by the end of 1922,
after the victory of the War of Independence, especially those who lived in the
cities and those who were involved in gang activities in the countryside left the
region with various methods and support. They migrated either to Istanbul and
Eastern Thrace or directly to Greece. The amounts reflected in the documents
are mostly those who lived in the interior and were transferred by the Joint
Committee.

Signed on 30 January 1923, the exchange convention did not include the
Greeks living in Istanbul and the Muslims living in Western Thrace. With the
Treaty of Lausanne, the Greeks in Gok¢eada and Bozcaada were also exempted
from the population exchange. The number of people who were not exempted
and who were included in the scope of the exchange and went to Greece was
approximately 1.200.000, while the number of Muslims who came to Tiirkiye
was around 360.000. According to the population census conducted in Greece
in 1928, 182.169 people had been relocated to Greece from the Eastern Black
Sea Region, labelled as ‘Pontus’. Most of the Eastern Black Sea Greeks who
travelled to Greece were settled in and around Thessaloniki. Some of them were
also settled in Western Thrace.

SOURCES: Nurettin Cakici, “Trabzon’da Niifusun Gelisimi ve Doniisimii”,
Trabzon Tarihi, C 2, ed. Hikmet Oksiiz, Veysel Usta ve Kenan inan, Trabzon:
Trabzon Ticaret ve Sanayi Odas1 Yayinlari, 2022; NARA, Microcopy: 363, Roll:
6, 767.68115/44; Hikmet Oksiiz, “Pontus¢ulugun Sonu: Niifus Miibadelesi”,
Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, ed. Veysel Usta, Trabzon: Serander
Yayinlari, 2007, s. 431-433.
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PONTUSCULAR HANGIi PROPAGANDA KiTAPLARINI
YAYIMLADILAR?

Hayati AKTAS®

18. yiizyilin sonlarma dogru gerceklesen Fransiz Ihtilali ile dogan
milliyetcilik akimi Osmanli Imparatorlugu'nu da etkilemis, Imparatorluk
biinyesinde yasayan ¢esitli etnik unsurlar ayaklanarak bagimsizlik miicadelesine
girismiglerdir. Osmanli topraklarinda yasayan Rum vatandaglar da ayrilik¢t
hareketlere kapilmiglardir. Yunanistan’in bagimsiz bir devlet olarak kurulma
stireci Osmanli’nin Balkanlar’daki hakimiyetini kaybetmesiyle sonuglanmis sira
Anadolu topraklarina gelmistir. Anadolu’daki Ermeni ve Rum azimlik bagimsiz
devlet kurmak icin birbiriyle yarismis, bu miicadele her tiirli siyasi, askeri,
ekonomik, demografik alanlarda yiiriitiilmiistiir. Rumlar Megali Idea fikrinin
hayata gegirilme firsatinin dogduguna inanmis ve politikasini bu baglamda
hayata gecirmeye c¢alismistir. Bu amacin icinde dogu Karadeniz Bolgesinde bir

Pontus Devleti kurulmasi 6nemli bir yer tutmaktadir.
Pontus Propagandasima Yonelik Olarak Hangi Kitaplar Yayimlandi?

Birinci Diinya Savasi sonrasinda ve Ozellikle Paris Barig Konferansi
doneminde Yunanistan tiim birimleriyle yogun propaganda faaliyetine giriserek
Dogu Karadeniz bolgesinde bir Pontus Rum Cumbhuriyeti kurma diisiincesini
hayata gegirmeye ¢aligmigtir. Bu girisimin en 6nemli unsurlarindan biri olarak
da Ingiltere’nin Ermeni Meselesinde kullandig1 etkili propaganda ydntemi olan
basin ve yayin araglarini se¢mistir. Yunan hiikiimeti bizzat destekledigi ve
yonlendirdigi cesitli 6rgiit ve cemiyetlere Siyak Kitap adli kitaplar hazirlattirip
1919-22 tarihleri arasinda yayimlatmistir.

*  Profesor Doktor, Akdeniz Universitesi, Tarih Béliimii, aktas@ktu.edu.tr
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1. Black Book: The Tragedy of Pontus (1914-22)

Yayina hazirlayan: Central Council of Pontus. 15 Paparigopoulo Street,
Atina, 1922. 32 s.

Black Book adli kitap; Yunanistan’in baskenti Atina’da 14 Ocak 1922
tarihinde Pontus merkez konseyi tarafindan hazirlanip yayimlanmistir. Kitap;
onsdz ve istatistikler, 1921 yilma ait birkag kisa not, Bafra Trajedisi, Unye
Trajedisi ve Yargilanan ve Mahkum adli bes boliimden olusmaktadir.

Bu kitapta eski ¢aglardan beri kaderleri ve misyonlar1 bagimsizlik ugruna
savasmak olan, 0zgiirlik ve medeniyet yolunda istirap ¢eken bu kiiciik ve
asil millete Tiirklerin yapmis oldugu katiiliikklerin gergek fotografinin medeni
diinyaya duyurulmasi oldugu yoniinde ifadeler mevcuttur. 1914 yilindan bu yana
planli ve kasith olarak Anadolu’daki yerel yoneticiler kanaliyla milyonlarca
Rum ve Ermeni’nin katledilmesine sebep oldugu iddia edilmektedir. istatistikler
boliimiinde Rum niifusu ile ilgili abartili rakamlar yer almaktadir. iki, ii¢ ve
dordiincii béliimlerinde Karadeniz kiyilarinin Bafra, Unye v.b. bélgelerinde
yapildigi iddia edilen Atina mahregli katliam ve mezalim raporlari yer almaktadir.

2. The Black Book of The Sufferings of The Greek People in Turkey
(From The armistice to The End of 1920)

Yayina Hazirlayan: Ecumenical Partiarchate. Patrikhane Basimevi, Istanbul
1920. 177 s.

Kitap 6nsdz ve ardindan A, B ve C boliimlerinden olugsmaktadir. Osmanli
Devleti ve Milli Miicadeleciler aleyhine kamuoyu olusturmak {izere kaleme
alinmis ifadelerle doludur. Milli miicadelenin bagslamasiyla Pontusguluk
faaliyetlerinin baski altina alinmasinin Hristiyan Rumlarin 6zgiirliik miicadelesine
karst yapilmis bir zuliim olarak nitelendirilmektedir. Kitapta Tiirk zulmii higbir
gecerli kanit olmaksizin ve akillara degil vicdanlara yonelik abartili ve acikli
ifadelere yer verilmektedir.

3. Hellenism in Pontus
Yayima Hazirlayan: D. Zervos. Hestia Basimevi, Atina 1920. 30 s.

Bu kitapta Pontus’un tarihi ge¢misi anlatilarak Dogu Karadeniz bolgesinde
yasayanlar1 Helen wrkina baglamakta, bolgedeki ekonomik hayatin Rumlarin
girisimci ruhundan kaynaklandigini ileri siirmekte, Trabzon Komnenos Krallig
ile Yunan Helenligi arasinda sik1 bag kurmaya ¢aligmaktadir.
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4. Martyrdom of the Pontus and International Public Opinion

Tiirk¢e adi Pontus Sehitleri ve Uluslararasi Kamuoyu olan kitap; Pontus devleti
kurulmasi i¢in verilen sozleri ve bu ugurda gergeklestirilenleri ele almaktadir.
Kitabin hazirlanis tarihi Milli Miicadelede Sakarya Zaferi’nin kazanildigi
zamana denk geldiginden Pontusgular basarili olma ihtimalini kaybettiklerinin
farkinda olarak Wilson Prensipleri tizerinden bagimsizligi hedeflemislerdir. Tiirk
yonetimleri Rum egitim kurumlarini1 ihmal etmekle suclanmis, Pontusculugun
yalnizca Batili devletlerin destegi ile ger¢eklesebilecegi vurgulanmistir.

Bu kitaplar Yunanistan Devleti basta olmak tlizere Miittefik devletler,
Fener Rum Patrikhanesi ve diger ayrilik¢1 Pontus ceteleri tarafindan bagimsiz
devlet kurma girisimlerinin bir yandan siyasi altyapisinin hazirlanmasi, ote
yandan uygulamanin gergeklestirilmesi igin dort koldan yaptiklar1 propaganda
faaliyetinin acik bir tezahiiriidiir.

KAYNAKLAR: Hayati Aktas, “Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesinde Pontus
Devleti Kurma Cabalar1 ve Bu Amagla Hazirlanan Propaganda Kitaplar”, iginde
Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, ed: Usta, V. Serander Yayinlari,
Ankara 2007. ss. 275-297; Black Book, The Tragedy of Pontus (1919-1922),
Atina; D. Zervos, Hellenism in Pontus, Caucasus and Southern Russia, Athens
Printing Office, 1920; The Black Book of the Sufferings of the Greek People
in Turkey from the Armistice to the End of 1920, Constantinople, Press of the
Patriarchate, 1920; The Martydom of the Pontus and Internaational Public
Opinion, League of Nations Archieves, Geneva 1922.
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WHICH PROPAGANDA BOOKS DID THE PONTIC
SEPARATISTS PUBLISH?

The nationalism movement that emerged with the French Revolution
towards the end of the 18" century also affected the Ottoman Empire, and various
ethnic groups living within the Empire revolted and struggled for independence.
Rum [a name deriving from the Turkish word for ‘Roman’, later used in reference
to Greek speakers who inhabited the Ottoman Empire and Republican Turkey]
citizens living in Ottoman lands were also caught up in separatist movements.
The process of the establishment of Greece as an independent state resulted in the
Ottoman Empire losing its sovereignty in the Balkans and later, it was Anatolia
that became the battleground between different populations of the empire. The
Armenian and Rum minorities in Anatolia strove hard to establish independent
states, and this struggle had reflections in all political, military, economic and
demographic spheres. Rums believed that the opportunity to realize the ideal of
Megali Idea had arisen and they sought to put this idea in practice in this context.
The establishment of a Pontus State in the eastern Black Sea Region had a key
place in this goal.

Books of Pontic Propaganda

After the First World War and especially during the Paris Peace Conference
period, Greece mobilized its entire force and engaged in intensive propaganda
in its attempt to realize the idea of establishing a Pontic Rum Republic in the
Eastern Black Sea region. As one of the most important elements of this initiative,
Greece chose the press and broadcasting media, which proved to be an effective
propaganda method used by Britain in the Armenian Question. Various Pontic
separatist organizations and societies were associated with and directly supported
and controlled by the Greek government. The government had these groups
prepare books called the Black Books and publish them between 1919-22.

1. Black Book: The Tragedy of Pontus (1914-22)

Prepared for publication by the Central Council of Pontus. 15 Paparigopoulo
Street, Athens, 1922. 32 pp.
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The Black Book was prepared and published by the Central Council of Pontus
in Athens, Greece, on January 14, 1922. The book consists of five chapters:
preface and statistics, a few brief notes from 1921, the Tragedy of Bafra, the
Tragedy of Unye, and a final chapter titled The Tried and Imprisoned.

This book states its purpose as exhibiting to the civilized world the real picture
of the evils done by the Turks to this small and noble nation, whose destiny and
mission since ancient times has been to fight for independence and to suffer on
the path of freedom and civilization. The book claims that from 1914 onwards,
millions of Rums and Armenians were massacred by local administrators in
Anatolia in a planned and deliberate manner. The statistics section contains
exaggerated figures about the Rum population. Chapters two, three and four
contain reports of massacres and atrocities allegedly committed in Bafra, Unye

and other places by the Black Sea coast, with all reports originating from Athens.

2. The Black Book of the Sufferings of the Greek People in Turkey
(From the Armistice to the End of 1920)

Prepared for publication by the Ecumenical Partiarchate. Patriarchate Press
House, Istanbul 1920. 177 pp.

The book consists of a preface followed by sections A, B and C. It is full
of statements intended to rally public opinion against the Ottoman Empire and
the National Struggle. The suppression of Pontic separatist activities after the
beginning of the National Struggle is depicted as a persecution against the struggle
for freedom of the Christian Rums. The book includes exaggerated statements on
Turkish persecution, presented in a tragic manner but without any valid evidence

and aimed at the reader’s conscience rather than the mind.
3. Hellenism in Pontus
Prepared for publication by D. Zervos. Hestia Press, Athens 1920. 30 pp.

This book narrates the history of Pontus, links the inhabitants of the Eastern
Black Sea region to the Hellenic race, asserts that the economic life in the region
was sustained thanks to the entrepreneurial spirit of the Greeks, and tries to
establish a close connection between the Komnenos Kingdom of Trabzon and
Greek Hellenism.
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4. Martyrdom of the Pontus and International Public Opinion

The book, the Turkish title of which is “Pontus Sehitleri ve Uluslararasi
Kamuoyu”, concerns the promises made for the establishment of a Pontus state
and what was put into practice for this purpose. Since the date of the book’s
preparation coincided with the time of the Turkish victory in the Battle of the
Sakarya against the Greek forces (August-September 1921), the Pontic separatists
were aware that they had lost the possibility of success and aimed to obtain their
independence through reference to Wilson’s Principles. Turkish administrations
were accused of neglecting Greek educational institutions, and it was emphasized
that the Pontic ideal could only succeed with the support of Western states.

These books clearly illustrate the propaganda activities carried out by the
Allied states, especially the Greek State, the Greek Patriarchate of Fener, and
other Pontic separatist gangs, to prepare the political background for the attempts
to establish an independent state. The books also constitute examples of the
Pontic separatist attempts to put their plans into practice.

SOURCES: Hayati Aktas, “Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesinde Pontus Devleti
Kurma Cabalar1 ve Bu Amacla Hazirlanan Propaganda Kitaplar”, iginde
Baslangictan Giiniimiize Pontus Sorunu, ed: Usta, V. Serander Yayinlari,
Ankara 2007. ss. 275-297; Black Book, The Tragedy of Pontus (1919-1922),
Atina; D. Zervos, Hellenism in Pontus, Caucasus and Southern Russia, Athens
Printing Office, 1920; The Black Book of the Sufferings of the Greek People
in Turkey from the Armistice to the End of 1920, Constantinople, Press of the
Patriarchate, 1920; The Martydom of the Pontus and Internaational Public
Opinion, League of Nations Archieves, Geneva 1922.
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“KURTULUS” ROMANLARINDA “PONTUS HULYASINA”
NASIL YAKLASILDI?

Eminalp MALKOC"

Yakin déonem -hatta en yakin déonem- Tiirkiye tarihi literatiiriinde tarih ve
roman iligkisi; tarihi roman, tarihi romanlarin nasil yazilmasi ya da yazilmamasi
lizerine cesitli tartigmalar1 izlemek miimkiindiir. Ustelik 20. yiizyilm ilk ¢eyregi
itibariyle kendini gosteren Tiirkiye’deki doniisiimiin (ideolojik goriinen aym
zamanda silirecin isimlendirilmesine de yansiyan aslinda i¢i doldurulamamis
tartigmalarin  gozetilmemesi sartiyla) hikayesini konu alan roman-tarih
diizleminin temel sorunlarindan biri, tabandan tepeye uzanan Mustafa Kemal
odakl1 destans1 varolma/yasam miicadelesininin yani &zetle “destansi’nin nasil
yaziya dokiilecegi, islenecegi ve islenmesi gerektigidir. Ote yandan bu destansi
tarihsel gelismelerin, kalemi eline alan roman yazarini kisa siirede i¢ine ¢ekmesi
ve dolayisiyla roman yazma kurallariyla kurgunun adeta biiyiilii dokunusla
tarihe donlismesi, kuskusuz tartismalari roman kurgusu mu tarihsel gergeklik mi
cizgisine cekmektedir.

Milli Miicadele ve Kurtulug Savasi romanlarinda “Pontus” ad1 ve konusunun
cok simnirlt gegtigi/islendigi gdzlemlenebilmektedir. Romanlarin genellikle
“isgal Istanbul’'unu” ve Bati Anadolu gelismelerini konu almalarinin bdyle
dogal bir sonu¢ dogurdugu diisiiniilebilir. Ancak romanlara referans olan ya da
esinlenilen tarihsel gelismeler agisindan yaklasildiginda, Miitareke donemi ve
hemen sonrasinda iilkenin/Anadolu’nun biitiinliigli 6n plana konuldugunda boyle
bir sonu¢ ve bunun olagan karsilanip karsilanamayacagi tartismaya agilabilir.
Bununla birlikte Kemal Tahir, Tartk Bugra, Turgut Ozakman ve 6zellikle Hasan
[zzettin Dinamo gibi baz1 isimlerin eserlerinde bu tartismanin acilmasina firsat
vermedikleri ya da vermemeyi bagardiklari ileri siiriilebilir.

*  Dogent Doktor, Istanbul Teknik Universitesi, Atatiirk Ilkeleri ve Inkilap Tarihi Boliimii,
malkocem@itu.edu.tr
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Nitekim Kemal Tahir, Yorgun Savas¢r romanimnin kahramani Cemil’in
zihninde iilkenin pargalanmisligi ile ylizlesmesini aktarirken bu pargalanmishigin
bir parcasi olarak Pontus’u seslendirmis ve iilke bitiinliigiiniin kars1 karsiya
kaldig1 manzara i¢inde Pontus’u ihmal etmemisti. Tark Bugra ise Kiigiik
Aga’da karakterlerin diyaloglari {izerinden romanin biitiiniine yayilan istihbari
caligmalardan Orgiitlenme ¢abalar1 ve Ongoriilen cografyaya kadar (hatta
Pontus karsiti Rumlar1 dahi igeren) kisa ve ozlii bir Pontus riiyasi orgiisii
olusturmustu. Aym yaklasima (kapaginda roman olarak sunulan, yazarinin ise
Milli Miicadele’nin romani seklinde tanimladig1) Ozakman’in -romanimsi tarih
anlatimi yonii agir basan- Su Cilgin Tiirkler’inde de karsilagilmaktadir.

Mevcut tablo i¢cinde koken olarak da Karadeniz sahil seridine ait bir isim olan
Hasan Izzettin Dinamo ister istemez farkli konum isgal etmektedir. Zira sekiz
ciltlik yine romanimst tarih anlatimi olarak tanimlanabilecek Kutsal Isyan eserinde
konuyu Mustafa Kemal Pasa 6zelinden uluslararasi boyut ve destekgilerine kadar
biitiin farkli boyutlariyla islemisti. Dinamo, Tarik Bugra’nin ifadeleriyle “Pontos
mu Pontus mu, ne karm agrist ise”den biiyiikk Ol¢lide Pontos’u tercih etmis
goriinmektedir. Eserinin ilk dort cildinde yogun olarak Pontos adiyla konuya
yaklagmistir. Sadece sekizinci cildin “Yeryiiziinde Cehennem Cezas1” basligi
altinda Pontus’u kullanmus, cildin kalaninda yine Pontos adina bagvurmustu.

Milli Miicadele ve Kurtulus Savasi romanciliginda konu, 6rgiliniin yasandigi
cografya, karakterler ve tabii ki yazarin yaklasim, vizyon ve bakis agis1 ya da
tercihleri dogrultusunda Pontus’un pek konu edilmedigi izlenebilmektedir.
Buna karsin az sayida oldugu anlasilan bazi yazarlarin ise bir sekilde konuya
degindikleri goriilmektedir. Kurtulus romanlart diizleminde -romanimsi tarih
ve benzeri tartismalara girilmeksizin yaklagildiginda- bir diger ifadeyle biiyiik
resme bakildiginda her ne kadar sayilar1 az olsa da eserlerde/romanlarda Pontus
konusuna her yoniiyle iistelik kurguyu da asar diizeyde ulasilabildigi iddia
edilebilir.

KAYNAKLAR: Kemal Tahir, Yorgun Savase, Bilgi Yaymlari, Istanbul
1973; Tarik Bugra, Kiiciik Aga, iletisim Yaynlari, Istanbul 2021; Turgut
Ozakman, Su Cilgin Tiirkler, Bilgi Yaymlari, Istanbul 2005; Hasan Izzettin
Dinamo, Kutsal isyan, May Yaynlar, istanbul 1971.
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HOW WAS THE “PONTUS DREAM”
APPROACHED IN THE PERIOD’S NOVELS?

In recent Turkish historiography literature, it is possible to follow various
discussions on the relationship between history and novel, and how historical
novels should or should not be written. One of the main problems of the novel-
history debate, which deals with the story of the transformation in Turkey that
manifested itself as of the first quarter of the 20th century, is how to put into
writing the epic struggle for existence focused on Mustafa Kemal while panning
the narrator’s voice from bottom to top. Besides, the fact that these epic historical
discussions draw the novelist into himself immediately blurs the boundary
between writing a novel and a historical nonfiction.

It can be observed that the name and topic of “Pontus” are mentioned/treated
very limitedly in the novels of the National Struggle. It can be thought that this
is a natural result of the fact that novels generally focus on “occupied Istanbul”
and the events in Western Anatolia. However, when the novels are approached in
terms of the historical developments that are referenced or inspired, and when the
integrity of the country/Anatolia during the Armistice period and its immediate
aftermath is brought to the fore, such a result and whether it can be considered
normal can be open to discussion. On the other hand, some authors such as Kemal
Tahir, Tarik Bugra, Turgut Ozakman and especially Hasan izzettin Dinamo
address this issue in their works already explicitly.

As a matter of fact, while Kemal Tahir narrated the confrontation of Cemil,
the hero of the novel Yorgun Savas¢i, with the fragmentation of the country, he
gave Pontus as an example as a part of this fragmentation and did not neglect
Pontus in the landscape that the integrity of the country faced. Tarik Bugra, on the
other hand, created a short and concise Pontus dream pattern in his novel Kiigiik
Aga, through the dialogues of the characters, which included organizational
efforts that spread throughout the novel, and even included anti-Pontus Greeks.
The same approach is also encountered in Ozakman’s novel Su Cilgin Tiirkler,
which is presented as a novel on its cover and defined by its author as a novel of
the National Struggle.
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On the other hand, Hasan Izzettin Dinamo, a writer originally from the
Black Sea coastline, inevitably occupies a different position. In his eight-volume
work, Kutsal Isyan, which can be described as a novel-like historical narrative,
he dealt with the subject in its different dimensions, from Mustafa Kemal Pasha
to the international supporters of the subject. Dinamo seems to have preferred the
word Pontos over Pontus. Tartk Bugra had put it: “Pontos or Pontus, whatever
a stomachache it is.” In the first four volumes of his work, Dinamo intensively
approached the subject under the name Pontos. He used the wird Pontus only in
the eighth volume under the title of “Hell Punishment on Earth,” and again used
the name Pontos in the rest of the volume.

It can be observed that Pontus is not mentioned much in the novels on the
National Struggle, depending on the subject, geography, characters of the novel,
and approach or perspective of the author. On the other hand, it seems that a small
number of authors have touched on the subject in some way. Although they are
few in terms of novels of the period, it can be claimed that the Pontus issue is
touched upon in every aspect in the works/novels.

SOURCES: Kemal Tahir, Yorgun Savasel, Bilgi Yaymlari, Istanbul 1973;
Tarik Bugra, Kiiciik Aga, [letigsim Yayinlari, [stanbul 2021; Turgut Ozakman,
Su Cilgin Tiirkler, Bilgi Yayinlari, Istanbul 2005; Hasan izzettin Dinamo, Kutsal
Isyan, May Yayinlari, Istanbul 1971.
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Yeni Pontuscularin asilsiz Rum soykirimi sembollerinden biri

Kaynak: https://www.paokfc.gr/en/news/20200519-101-xronia-apo-ti-
genoktonia-ton-pontion, erigim tarihi 10/12/2022)



YENIi PONTUSCULUK NEDIR? ASILSIZ PONTUS
SOYKIRIMINI HANGi ULKELER TANIDI?

Hadiye YILMAZ ODABASI"

Yeni Pontusguluk, bir anlamda 1840’lardan itibaren gelisen ve Milli
Miicadele neticesinde sona eren tarihi Pontusculuk’un diriltilmesidir. Ancak
aradan gegen yiiz yilda degisen diinya dengelerine paralel olarak Pontusgularin
hedefleri de degismistir. Yeni Pontusgulugun baslica iddiasi 353 bin Pontus
Rum’unun soykirima ugratilmis oldugudur. Boylece Tiirkiye uluslararasi toplum
kargisinda itibarsizlagtirllmak ve Tiirk devletinden maddi tazminat alabilmek
hedeflenmektedir. Ayrica tipki Ermeni Meselesi gibi hayali bir Pontus Meselesi
yaratilarak uluslararasi politika agisindan Tiirkiye’nin dig politik manevra yetenegi
zaafa ugratilmak istenmektedir. Yunanistan’in Yeni Pontusguluga dair ilk siyasi
girisimi 1982 yilinin 26 Eyliil-3 Ekim tarihleri arasinda Selanik’te “Anadolu
Faciasinin 60. Y1ldoniimii” baghigiyla bir konferans diizenlemek olmustur. 1985
yili Eyliil’iinde ABD’de Anavatanlar1 Ozgiirliige Kavusturma Uluslararasi
Komitesi tarafindan, Tirkiye’nin Ankara ve ¢evresinden ibaret oldugu, Ege,
Istanbul, Marmara ve Kibris’in Yunan toprag:; Hatay ve Iskenderun’un Suriye
topragi; Trabzon ve Rize’nin ise Rum-Pontus Cumbhuriyeti olarak gosterildigi
bir harita yayimlanmistir. 31 Temmuz-7 Agustos 1988’de de yine Selanik’te
Pontuslular II. Diinya Kongresi toplanmis, Yunanistan Pontus Dernekleri Birligi
ve Kongre Organizasyon Komitesi Bagkan1i Tanimanidis, amaglarinin “Pontus
kokenli kiiltiir mirasini korumak ve Karadenizli genclige tarihi ve olaylar1 6gretip
Pontus Rumlugu {ilkiisiinii canli tutmak™ oldugunu agiklamistir. Yunanistan’in
iktidar partisi PASOK konuyla ilgili agiklama yaparak baglica hedeflerinin
Pontus soykirim davasi i¢in uluslararasi bir mahkeme kurulmasini saglamak
oldugunu belirtmistir. Yunanistan, 1990°da Tiirklerin ¢ogunlukta oldugu yerlere

*  Profesor Doktor, Uskiidar Universitesi, Tarih Boliimii, hadiye.yilmazodabasi@uskudar.edu.tr
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Dogu Karadeniz’den gelen Rumlar1 yerlestirmeye baslamis, ayn1 yil Yunanistan
Egitim Bakanlig1 14 Eylil’tin Kiigiik Asya’da Kurtarilmig Vatanlar Giinii olarak
anilmasina yonelik tiim okullara bir genelge gondermistir. 1990’da Pan Helenik
Pontuslular Dernegi tarafindan Avrupa Parlamentosu’nun Strazburg’daki
binasinda Tiirkiye aleyhinde bir sergi acilirken, 1991°de de Almanya’da
Alman Pontus Dernekleri Federasyonu tarafindan “1916-1923 Yillar1 Arasinda
Katledilen Pontuslular” baglikli bir fotograf sergisi agilmistir. 14-24 Mayis
1992°de Selanik’te tiim Pontus derneklerinin katildigi III. Diinya Pontuslular
Kongresi toplanarak Giimiilcine’deki Tiirk Baskonsoloslugu’na bir yiiriiyis
diizenlenmistir. Kongrenin agilisinda konusan Yunan Bagbakan Papandreu’nun
soykirim iddiast Yunan Parlamentosu tarafindan kabul edilmistir. Kasim 1993’te
Selanik’te “Pontus Helenizmi Tarihi Sempozyumu”, 27- 29 Kasim 1993’te
yine Selanik’te “Kiiciik Asya Helenizmi Kongresi” toplanmistir. 1993 yilinda
Abdi Ipekgi Tiirk-Yunan Dostluk Odiilii’niin Pontus’un Yitik Kiz1 Tamama adli
kitabiyla Yorgo Andreadis’e 229 verilmesi de dikkat ¢ekicidir. Ciinkii bu eser,
Tiirk tezinin aksine Dogu Karadeniz Rumlarinin Tiirklerin mezalimine ugradigi
iddiasindadir. 1995 yili Mayis’ida Atina’da Abdi Ipekgi Tiirk-Yunan Dostluk
Odiilii ise kose yazis1 dalinda Omer Asan’a verilmistir. Asan, 1996’da yayinlanan
Pontus Kiiltiirii adli kitabiyla, Tiirkiye’de ilk defa “Pontus” konusunda Yunan

iddia ve tezlerini besleyen bir calismaya imza atmustir.

Yeni Pontusguluk siyasetinin gelisimi agisindan 1994 yili bilhassa
onemlidir. 24 Subat 1994°te Yunan Parlamentosu oybirligiyle “19 Mayis Pontus
Soykirimint Anma Giini” kanununu kabul etmistir. S6zde Soykirim Anma
Glinii’nlin Yunan Parlamentosunda kabuliinden 6nce 16 Ocak 1994°te Siimela
Pontuslular Dernegi Selanik’te bir “Soykirim Paneli” yapmustir. 23 Subat 1994’te
de New York Senatérii tarafindan Amerikan Senatosu’na “Pontus Rumlari I¢in
Insani Bir Yardim Cagris1” baghkli bir yasa tasaris1 sunularak masum kurbanlar
olarak nitelenen Rumlara yapilacak yardim i¢in ABD’nin uluslararast alani
orgiitlemesi cagrisinda bulunulmustur. Yunan Parlamentosunun Soykirim
Anma Kararmi takiben faaliyetler artmigtir. 1995’te Yunan Cumhurbagkani’nin
kararnamesiyle diasporadaki Yunanlarin temsilcisi olma iddiasindaki Diinya
Helenler Konseyi kurulmustur. 15 Agustos’unda Siimela’da Karadeniz Helen
Topluluklar1 1. Kongresi toplanmis ve 1997 yilimin Haziran’inda Yunan Meclis
Bagkan1 Apostolos Kaklomanis tarafindan, Tiirklerin yogun olarak bulundugu
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Iskece’de bir Pontus Aniti’nin agilis1 yapilmustir. Ug ay sonra 20-28 Eyliil 1997°de
Trabzon’da “Din-Bilim ve Cevre Sempozyumu, Karadeniz’i Kurtarma Cevre
Kirliligi Sempozyumu” adi altinda II. Helen Kongresi toplanmistir. 24 Subat
1998’de bu kez BM’de 6zel statiiye sahip olan “Halklarin Haklar1 ve Kurtulusu
icin Uluslararasi Birlik” hazirladig: bir bildiriyi BM Genel Sekreteri’ne sunarak
Yeni Pontusgulugun BM’ye taginmasini saglamistir.

2000’1 yillarda Yeni Pontusgulugun hiz ve ivme kazanmis bir bi¢cimde
gelistigi goriilmektedir. 2005 yilmin agustos aymda Yunanistan hiikiimeti
“Pontus Soykirimi ve Helenizmin Yonelimi” adli bir dersi lise miifredatina
koyarak Yeni Pontusgulugun geng¢ nesiller arasinda yayginlagsmasi amaciyla
onemli bir adim daha atmistir. 8 Mayis 2006’da ise Selanik’te Atatiirk Evi ve
Tiirk Baskonsoloslugunun hemen yakinina bir Pontus Soykirim Anit1 dikilmistir.
15 Agustos 2010’da on yillar sonra ilk kez Stimela Manastiri’'nda bir giinliik
ayin yapilmis, ayindeki konugsmasinda Patrik Bartholomeos “Pontus’ta hayatini
kaybeden kardeslerimiz” ifadesiyle S6zde Pontus Soykiriminin yiiziincii yili olan
2019’da Yunanistan ve diinyanin ¢esitli bolgelerinde bulunan Yeni Pontusgu
kurum ve kuruluslar pek cok etkinlik diizenlemistir. Yeni Pontusgulugun
amagclarimi gercgeklestirmek icin de Yunanistan’da ve bagka pek ¢ok tilkede ¢cok
sayida dernek kurulmustur. Bugiin bu derneklerin sayis1 400’e ulagmistir. Basta
Yunanistan olmak iizere Pontusgu pek ¢ok dernegin kuruldugu tilkeler arasinda
ABD, Kanada, Avustralya, Almanya, Rusya, Ermenistan, Ukrayna, Giircistan,
Kazakistan ve Kibris bulunmaktadir.

Asilsiz Pontus Soykirimimi parlamentosunda taniyan ilk iilke Yunanistan
olmustur. Yunan Parlamentosu 24 Subat 1994°te oybirligiyle 2193 say1li kanunla
Pontus Soykirimini “Mustafa Kemal, 19 Mayis 1919°da Samsun’a¢ikarak 1916°da
baslayan 1923’te biten Pontus Soykirimini daha da vahsice ve sistematik olarak
devam ettirdi.” Agiklamasiyla tanimistir. Ermenistan parlamentosu 2015°te sdzde
Pontus Soykirimini taniyarak Yunanistan ve Giliney Kibris Rum Yonetimi’nden
sonra iigiincii iilke olmustur. 11 Mart 2010°da da Isve¢ Parlamentosu, 1914-1923
yillar1 arasinda Osmanli Imparatorlugu catis1 altinda yasayan Ermeni, Siiryani/
Keldani ve Pontus Rumlarinin sézde soykirimimi taniyan yasa tasarisini 131°e
130 oyla kabul etmistir. Ancak Isve¢ Parlamentosu 2015 yilinda bu karari
geri ¢ekmistir. Bunlarin disinda eyaletler diizeyinde s6zde soykirima dair bazi
kararlar alinmigtir. Bunlar Avustralya’nin iki eyaleti ve ABD’nin New York,
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New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Florida ve Illinois eyaletleridir. Bagkenti Sidney olan,
Avustralya’nin en biiyiik eyaleti Giiney Avustralya senatosu 2009°da ve Yeni
Giliney Galler senatosu ise 2013°te s6zde Ermeni, Rum ve Siiryani soykirimin
tanimistir.

KAYNAKLAR: Nuri Yazici, “Yunanistan’in Yeni Pontusguluk Politika-
lar1”  http://nuriyazici.blogspot.com. tr/2007/12/yunanistanin-yeni-pontusuluk.
html; Mesut Capa, “Tiirk ve Yunan Yaym Hayatinda Pontus Meselesi”, Kara-
deniz’de Isyan, Miibadele ve Propaganda, ed. Ismail Hakk1 Demircioglu, Rahmi
Cicek, Mehmet Okur, Yeditepe Yayinlari, [stanbul 2019; Hadiye Yilmaz Oda-
basi, Diinden Bugiine Pontusculuk, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Yayinlari, An-
kara 2923; https://greekreporter.com/2017/02/17/greek-canadian-senator-hou-
sakos-wants-canadiangovernment-to-recognize-pontian-greek-genocide; https://
www.aa.com.tr/en/americas/canada-rejects-to-recognize-so-called-pontus-geno-
cide/132410; https://avim.org.tr/tr/Y orum/ISVEC-ERMENI-SURY ANI-KEL-
DANI-OLUMLERINI SOYKIRIM-OLARAK-TANIYAN-YASA-TASARISI-
NI-GERI-CEKTI.
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WHAT IS THE NEO-PONTICISM? WHICH COUNTRIES
RECOGNIZED THE SO-CALLED PONTIC GENOCIDE?

In a sense, the new Ponticism is the resurrection of the historical Ponticism,
which had emerged during the 1840s and ended as a result of the Turkish National
Struggle. However, in parallel with the shifting international balances in the
past hundred years, the objectives of the Pontists have also changed. The main
claim of the Neo Ponticism is that 353 thousand Pontic Greeks were the victims
of genocide. Thus, the aim is to discredit the Turkish state in the eyes of the
international community and to obtain financial compensation from the Turkish
state. Moreover, just like the Armenian Question, an imaginary Pontic Question
is being fabricated in order to weaken Tiirkiye’s foreign political maneuvering
capability in terms of international politics. Greece’s first political initiative
regarding Neo- Ponticism was to organize a conference titled “60th Anniversary
of the Anatolian Tragedy” in Thessaloniki between 26 September and 3 October
1982. In September 1985, a map was published in the USA by the International
Committee for the Liberation of Homelands, showing Tiirkiye as consisting of
Ankara and its surroundings, with the Aegean, Istanbul, Marmara and Cyprus as
Greek territory, Hatay and Iskenderun as Syrian territory, and Trabzon and Rize
as the Greek-Pontian Republic. On July 31-August 7, 1988, the Second World
Congress of Pontians convened in Thessaloniki. Tanimanidis, President of the
Union of Pontic Associations of Greece and the Congress Organizing Committee,
stated that their aim was to “preserve the cultural heritage of Pontic origin and
to keep the ideal of Pontic Greekness alive by teaching history and events to the
Black Sea youth”. Greece’s ruling PASOK party made a statement on the issue,
stating that their main goal is to establish an international tribunal for the Pontic
genocide case. In 1990, Greece began to settle Greeks migrated from the Eastern
Black Sea region in areas where Turks were the majority, and in the same year,
the Greek Ministry of Education sent a circular to all schools to commemorate
September 14 as the Day of the Liberated Homelands in Asia Minor. In 1990,
the pan-Hellenic Pontian Association opened an exhibition against Tiirkiye at
the European Parliament building in Strasbourg, and in 1991, the Federation
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of German Pontian Organizations organized a photo exhibition titled “Pontians
Massacred between 1916 and 1923” in Germany. On May 14-24, 1992, the Third
World Pontian Congress convened in Thessaloniki with the participation of all
Pontian organizations and organized a march to the Turkish Consulate General
in Glimiilcine (Komotini). Greek Prime Minister Papandreou’s claim of genocide
was accepted by the Greek Parliament. In November 1993, the “Symposium on
the History of Pontic Hellenism” was held in Thessaloniki and on November
27-29, 1993, the “Congress of Asia Minor Hellenism” was held in Thessaloniki.
The 1993 award of the Abdi Ipekgi Turkish-Greek Peace and Friendship Prize to
Giorgo Andreadis for his book “Tamama, the Lost Daughter of Pontus” is also
noteworthy. Because, contrary to the Turkish thesis, this work claims that the
Eastern Black Sea Greeks had been subjected to atrocities by the Turks. In May
1995, in Athens, the Abdi Ipek¢i Turkish-Greek Peace and Friendship Prize was
awarded to Omer Asan for his column article. With his book Pontus Culture,
published in 1996, Asan has, for the first time in Tirkiye, written a work that

supports the Greek claims and theses on “Pontus”.

The year 1994 is particularly important for the development of the neo-
ponticist politics. On February 24, 1994, the Greek Parliament unanimously
adopted the law “May 19 Pontic Genocide Remembrance Day”. Prior to the
adoption of the so-called Genocide Remembrance Day by the Greek Parliament,
on January 16, 1994, the Sumela Pontian Association held a “Genocide Panel”
in Thessaloniki. On February 23, 1994, a bill entitled “A Humanitarian Appeal
for Assistance for the Pontic Greeks” was submitted to the US Senate by a New
York Senator, calling for the US to organize the international community to help
the Greeks, who were described as innocent victims. Following the Genocide
Commemoration Resolution of the Greek Parliament, activities increased. In
1995, by decree of the Greek President, the World Council of Hellenes was
established, claiming to represent Greeks in the diaspora. On August 15th, the
First Congress of the Hellenic Communities of the Black Sea was convened in
Sumela and in June 1997, the Greek Parliament Speaker Apostolos Kaklomanis
inaugurated a Pontic Monument in iskege (Xanthi), a predominantly Turkish city.
Three months later, on September 20-28, 1997, the Second Hellenic Congress
convened in Trabzon under the name of “Religion-Science and Environment

Symposium, Saving the Black Sea Environmental Pollution Symposium”. On
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February 24, 1998, the “International Union for the Rights and Liberation of
Peoples”, which has a special status at the UN, submitted a declaration to the UN
Secretary-General and ensured that Neo-Ponticism was presented to the UN.

In the 2000s, Neo-Ponticism seems to have gained momentum. In August
2005, the Greek government took another important step to popularize Neo-
Ponticism among the younger generations by introducing a course titled “The
Pontic Genocide and the Direction of Hellenism” into the high school curriculum.
On May 8, 2006, a Pontic Genocide Monument was erected in Thessaloniki,
close to the Atatiirk House and the Turkish Consulate General. On August 15,
2010, for the first time in decades, a one-day service was held at the Sumela
Monastery, during which Patriarch Bartholomew said “our brothers who lost
their lives in Pontus”. With this statement, in 2019, the centenary of the so-called
Pontic Genocide, Neo- Ponticist institutions and organizations in Greece and
various parts of the world have organized many events. Numerous associations
have been established in Greece and in many other countries to realize the aims
of the neo-Ponticism. Today, the number of these associations has reached 400.
Among the countries where many Pontusist associations have been established
are Greece, the USA, Canada, Australia, Australia, Germany, Germany, Russia,
Armenia, Ukraine, Georgia, Georgia, Kazakhstan and Cyprus.

Greece was the first country to recognize the so-called Pontian Genocide
in its parliament. On February 24, 1994, the Greek Parliament unanimously
recognized the Pontic Genocide with Law No. 2193, stating that “Mustafa
Kemal, by sailing to Samsun on May 19, 1919, continued the Pontic Genocide,
which began in 1916 and ended in 1923, even more brutally and systematically.”
In 2015, the Armenian parliament recognized the so-called Pontic Genocide,
becoming the third country after Greece and the Greek Cypriot Administration of
Southern Cyprus. On March 11, 2010, the Swedish Parliament adopted a draft law
recognizing the so-called genocide of the Armenians, Assyrians/Chaldeans and
Pontic Greeks who lived under the Ottoman Empire between 1914 and 1923 by
a vote of 131 to 130. However, the Swedish Parliament retracted this resolution
in 2015. Apart from these, some decisions on the so-called genocide have been
taken at the provincial governments level. These are the two states of Australia
and the US states of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Florida and Illinois.
The Senate of South Australia, Australia’s largest state with its capital in Sydney,
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recognized the so-called Armenian, Greek and Assyrian genocide in 2009 and the
Senate of New South Wales in 2013.

SOURCES: Nuri Yazici, “Yunanistan’in Yeni Pontusguluk Politikalar1”
http://nuriyazici.blogspot.com.  tr/2007/12/yunanistanin-yeni-pontusuluk.html;
Mesut Capa, “Tiirk ve Yunan Yayin Hayatinda Pontus Meselesi”, Karadeniz’de
isyan, Miibadele ve Propaganda, ed. Ismail Hakki Demircioglu, Rahmi Cigek,
Mehmet Okur, Yeditepe Yaylari, Istanbul 2019; Hadiye Yilmaz Odabasi,
Diinden Bugiine Pontusculuk, Atatiirk Arastirma Merkezi Yayinlari, Anka-
ra 2923; https://greekreporter.com/2017/02/17/greek-canadian-senator-housa-
kos-wants-canadiangovernment-to-recognize-pontian-greek-genocide;  https:/
www.aa.com.tr/en/americas/canada-rejects-to-recognize-so-called-pontus-geno-
cide/132410; https://avim.org.tr/tr/Y orum/ISVEC-ERMENI-SURY ANI-KEL-
DANI-OLUMLERINI SOYKIRIM-OLARAK-TANIYAN-YASA-TASARISI-
NI-GERI-CEKTI.
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