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A. TURKEY. — Soviet Demands for Eastern Turkish
Territories and Bages in the Stralts, - Turkish Rejecton

In
Agreemen on. - U.S.
Proposals for Medifications of Montreux Convention. -
Anti-Communist Demonstrations in Istanbul. - Soviet
Protest. = Georgian

T
by Preddgnt InSnl, M. Sarajoglu, and Gen. Karabekir,

Fol].om.nf the Soviet Government's denunciation on March
19, 1845, of the Soviet-Turkish Treaty of Friendship (7106 A),
& progressive deterioration in the relations between the 2
countries took place in the second half of 1945, due largely
1o sudden Soviet territorial claims on Turkey. Develnpments
in the situation are summarised below,

M, Vinogradov (Soviet Ambassador in Ankara) on June 22
informed the Turkish Government that the Soviet Union
would be willing to conclude a new Treaty of Friendship on
condition that Turkey agreed to : (1) the retrocession to Russia
of the Turkish diﬂtiw of Kars, Artvin, and Ardahan; (2)
the granting of bases in the Straits to Russia ; (3) revision of
the Montreux Convention (due in 1946} ; (4) certain unspeci-
fied ¢ in Turkish Thrace in favour of Bulgaria and Greece.

The districte of Batum, Ears, and Ardahan helonged to the
Ottoman Empire for many oenturies, their population being pre-
dominsutly, and in some places exclusively, Moslem, After its

The shaded area (1) 13 approximately that

region forming the subject of Russian claims on Furkey

declared that, while preli negotiations for & new Treaty
of Friendship concemed and Russia alone, there
could be no question of mmmg the Montreux Convention
otherwise than with the consent of all the 9 si I.D Powers.

Following a statement by Mr, Bymes (U.S, )
that during the Potsdam Conference the “ Big Three
agreed to approach the Turkish Government sepamtaly
on these questions, Mr, Edward Wilson, the U.S. Ambassador
in Ankara, on Nov. 2 presented a Note to the Turkish
Government.

This expressed the U.S. Government's readineas, if fnvited, to
participate In any conference called to amend the Montrenx Con-
vention “in a somse more in harmony with the new conditions

provelling in the world ”, and, for this purpoee, put forth the
following principles : (1) the Straita should be open to merchantmen
of all nations In time of war; (2) the Btralts should be open to the
tranalt of war vessela belonging to Black Sea Powers in all cireom-
stances ; (3) passage through the Straits should be forbidden to
war veassls belonging to other Powers, eoept with the consent of
Black Sea Powers, or In execution of a mission u.nder uw authorlty
of the United Natlons; {(4) certain ch
to bring the new Ganventlon up to date, like aubsﬂmun‘ the United
Nations Orgrrigation for the League of Natbions, and eliminating
Japan from the signatory Powers,

M. Sarajoglu {the Turkish Premier), digclosing the above details
at a Press conference, expressed the degire for American participation
in the fotore conference; described the American standpoint as
“ reagonable * ; declared that the Montreux provisions regarding
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. The map also shows (2) the

provines of Agerbaljan {n N.W. Iran, which is the subject of a dispute between Iran and the Soviet Union (see 7669 A), and (3) the Dar-
danelles

and Bosporus.—{New Fork Times).

defeat in the Russo-Turkish wer of 1877-T8, the Otloman Empire
mmmmmmwotmsmmmwm provided that,

in compensation for & war indemnity of 1,100,000,000 wuhles
which the Sublime Porte was unable to pay, t]m 4 Turlinh distriota
of Batmm, Ardabhan, and Bayezid ahould be ceded to Ruosaia.
The 'I‘nent.y of Berlin confirmed the cesslon to Rusaia of the distrieta
of Batum, Eara, and Ardahan, whilst reatoring the district of Baya=id
to Turkey.

After the Fussian defeat In 1917 the 3 districte wera restored
to Turkey by the Treaty of Breet-Litovek, but after the first World
‘War changed hards frequently and, for a time, were partly oocupied
by British forces. Later, Lenin and Kemal Ataturk segreed that the
oity of Batum and the area immediately surrounding it, which had
Teen greatly developed by Russia and used as the Black Sea terminns
of the Baku-Batum oil pipe-line, shonld remain Russian and that
the rest of the 3 districtz ahould be restored to Turkey, thia agreement.
being embodied in the Trostiee of Moscow (March 18, 1921) and
Eunrs (Oct. 13, 1921),

On July 10 M. Hasen Saka (the Turkish Foreign Minister),
returning home after the San Franeisco Conference, discussed

. the gituation in London with Mr, Eden (then Foreign Sem-etary).

Dlmng the talks he handed the British Government a memor-
gt copy of which was also sent to the U.S, Government)

rth the Turkish views ; it stated inter alia that Turkey

(wh:]st entirely opposed to the granting of bases in the Straits)
was willing to ensure free passage through the Straits under

._ international supervision, provided that such supervision

-did not infringe her sovereign rights or endanger her securi
edge the desire that Russo-Turkish relations shou}:i
be settled so as to exclude the possibilit

. f future complica-
tions, In a Press statement on the fnLmeg day, M. Saka

the passage of shipping might be amended and established in » manner
compatible with Turkish security and sovereignty; but statsd
that his Government would be in & position to form itz views only
after taking of the points of view of the 3 interested
Powers.

It was pointed out in The ZTimes (Dec, 27) that the proposal that
the Black Sea Powers should have the right to send their war veasels
through the Straits ‘““in all circumstances *', it accepted, would
supersede and enlarge Art. 11 of the Convention (which gmanted
to those Powern the right of transit through the Btraits for elongle
war vessels of over 15,000 tons, with not more than 2 deatroyer
escorta) ; and that the U.S, pmnaﬁa.lnpplymg to “ all circumstanoes **

would . 20, which stipulates that *in time of war,

On Nov, 21 Sir M. Peterson (then British Ambassador in
Ankara) handed to M, Saka a memorandum which stated
that H.M. Government were ble to the U.S, proposals,
and that, while holding that the matter did mot present a
character of urgency, if the Turkish or Soviet Governments
pm posed to convene an intemational conference for that

ject, H.M, Government would be dizposed to participaie.

l’mulen‘t. Inonu, ing a zession of the Komuisy on
Nov. 1, after strongly defending Turkish policy during the

war and outlining her future progress t.nwaxdn more hberal
institutions, claimed that Turkey had adhered strictl h{
Montreux Convention and had fulfiiled all her o lgstmns
under it ; expressed the opinion that the true facts were mg1
ignored or distorted ; and declared : “ No part of Turk
territory can be claimed by anybody ; We hved with honour,
and we are determined to die with honour.’



7738

KEESING'S CONTEMPORARY ARCHIVES

February 16—23, 194,

The speech was regarded as an answer to Russian'charges
in the Press and broadeasts that Tl.ukey, by maintaining
b g lltljln Ge n few da; bcfo ]::so thatl:

¥ mgapaetm rmany & few days re ber attac]
onsIl{glfnia,hndthemb connived at that attack., It was
pointed out in The Times (Jan, 7) that the Russian chaiges
were contradicted by 2 documents, yiz., (1) the Turco-Russian
Declaration of March 25, 1841 (4528 IB), and (2) the
Russian Declaration to Turkey on Aug. 18, 1941 {4739 B).

The e!pn‘ahon on Nov. 7 of the Tneaty of Friendship marked
the opening of a new phase in the relations between both
countries, chararterised by renewed attacks in the Soviet
Press and continued pressure by means of growing territorial
claims on Turkish territory. The tension was increased w!
university students demonstrated in Istanbul on Dee. 4,
attacking left-wing ncwspaper offices and bookshops,

While the Ankara eorrespondent of the Tess Agency reported
to Moscow that the demonstration was * Fasoisti’ and * antl-
Russian ”*, sn oficial Turkish statement. lssued tmmediately after-
wards described the allogations ae ** completely unfounded ', saying
that the demonstration was spontaneously organised by studenta,
in spita of the police, wilh the mtention of * asserting the poattion
of Turkish youth, which i neither Nezi nor Communist.”” A proteat
by the Boviet Government, however, declared that ‘' these hostile
acte occurred in the absence of any sort of counter-action on the
part of the Turkish police whivh protected the demonstratlons,”
and thet the Soviet Gov-mmmlinnt. “let such provocative
acte townrd Boviet Ruaala Dass o that
‘bilit:y falla on the Turkish Government,” 1 'mm Turkish reply of Dec,11
reiterated the earlier Turkish , and on the same day M,
Barajoglu, in view of repeated atiacks on Turkey by tho Moscow
radio and press as a “ Fascist ™ State, sald that the reason for the
demonatration was “ to guppress unpatriotic activities”; gave
assurance of his Governmmts approval ot the U.8. policy toward
the Dar and that his Government's
main object was wmmmm,mwmnm
“ adequate moral strength,” * Torkey,” he sald, *can offer
Tegistance and will not hesltate to do ao if efforta are madse to Impinge

her integrity. . . The wholo country is resolved to remasin free,

to fight for freedom if threatened. Turkey will never become
vnanl of any Power.”

J]);ng elaims on Turkish territory, far exoeedmg
those rto, were contained in an article written by
Prof. 8. R. Djanashia and Prof. N, Berdzenishvili (members
of the Genrgmn Academy of Sciences), which appeared in the
Tiflis_paper Kommunistf on Dee. 14 and was given wide

“ The Georglan paople,” stated the article, ™ must get back ita
lands which it nemgsvelpandmmtﬁvaup We have in mind
the districts of Ardahan, , Tortun, lapir, Bayburs, Gubu=ans,
and eastern Lazistan, including "the diatriots of Trabson {Trebizond)
and QGiresun, We appea.l to world yublic opinion comcerning our
ancient lands wrested from us by Turkey. This is not & matter of
insignificant territorial but one of the cradle of our
individuality as & nation that has been seized from us, of & crime
which mut in two the living natfonal body. In 1920 and the beginning
of 1931, when the people were gomg through a dlfficult
period, the Turks invaded snd ocoupied the best Georgian territory.
The Turkish suthorities are at present changing Georgian geographical
names, abolishing Georgian monuments, architecture, and master-
pleces, and transferring masses of the Georgian population to remote

During the great pa.trlouc war of the So"lat psople againat
Fascist Germany Turkey volun placed herself in the pervice
of_imperialist Germsaay, to the detriment of the anti-Hitler coalition.
The (lecrgian peopls muat get back their lands which they never
gave up and cannot give up.”
Theee cladms, involving about 170 miles of Turkey's N.E, coastline
wit.h bR sxtensive hlnmhmd, ware without reasonsble historical
1 fon After the fall of the Greek kingdom of
Ttebhﬂnd (Pont.us) in t.he 15th cantary, the Greeks were the only
important minority left in that arce, but their descendanta were
included in the 1923 exchange of Turkish and Greek
kaving an entirely Moalem and Turkish population (M, Saka, the
Foreign Miniater, ia a native of Trebizond). The Lazes, who inhabit
Lazistan, the region betwéen Rizeh and the Caucasian frontier,
ia the extreme N.E. corner of Turkey, are also all Moslems with an
entirely Turkish national consciousness, though some are ethno.
logioally ekin to the Georgiang,

While lacking official endorsement, the new claims received
somdea.pubhcﬂymtheSothUﬁonmtomﬂ:em
pression, in Turkey and elsewhere, that they were en
in high circles in Moscow as & warning to the Turks to come to
terms on the earlier Soviet demands.

Refore the Georgian claims had become known, Gen, Kazim
Kambekir (who eumm:nded the Turkish Army on the C;Imsmn
tmntdunngtheWaro Independence), speaking in the K amutay

on Dec. 20, had expressed astonishment at the Soviet demands
forKanandArdshnn uymgthng:lnuasmremlued insistent,
Turkey would have no alternstive but to fight. M. Saka,

ST

inm]ily,st.muedthenaedbrmendlymhhnmbd:weenthe ;

2 countries, but declared : ** We ask nothing of anyone, but
&t the same time we will yield
M.Sampglunmdeastutemmtmﬂ:enrunmnonjuo.

After recalling the history of the Kars and Ardahan districte
{see .hovn), he sald ; “ Certain reports and papers maintain that
Ko and Ardahmwemtnken&umlenbythaTlukl&taﬁma
when Rusgis was very weak, First, there Is no such thing a8 taking
or belng taken ; thamtisthntthepeoplethmmtediomm
to their own Fatherland snd to their own State. Secomdly, n the deys
when Hussia could be regarded a8 weak, Turkey could be regarded
88 80 weak a8 to be non-existent. If ome takes Into consideratfon
this faot, one realises that such a statement is completely unjustified.

About two weeks ago 2 Georglan professors demanded the annexa-
tion by Georgia of a part of Turkish territory on the Black Sea consl
as being part of that State. This demand waa pnhlhhnd and broadoast
sbtundantly to the entire world by Soviet papers and radio stations.
There are poople in these aress with Turkish culture, Tarkish religlon,
and the Turkish langnage. These people are Turks who took refuge
in their own Fatherland, fleeing from the Csare and the Ozarist
army. These refugees settied in Turkey in large numbers and con-
tinued to converse in the Georglan langusge. According to the
oenana taken in Turkey in 1935, tho tolal of these refugeos Amonntad
to 57,525. Of this figure, according to the two Georglan professors,
the number of those Georglans to be repatriated to Georgla amounts
to 15,506, sgainat the Turkigh total population of 1,746,329. Not
only is the number of (leorgians whore repatriation ia belng demanded
ingignificantly amait, but forthermore it 18 even sinaller in proportion
to the population of the Marmora and Mediterranean distrieta.

Not & single Armenian mhthemoiﬂmmdm
Wo have full confidence in our Armenian fellow citizens, who are
soattered among other distriota of the conntry, most of them living
In Istanbul.”

The * Armenian Naticnal Council” in Syria and the

Lebanon, an organisation of Armenian refugees, on Jan, 17
te phed to President of the UND Genersl Assembly
i ndon, deman *in the pame of 200,000 Armenian

refugees in both countries , . . the retum to Soviet Russia of
Armenian territories seized by the Turks,”—(Times - Dml-y
Telegraph - Manchester Guardian - New York Times -
Monde - Neue Zircher Ze {Prev. rep. TIOGA
Montreux Convention, 2192 C; Moscow Conf., i

A. GERMANY, — BHritish Zone to recetive 1,500,000
Germans from Poland.

It was officiaily announced in Berlin on Feb, 18 that after
protracted negotiations between the British and Poligsh
authorities an had been reached wherehy 1,500,000
deported Germans from Poland would be settled in the British
zone of Germany, Four routes will be used ; {a) from Szczecin
(Stettln) toLugec:k bysea at the rate of 1,000 & day; (b)

from Szezecin by train (1,000 & }; (6) from Kalawsk
(Kohlfurt) to Mariental and Al etsc{o rf via Helmstedt by
train (5,000 a day), and (d) from Kalawsk to Friedland (3,

a day}). el persons will be %l:owed to l')J muthct
bWEQ in bed.dmg A8 oan earried
amount of currency which they are nllowedtotul:e out of

Poland being limited to Rm, 500 per person. The deportations
will be carried out jn an orderly and humane manner, families
will not be split up, and pregnant women will not be allowed
to travel within 6 weeks before or after confinement. Resettle-
m?i:cl:ﬁt;e “Bnrg::sh zone m]]Bbe carried out by %an
authori er general British supervision. }
(Prev. rep. British Zene, 7665 E; Deportees, 7644 G)

B, AUSTRALIA. — Liberal Policy.

Mr. R. G. Menzies, Leader of the ition, issued on
Feb. 1 a statement on the policy to be adopted by the Liberal
Party of Australia at the forthcoming Federal elections. It
called for : (1) the establishment of an all-party Parliamentary
committee on foreign affairs ; (2) the introduction of unwemll
compulsory trzining ; (8) the abolition of the means
test in social services ; (4) the launching of a cam to
attract 83 many te as the Commonwesalth could
absorb, with particular attention to war orphons ; (5) reduction
of income-tax by 40 per cent thro progressive reductions
spread over 8 yeams ; (8) secret to ensure democratic
control of trade unions and the ontlawing of strikes and
lockouts,—(Australinn Dept, of Information)

. rep. Liberal Party, 6889 B.)

C. GIBCBOSLOVAKIA.—R“umpﬁmofDiplomﬁn
Relations with Vatican,

Diplomatic relations between Czechoslovakia aod the
Vatican, which had been interrupted since the German
occupation of Prague on March 15, 1989, were officially resumed
on Jan., 80 when Dr, F. Schwarcmberg wss uppointed
Czechoslovak Chargé d’Affeires to the Holy See, E)!lowi.ng
meamhtmanmlmofugr Forni as acting Nuoncio in
Prague.—(Neue Ziircher Zeitung)
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