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ABSTRACT

YILDIRIM KAAN KARAKAYALI, THREAT PERCEPTION AND ALLIANCE
PREFERENCES IN THE PRGOVERNMENT TURKISH PRESS BETWEEN
MARCH 1945 AND JANUARY 1946: PUBLICATIONS OF ULUS AND
CUMHURIYET, ISTANBUL, MAY 2020

Considered one of the magitical milestones in the history of Turkish Foreign Policy
after the Second World War, the termination of the TurkiStoviet Treaty ofNeutrality

and Friendship on Marct911945, and the subsequent events that are closely related to
the Turkishi Soviet and Turkisfi Anglo-Saxon relations until the first days of January
1946, particularly the Soviet demands of June 1945, constitute dlrestope of this

research.

In the research, firstly, it was aimed to establish the direct and indifecnceof the
government on the press and publication agencies while shaping the threat perception and
alliance preferences of the public by consiugrthe relations between the central
government, press, and journalists of the period. In conjunction with this, it was aimed to
analyseif Turkey, who pursue@ balance policy during the Second World War, would
meet the characteristics of @mi d d | ed while weeanstructing her alliance
preferences after the termination of the TurkistSoviet Treaty of Neutrality and
Friendship, by looking at the publications of the two-gowernment newspapers, which

hadthe highest circulation rates.

The issues oblus and Cumhuriyepublished between Marct911945, and Januarg

1946, wereanalysedn this research. Bimplementingthe press scanningethod, the
articles of the distinguished authorsuifis and Cumhuriyetas well aghe reports and
articles retrieved from local anidreign press agencies and articles written by guest
authors were focused. In this research, which has a descriptive nature, the prominent
arguments in the literature were tested. As a result, it was cmutcftom the publications

of Ulus and Cumhuriydhat the government had both direct and indirgttenceon the

process of shaping threat perception and alliance preferences. On the other hand, as



reflected in the publications of the newspapers, it ass observed that Turkey meets
the middle power characteristics.

Keywords: alliancepreferencesthreatperception Second World War, TurkishSoviet
Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship, TurkishAmericanrelations, Turkish i British

relations,Turkishi Soviet relations, Soviet demands, Ulus, Cumhuriyet



OZET

YILDIRIM KAAN KARAKAYALI, MART 1945 VE OCAK 1946 ARASINDA

HI K| MET YANLI S| GAZETELERDE TEHDKT Al
TERCKHL ERK: ULUS V E CUMHURKYET GAZETEI
KSTANBUL, MAYI S 2020
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1.INTRODUCTION

The main componertf this research rigls on defining, explaining, and positiag the
concept ofthe allianceand the threat perceptiam the post Second World War context

To understand the intrinsic features and possible implications of the alliance concept, we
should first look deeper into its etymological rodtke wordfi t 0 &9 d vgrio form

has itsoriginsin thelate 13" century FranceThe word has been ustmdenotefi j oi ni n g
a mar ror, methed wordsibi nd t o s o me tthTo mpapition the s 0o me
concept in the field of international relationge might refer to Stephen M. Walt's
definition that he preferred to use in his distinguished BdakOrigins of AlliancesIn

his wordsthealliance could be defindiilas a f or mal or i nfor mal
cooperation between two or more s@ign state® which requiresa certain amount of
commitment from both parties (Walt, 2013, p. 1). In light of this definition, to understand
the main reason®r formulating alliances, first, the notions of cooperation and conflict

should be scrutinized.

To understand the ongoing debate on the possibility of cooperation among states, we
should look at certain classifications and explanations suggested by prominent figures
from both realist and liberal schools.

As Robert Jers has asserted in his articléled Realism, Neoliberalism, and
Cooperation: Understanding the Debatéboth neoliberalism and neorealism start from

the assumption that absence of a sovereign authority that can enforce binding agreements
and create opportunities for states to advarfoartinterests unilaterally and makes it
difficult for states to cooperate with one anothédervis, 1999 p. 43. Indeed, this
presupposition triggers different approachelsdthneoliberalism and neorealism. In the
simplest explanation, it could be ddahat neorealism sees international politics as more

conflictualthan neoliberal institutionalism does.

Lally. (n.d.). Online Etymology Dictionary. Retrieved December 10, 2017, from Dictionary.com website
http://wwwdictionary.com/browse/ally


http://www.dictionary.com/browse/ally

As Karen Mingststated in her booEssentials of International Relationdoth classical

liberals and neoliberal institutionalists believed that cooperation among states is
reachableln her words, while classical liberalsggesthat the cooperation emerges from
manés establishing and r ef otrantions gnd allovs t i t L
cooperative interactions, neoliberal institutionalists attach credence to the institutions that
would enablestates tacooperate for the collective good (Mingst, 2007, p. 6%phen

M. Walt, on the other handeminded in his articlthat according to neoliberals, economic
interdependence would also discourage states takingcoercive actions against each
other(Walt, 1998, p. 32)

Contrary tocore explanations of the classical liberals and neoliberals, Kenneth Waltz,
one of the fonders of the neorealism, argued in his book tifledory of International
Politics that there are two main limitations for states to coopedateved from the
structure of international politicAccording tohim, first, in a selfhelp world, a state
intrinsically feels uneasy abosticha division of possible gainthat may favor other
unitsmore than herself. And secondhe argued that undére same conditions, a state
also worriesabout beconing dependenton aher units while servingcooperative

endeavors and exchanges of goods and ser{i¢akz, 1979, p. 106).

2 The intrinsic reasons for this discrepancy could also be understood by looking at the basics. As Thomas
Hobbes indicated iheviathan, people inherently desire power to live secure and.wWeélerefore, the
environment of insecurity and uncertainty eventually obliged people to live inaldogai nt i nu al f
and danger o tHobbas,200&)nir thisdHekbésiaroworld, in which state of nagurerely

based on a view that each ividual is selfish and poweseeking, one classic example regarding the-state

level implications of this understanding could be mentioned, as Mingst underlined in her book. According
to Karen Mingst, four essential assumptions of realism could be drawntlfi® Athenian historian and
gener al THistorg of Belopoanesian WarAs a fourth assumption that Mingst pointed out in her

book, she argued that Thucydideasmostly concerned with the issues related to the security of the state

to protect it aginst internal and external threats. And added, a state in given conditions, augments its
security by reinforcing its domestic capacities and economic prowess as well as forming alliances with
other states which have similar interests (Mingst, 2007, p68y7 In contrary to Hobbes, French
philosopher Jeafiacques Rousseau based his understanding on the goodness of men who have not been
poisoned yet by the pressures of society and state. As an outcome of this optimistic perception of human

nature, Roussedhighlighted the importance of the conceptdhaf general willandthe common goods



According to Robert Powelthree main issues apeucial to understanding the debate
between realist and liberal schaolhe first issue is the meaning amaplications of
anarchy.He asserted that to avoid confusion regarding its meaning and implications, it is
necessary to begin with two separate formulations of anarchy. The first formulation
acknowledged that anarchyrmportsafil ack of ¢ o mménd thg segordr N me
argument attributes another feature to the anarchy thatreférts o e means avai
the unitso To avoid further misconceptiorBpwell suggested thaheshould internalize
theaforementioned argments rather than accepting anarchglask of central authority

(Powell, 1994, p. 32331)

The second issue that Powell mentioned thasproblem of absolute and relative gains

In addition to the bas#; Powell claimed that the key to understanding debate is to
distinguish between two main possibilities. According to one possibility, the degree of
relative gain is a consequence of a strategic environment where the state is trying to
sustain its status quo. Artd the otheraccording to Powellis the degree of desire for
relative gain emerges regardlesshafstate's strategic environment but its own pleasures
(Powell, 1994, p. 33835). And the last issugointed out by Powell was about
coordination and distributionwhich mainly focuses on the institutions. The essence of
this issue mainly relies on the unequal distribution of the outcomtesh significantly
affectsthe state not to cooperate anymd@Rowell, 1994, p. 338339).

At this very point, where the dispube the possibility of cooperation remains prevalent
in the field of international relations, we might takemere indepth lookat the
determinants of the allian@erceptionsn the field ofIR. To create a concrete picture for
states' alliance behavidn an anarchic international order, what deserves more
elaboration is the systehavel understanding of international relatiohs.addition to

Powel |l 6s definition of anarchy, Waltz ar

an essence of the social contract between the state and people (Rousseau, 2016). In brief, it could be
deduced from the abovaentioned features that while realists a@enconcerned with human nature and
international security, liberals are mostly concerned with enhancing the awareness of cooperation and

economic prosperity through a set of international institutions.



of a government, according him, it should also be perceived as iresence of disorder

and chaos (Waltz, 1979, p. 114hle then suggested that, unlike classical realists,
internationapowerpolitics could be understood by focusing on the international structure
rather than theharacteristics of the units alone. In his famous tpagé definition of
structure, Waltz asserted that the structures are defined, first, according to the ordering
principles, which is anarchy thegiven context. Secondly, he claimed that structares

also defined by the principles of differentiation of units. And lastly, he argued that
structure could bedefinedthrough the distribution of capabilities (Waltz, 1979, p.-100
101).As it can be concluded from the suggestions that Waltz put forteadfine the
international structure, as a founding father of neorealism, unlike his classical
predecessors, he believed that the balance of pewasrparticularly formed and
determined by the international structure rather than the characteristice$eafuthe

units3

In additiontowa | t z &part definitiom ef political structureStephen M. Walon the

other handcontributed tdahefield by suggestinghebalance of threatoncept t@rovide

a more detailed explanation regarding the questiowlny states formulate alliances.
According to constr uct balamcs df thradargumanhis &ar We
I mportant revision to Waltzds theory on
supports the idea that stabexctiors and threat erceptions are socially constructed
(Wendt, 1992, p. 396)

Within the context of t his r ecareies greah We
importance. In his book titlethe Origins of Allianceswhere he introduceithe balance

of t hreat t heory, Wal t structured his e
balancing behaviors of stat@&/altz, 1979, p. 126). According to Walt, in their simplest
explanations, balancing can be defineda#lging with other states to confnb the
prevailing thregtwhereas the bandwagoning refers to allying with the source of danger
(Walt, 2013, p. 17). Following these definitions, Walt then broadly explained the

balancing and bandwagoning behaviors of states and finally concludedlttiaigh

3 Accordingto Waltz,thebalance of power startvith an assumption that states a minimum, seek
their own security (in his words, preservation) in the-kelp world and at a maximum drive for
universal domination (Waltz, 1979, p. 118).



power remaingsanessentiatomponent of the equation, in his words, it is more accurate
to say thastates tend to formulate alliance with or against the foreign power that poses
the greatest threat (Walt, 2013, p. 21)

Foll owing Waltodos KRalexmana eof Wemnde shrtsctute me d ra
of identity and interestome to the fore while searching for an additional explanation
regarding the statesod all i amngedatseHftiepr e n c ¢
and power politics are institutions, not essential features of anarchiwa | t z 6 s di st
of power mightaffectt he st at e syétheaddedahadistabutioroohkngwledge

Is the core theory that constitstine conceptions of selhd other (Wendt, 1992, p. 397).

On the other hand, Wendt also argtleat in order to bridge the gap between the structure

and the actiont he f ourth di mensi on mpag definbia ofad d e ¢
structure:the intersubjectively constitutedrigcture of identities and interests in the
systen{(Wendt, 1992, p. 401\Vhit this suggestiorwhatmight be concluded th&Vendt
triedtopointout he | ogi cal explanation of the dif

her friends and foes.

Bytakingb ot h St ephen M. Waltds and Al exander
to the structural analysis of the international politcsl the alliance preferences of the
statestheconstruction of threat modeitroduced by David Rousseau and Rocio Garcia
Retamero in their article titlddentity, Power and Threat Perception: A Cro®&tional
Experimental Studymarked significanstandpoints it providedogical answesto why

and how questionsof threat pereption as wellAccording to Rousseau and Retamero,
construction othethreat model relies on the identity creation function between self and

the otherTherefore, m their words, the modsliggestshat power has an influence over
peopl esd asdt & s a toslpaltdr ideatpytbetveeesslfand the other

has been constructed (Rousseau & Retamero, 2007, pFrd®)this point on, what they

al so suggest is, similar to Wendtds ar gul
of knowledge, the shared sense of identity will eventually decrease the belief that the
otherhas an intention to harm tkelf, and enourage both parties to cooperate (Rousseau

& Retamero, 2007, p. 750).



Subsequent to thesdorementioned explanationkat help us to understand there
theoretical principle®f the alliance behaviors and threat perceptions of states in the
internationakystemywithin the context of this studgne mightaise a question that what
kind of behaviors we might expect fromfiami d d | e in proimeznational system

which was dominated by two great powers after the Second World War.

To give a proper answéu these questiors, | would like tostartby referringto Raymond

A r o n 6-gknowndadokiitled iPeace and War: A Theory of International Relatioris
Aron takes as his point of departure definihg intenational systenas an ensemble
constituted bypolitical units that are initiallyesponsible for maintaininthe regular
relations with each othezven in the times of general wgkron, 2009, p. 94)While
stating the importance dhe policy of equilibrium(Aron, 2009, p. 125)Aron then
describé the international system further and assertedeiyscharacteristic abhe concept
of aconfiguration of the relation of forceAccording to him, this concept, in its simplest
form constituted by two contrasting typic@mponentsthe multipolarconfiguration and
the bipolar configuratioof the relation of force§Aron, 2009, p. 98)Within the scope
of my research, which is mainly dealing with the aftermath of the Second World War, |

would like to focus on the bipolar configuration.

1.1. CLASSIFICATION OF STATES IN A BIPOLAR SYSTEM

I n Ar on 0 s bpoelar sydtemwe ¢coumd say thahere areawo major powershat

can sweep out all the rest, therefore the equilibrium could be reached solely through two
main blocks(Aron, 2009, p. 98)According to Aron, in such a system, we could define
three kinds of actors: two leaders of the coalitions and the states that are obliged to take

part in one of those coalitioridron, 2009, p. 136)

Foll owi ng Ar owillas HdlercarieckowtdArokd,s toheestep fyrther
and assertenh his weltkknown bookfiTurkish Foreign Policysince 1774, in a bipolar
system, whemniddle powerd in other words, ones that are obligedatly with one of
those leading powerseceivea threat from one of thgreatpowers, they wouldhitially

look after the solution outside his words, thegannotnormally fight a successfwar



against great power on their owrrhereforeHale claimed that middle powehnswve two
options to survivefiwhether by the exploitisn of the balance of forces between two

blocksor to joining an alliance (Hale, 2013, p. 2).

At this very point, what deserves more elaboration is the power and state classifications

in terms of their capacities and capabilities in a given confestording toEdward
Weisband a small powercould be understood by looking BRo b e r t L. Rot
definition.] n Rot h st asmabpswenganrbedsterminedas the one cannot

obtain its security by its own capabilities and truly recognizes tinatist rely upon the

aid and support of othetates or institution@Veisband, 1973, p. 321)

Despite its significant contribution to the terminglpg we mi ght assert
definition of a small state soundisoadto some extentAs a matter ofact, | would like

to touch on Baskeén Orasantakernativeasat sfidéfinitorest i o r
Although states generally classifiedgasat(which then described asiperpowery and

small in the international system, he suggested just &sdithlwe could indicate another

one in between gregtegemor’and smallpivotal)’ states.

I n Oranés words, there are two mainsdi mel
and Military & Strategic dimensi@He asserted that on the one hand, in order to define

one state as a middle power, it must have at least a certain economic size analspower
well as development in certain field3n the other handh the case of turbulent economic
circumstancest shodd be able to demonstrate itslitary and strategic power to fill the
gap(Oran, 2014, p. 30)

In addition to Oran's definition of middle powdbdjlek Barlasand Serhat Giveng
mentioned four main approaches to define the concept of middle powleeir ok
tittedT ¢ r ki yedni n Ak diel83d)autd8ducedhat enty theif( L 2t3i o n a |

4 According to William Fox, the category of a superpowercanbf or mul ar i zed as fAGr ec¢
great mobility of powaegthatlabelsare (suttyas greaipdwetsbrat he war
superpowers) are nothing but a matter of terminological convenience (Fox, 1980, p. 418).

5 According to Oran, hegemon statee the ones who have the ability to affect the regional and

international equilibrium through their power elements. (Oran, 2014, p. 29)

6 According to Oran, in contrast to hegemon states, small states are the ones who have can easily be
affected by reginal and international disputes. (Oran, 2014, p. 29)



or Aibehavi orcaldbe reeyvam todumkeyhduringand aftermath of the
Second World WakBarlas & Guveng, 2014)According to Barlas and Gulveng, this
approach mainly relies on theoral sentiments of a middle power within the international
system Barlas & Gliveng2014, p. 32). That is to say, in practice, this appreaserts
thata middle power should act in fawof providing multilateral solutions to international
conflicts and adoptingthe essence digood international citizenshipin their foreign
affairs(Barlas & Giveng, 2014, p. 83). Within the period of my case stuthyok place,
despite her insufficient economic and military means, thanks to her geopolitical
importanceand prudent foreign policy believe it iswise todefine Turkeyas amiddle
power, just as Hale (2013, pg,Qran (2014, pg.3nd Barlas & Guveng (2014, pg. 32)

did earlie.

1.2. AIMS AND THE IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY

In the following chapters dhis study, | will be trying to answer the questiGhH owere
the alliance preferences and threat perception shaped in thggrernment Turkish
press between MarciB, 1945 and January?, 1 othrdughaesearching treeticles

and editorial comments &flus andCumhuriyet

The reason that | have chosdius andCumhuriyetor thisstudyis their high circulation

rates in between 1943 and 1945. According to the research ateddoythe Royal
Institute of International Relationand which has bedmghlightedby Edward Weisband

in his bookii Tur ki sh For eil¢ih Srratl State Diplomacyahd Great
Power P, @uringt the cperiod between 1943 and 1945, of thenddispapers
published in Ankara and Istanbul, Cumhuriyet (16,000) and Ulus (12,000) were at the top
of the listbased ortheir circulation rate§Weisband, 1973, 74)

At this very point, | would like to touch on the importance of this study and the possible
contributionto the field of international relations (IR). This study aims to contribute to
the field of IR in two aspects. The first aim is to th&t relevance of the aforementioned
middle power characteristics of Turkey by analyzing the publicatidnlas and

Cumbhuriyet Although trere is an extensiveliterature onTur key ods f orei g



dynamics and state characteristics after the termination of the TurBisWiet Treaty of
Neutrality and Friendship, none of them concentrated on the publicatidgisioand

Cumbhuriyetin the giventime period

It was observed that studies and researah this particular subjeabainly structured on

the Soviet demands andiplomatic notes exchanged between Turkey toed Soviet

Union (Ertem, 2010 Dokuyan, 20130cak, 2016 K n c)®rth2 Qehedal reflections

in the Turkish press and public after econd World Waf K¢ r ¢ moj | u, 2011
reason, to contributo the field, | have constituted my study on the basis of alliance

preferences and threat perceptio ofkeyand how they were reflected the press

Therefore, thdfirst hypothesis of thistudymainly reflects the core theoretical argument

that emphasized befor8y taking Willam Hal eds i nt er priestaadt i on
capabiliites of middle powes (see p. 670 and Bar | as & G¢ Vv E
Af unct i on a&hbpprbaechsee\p.7-8) to thecore, | will be testing the relevance

of theseargumerd for Turkeyin the giventime period.In this regard) am expecting to
concludethatdue toherfragile positionat theend of theSecondNorld War, Turkey was

trying to exploit thebalance of forcebetweerthe US. andthe Soviet Unionby pursuing

cautious and smart public and foreign diplom&omnm March B, 1945 to January?,

1946.

On the other hand, the second and the most salient aim of this study is to establish the
direct and indirecinfluenceof the Turkish governmemn the publications obUlus and
Cumhuriyetwhile constructing the perception of threat and alliance preferéemdbs
given time period. This ains particularly supportedby the findings memoirs and
argumentsof the prominentfigures such as Feridun Cemal Erkformer Secretary
General of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Turkdydward WeisbandAmerican
political scientist Fa hi r A Tumiaslo politica) scientist and historianCemil
Ha s aAwérkaijani historian B a s k elarkis pohtioal scientistMetin Toker,
Turkish journalist Nilgtin Gurkan,Turkish political scientistNur Bilge Criss,Turkish
political scientist Behliil Ozkan,Turkish political scientist Cangil Ornek,Turkish

political scientist



Therefore, he second hypothesis of this research is completely in line with the first one.
According to this hypothesis, it is claimed that consolidate the U.S. suppothe
perception of threatin the pro-government Turkishpress, specificallyUlus and
Cumbhuriyet graduallynarrowed down othe Soviet danger as of the termination of the
Turkishi Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendsldpted March 9, 1945 by the direct

and indirecinfluenceof the Turkish governmentaking ths argument into the core, by
analyzing the related articles and editorial commenitlugandCumhuriyetin the given

time period, | would like to establish the direct and inditafiience of the Turkish
government to the publications of these newspaphbile constructing the perception of
threat and alliance preferences.

To supportthe argument which alms thatthe Turkish governmentad direct and
indirect influenceson the publications oblus and Cumhuriyet | would like to refer
Metin Toker and Nilgtin Gurkas it wasindicated by Metin Token his bookiiTtrkiye
Uzerine 1945 Kabusi at the beginning of 1945, Turkish journalists and editese
instructed by the Turkish governmeort how tospeak othe Turkishi Soviet relations
(Toker, 1971, p. 40). On the other hand\ilgiin Girkanalso highlightedthis issuen
her bookiiTurkiyed d e De mo kr asi y e -1@®-andrkdsertedBhatsiiien 1 9 4
early days of 194%he Turkish pressexhibiteda relatively soft attitude towards Soviet
publications and radio broadcasts whielretargeting TurkeyHowever, thiseditorial
attitudestarted to changsubsequent tpolicy change®f the governmentowardsthe
Soviet Union (Gurkan, 1998, p.1dD8).

1.3. METHODOLOGY

This study mainly relies on the findinffem the publicationsf UlusandCumhuriyetn

the period between Mard®, 1945 and January, 1946.1 will be testing my hypotheses
throughthe press scanning methpahich helped me to gather-depth insights about

the subjectin the meantime, there were two main limitations that | have encountered

during this research.
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The first limitation was the accessibilitgf the sourcesDue tothe lack of available
electronic copies dfllus, | have searched state libraries of Istanbul and found hard copies.
However,while being able to acceshe majority of theresources that | neetthrough

state libraries| could notreach some of the issuesldius which were not essential but
would be helpful to elaborate my research question furf@ethe other hand, the second
limitation that | encountered wamn outdated language. For sometbé articles and
reports that | found useful to support my research, | have spent extra time both to

understand the inneneanings and to translateeminto English.

In the research, | have mainly focused on editorial articles, reports retrieved from the
international and local press agenckassidesto strengthen the content, | have also paid
attention to the advertisements published in both newspdgerge selected the works

of the following authors and columnists for their relevance to this thesis.

1.3.1.Ulus

In Ulus, whichwasdefinedasthe f f i ci al newspaper of the
(CHP) by Edward Weisband (Weisband, 1973, p. 77), s@veminent authors came to
the fore. Under the | eadership oUlus&dl!l i h
the parliament member tfie CHPat the time, of theis authors éxcluding Atay) four

of them weraalsoparliament members tfie CHP.In this respect, it could be stated that

Uluswas the reflection of the CHP in the mainstream Turkish ntediame extent

For thisresearci6ar t i cl es wr i t t avere rewewddlawasobsenrReé f k &
that Atay, who attended the San FranciScmference as the press advisor to the Turkish
delegation in April 1945, particulartpuched on the subjects related to the international
disputes, peace conferences, and official Turkish stance towards certain issues in his

editorials as of August 1945.

In the absence of Atay, during the period between April to August 1945, Mimtaz Faik

Fenik, who was one of the ngmoliticians of the editorial board of the newspaper at the
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time’, attracted attention with his editorialstitus. Of theeightarticlesreviewedin this
researchwritten by Fenikalmost all of them were about the issues related to international

disputes and thepossible impacts on the Turkish cause.

On the other hand, Predsomihat Erim who was one of the prominent professors of the
Law School of the Ankara Universitgame to the fore as another impottagure for
Ulusin this research. Pre§sorErim, who was a parliament member of the CHP at the
time®, joined the editorial board dflus as of November 1945 and contributed to the
editorialsof the newspaper by focusing on strengthening TutRisterican and Turkish
British relations, commitment to the international principles, and international disputes
that might have an impact on Turke®f the sevenarticlesreviewed in this research,
written by Erim, all of them were published after the first American diplomatic note

regarding the status of the Straits was received by the Turkish government.

Ahmet k¢kng¢g WEB mib a nida simvmoavasctlsse to the inner councils

of foreign policy decisioma ki ng wi t hi n (Welkband,gl®73,e./7% as®ont 0
came to the fore in the editorial boardudiis. As foreign editor ofJlus, A h met Kk ¢ k
Esme,bwho accompanied Falif Réefké Atay at t
to the Turkish delegatiomostlywrotearticlesregarding the international dispuiasis

column namediD € k P 0 Ofithte fivék aticlesof Esmerthat werereviewedin this

research, all of them were about the importance and significance of the United States both

in the international and regional conflicts.

In addition to the aboveentioned distinguished authors, the articleKefal Turan
Esat Tekeliand MehmeNurettin Artam were also reviewell was observed that of the
threearticles reviewed in this researchritten by Kemal Turan, who also servedaas

member of the parliament from CHP in between 1931 and 1950, mainly reflected the

7 Mumtaz Faik Fenikvas elected ag member of parliameifitom the Democrat Party (DP) in 1950 and
servediwo termsuntil 1957.

81n his 18 years cdnactive political career, he served as Minister of Public Works of the Republic of
Turkey between June 1948 and March 1949 utide®aka Government. After then, he served as Deputy
Prime Minister between January 1949 and May 1950. And Jéstlgerved aBrime Minister of the
Republic of Turkey between March 1971 and May 1972, after M&chal71, Turkish military
memorandum.

9Ahmet k¢ kr ¢ Es naenemberafparliarheatdrameCP ia 5939 and served until 1946.
After that, in 1949, he was appoéd as General Director of the Press and Publication Directorate.
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Turkish standpoint in thiaice of certain milestones such as after the sudden death of the
U.S. President F. Roosevelt aaftler the beginning of the Potsdam Conference. On the
other hand, of théwo articles reviewed in this reseayahritten by Esat Tekel?, who
mostly contribuéd to the editorials of the newspaper with his articles regarding the
economics and trade, one of them was about the priorities of the Turkish economy
program. And lastlytwo articles ofMehmet Nurettin Artarht, whoworked at thevarious
departments of th&eneral Directorate dhePress and Publication of Turkey during the

Second World War, were also reviewed in this research.

1.3.2. Cumhuriyet

Contrary toUlus and its editorial boardomposedf parliament members of the CHP
Cumhuriyet which represented more nationalist and conservative outlook under the
| eader ship of N&dvhoris thé aah iof the fobnddr Ewmihuriye;)
Yunus Nadi weaskrnownlwéhots prafyis, tendencies in the Second World
War. In this respect, witim the context of this researcht could beexpectedthat
Cumhuriyetwould represerdrelatively more critical approach towarte Sovietthreat

thanUlus.

To establish the similarities and differences betwdkrs and Cumhuriyetin terms of
editorial approaches pursyedifferent articles fromfive distinguished authors, in
addition to the guest authdtswere reviewedor this researchin addition to 19 articles
written by Nadir Nadi, which were mostly on the international and regional conflicts that
had close links with the TurkisBoviet relationssix articles written by Abidin Daver

werealsoreviewed in this researchAbidin Daver,who nicknamed a8 c iiama d mi r al o

for his interest in naval affairs (Weisband, 1973, p. 84), attracts attention due to his highly

10 Esat Tekeli served as Undersecretary of the Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Turkey between
January 1942 and 1943.

11 Thepen namd . tKat Mehmet Nurettin Artam usend his column titlech Y a n k,&vhich are the

initials of i T o p | ucarKle tramgdated &iST h e.0 Pi n

12l n Wei sbanddés words, Nadir Nadi who generally r
Second World War, often tried to refute allegations regarding hig\pitendency by justifying his

editorials and on the grounds of political realisrd dwirkish national interests (Weisband, 1973, p. 77

78).

13ProfessoK b r a hi m Kukisteazaagmician, historian and TurkologiSt; ha Sakép Tanei
Dr . M. Deveciojlu
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critical and bold statements towards bdile Soviet Unionand the members of the
Armenian National Committee. As pointedtao the following chapters, Abidin Daver
was the first author who directly accused the Soweisg the instigatonf the Armenian

demands.

Al ong with Nadir Nadi and? aoicahiributeddathee r ,
editorials ofCumhuriyetwith articles that he wrote in his columnnanie®i yasi Kcm
came to the fore in the editorial board of the newspaper. Gfdhéclesreviewed in this
research, writtendolby thmer wRé& 2za phdj rn shed

name.

On theother handProfessorYavuz Abadan, whavas a member of parliament from CHP
at the time, also contributed to the editorialofmhuriyet Of thesix articles reviewed

in this researchwritten byProfessorAbadan, almost all of them were about the subjects
related to the status of the Straits and the American stance towards fRokish

relations.

In addition to thesdlistinguished authors, San Francisco corresponde@tuofhuriyet
Doj an Nadi !5 alsobamé té thg foreiiftumhuriyet In his two articles that
were reviewed in this research, Doj an Na:

the Armenian demandsghich firstly announcedtdahe San Francisco Conference.

1l4¥ mer Réza DojJrul, who was a waslkleced asméembdrofand | our
parliamentfrom the Democrat Party (DP) in 1950 and served until4.95
15Do] an Nadi journalistat the timee, alsadthers with Nadir Nadi.
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2. UNDERSTANDING THE PRE AND POST-SECOND WORLD
WAR INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS AND IMPACTS ON
TURKISH FOREIGN POLICY

2.1. TURKEY ON THE EVE OF THE SECOND WORLD WAR

Starting with the 1929 Great Depression, the world entered a period of ominous
developmentghat ends up withthe total war in 1939. Through Japarsnvasion of
Manchuria in September 193then the Italian invasion of Ethiopia in 1935he
credibility and prestige of the League of Natisosk a major blowThereafter in 1936,
following the resignation of Italy from the League of Nations, Rom&erlin Axis

announced.

In the neantime, the Republic of Turkayhich was mainly occupied with ecomic and

military inadequacies the early 193Qobliged to implemenprudent diplomacy for her

own sake. Agjuotedby Selim Deringilinhisbook Tur ki sh Forei gn Pol
Second World War: AMustafaAkemal AtalrkfNeefaunderaof i t y O
modern Turkeypointed outin his last days that a world war which wasarwould

entirely destroy the international equilibrium. Having stated that, Ataturk also
emphasized the indispensability of wisdom and prudence in policymaking in order not to

be faced with an even graver catastrophe than in (Mendros) Armistice years
(Deringil, 2004, p.13).

According toDeringil, Turkish decisiormakersformulatedtheir foreign policy strategy

based on six premises. Firlie exceptionally strategic geopolitical location of Turkey
strengthesher hand irtheinternational arena and enables her to atpasterful allies

Second, although it gives such an advantage, her geopolitical location could also leave
her in a difficult situation for being a point of attraction of major powEn&d, Deringil
addressedas a small country at the crossroads, Turkey had to avoid the formation of
power blocks to maintain her maneuver flexibiliourth, Turkey must rely orthe
effective use oftsown r esources rather than count.

previous premise, due to her inadequate resoufecekey would step into war only in
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defense. And lastly, smart and efficient use of bargaining stands out as a vital tool for
T u r k enyivdals(Desngil, 2004, p. 31).

In light of these premises categorized by Derirtgibeconomic and military outlook of

Turkey must also be pointed out. Asderlinedby Bas kén OrfaTnu rikni shhi
Foreign Policy: Kur t ul ui Bel§dey, ¥orumnlamGiltaln B u ¢
191971 1 9 8 @espite the slight decrease in 1944, the cumulated inflation rate for the
period between 1938nd 1944 reached 381.5% in Turkey (Oran, 2014, p. 390). In the
meantime, debt payablesfiydné U mu mi y e (i©Delbt AdmanistratBnpd |

a percentage of exporitscreased tremendously to 8% (Oran, 2014, p. 391). On the

other hand, when the country percentage breakdown of exports for the period between
1939 and 1944vasanalysed, despite its significant decreanel94Q Turkish exports

were mostly depend¢on Germany (Oran, 2014, p. 393).

In the late thirtiesthings were not heartwarming for Turkey in the military as well. As
underlinedby Deringil, in 1938 the Turkish Army consisted of 20,000 officers and
174,000 men forming 11 army corps, 23 divisioose armored brigade, three cavalry
brigadesandsevenfrontier commands which were primarily equipped with First World
War weapons (Deringil, 2004, p. 3&long with this outlook, Deringil also pointed out
that the lack omobility anduniformityconstituted the Turkish Army's twaided military
inadequacyDeringil, 2004, p.32).

Under thessevereconditions coupledwith the Italian invasion of Albania in April 1939,
Turkeyfound herself on the edge of the Second World WaPRragessoF a hi r  Ar ma o]
underlinedinhisbook T ¢ r k Dé k P o,ffollovingkearivoral gliagantées bean

given to Greece and Romania after the Italian invasion of Albania, the U.K. offered th
same to TurkeyAlthoughravi ng wel comed the Bri tthesh of
Turkish government stressed tialian threattowards the Mediterranean and therefore
claimed that the aforementioned agreement should benduct ed mutual |y
2018, p. 109). As a result of heated negotiations, the ARggachTurkish Treaty was

signed on October 19, 193@&hich ensured British and French assistance in times of
hostilities that Turkey being involved. According to Deringil, for the Turkshe ole of

apowerful friendwas filled by the Soviet Union from the early podtausanne days to
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the late thirtiesHowever, with the emergence of the Italian threat over the Mediterranean,
the Turkish government strovi® enhane the naval power of the U.KDeringil, 2004,
p. 71).

After the Italian invasion of Albania in April 1939, another major source of surprise and
apprehension for the Turkish government was the unexpectedSNeEt Non
aggression Pact of Augustthi@dnnouddedE®pment n De
Turkishi Soviet relations took a major blow and isolated Turkey with the two Western
democracies (Deringil, 2004, p. 78). Despite @€ Turkish government did not close

the door to the Soviets and continued diplomatic eftorsecure her northefrontier.

Following the fall of Denmark in April and Norway in June 19#¢®& German offensive
surpassed French defenses in June 1940 andifitresn to surrender on June 22, 1940.

The unexpected French collapse, which created alwimhéastonishment, also resonated
with the Turkish governing elites. As un
that the war in the Maginot Line would last at least for four or five years. Despite all, as
stated by Deringil, this catastrophe waso considered as an element of relief by the
government officials, as they realized that their policy of cautamhpaid off(Deringil,

2004, p. 97)

As the German ascendancy skyrocketing in mainland Europe, Turkey did not lose time

to sign atrade agrement with Germany on July 25, 1940. Although this move
disappointed the British, as Deringil underlinddur k ey 6s val ue as a |
the crossroadsf the Middle East, Indisand Europeverehighly appreciated (Deringil,

2004, p. 108). On thether hand, Germans believed tkaeping Turkey as a friendly

neutral would be strategically wise because they were pretty sure that Turkey would
gradually shift to their side by conclusive success in the upcoming Russian campaign
(Deringil, 2004, p. 117)

Upon thesuccessfulGermanoffensives in Eastern Europe in early 1941, on June 18,
1941, Turkey signed a Treaty of Friendship and-dgagression with Germany to secure
its borders with Greece and Bulgaria. Only four days after the signing of this treaty, the

unnaturalGermani Russan friendship came to an erahd Germany invades the Soviet
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UnionnAccording to Armaojlu, the dispute re:
Germany and the Soviets laid a foundation of break up. As he underlined that, one of the
disputes was relaie t o Tur ki sh soil s. According to
regarding the Soviet desires both in the Turkish Straits and the Aegean islands

exasperated Hitler and caused an unsol vabl

The German attack on the Soviehibn also marked a significant milestone for the
Anglo-Soviet rapprochement, which was not considered a heartwarming development by
Turkey. As the German attacks intensified, London and Moscow agreed upon the
invasion of Iran on August 25, 194tb open upa supply route for the Soviet Unioim.

1942, as the Allied support for the Soviets brought its successful results, Turkeydegan
fearthe all-powerful Soviet Union. A valid interpretation of Turkish stance towards the

GermanSoviet war, as Deringil qued,wasmade by the Italian Ambassador-Peppo:

AiThe Turkish ideal i s that the | ast Ger man sol
(Cited in Deringil, 2014, p. 13435)

As of late 1942, the Allied victory at #llamein and the Soviet counteroffensivetiod

German attack in Stalingrad opened a new scene in the war. Those developments were
also important for Turkey, as they brought increased pressure from the Allieviimceon
Turkey to enter the wabDespite all efforts Turkey preserved her position throughout

1943 and refused to enter the war dua possible German strike towards the Sttéits

In 1944, two main eventgeret i e d 3 hamd& againdt the Allies. Thesf event was
the sudden departure of the British military missioalso known as Linnel Missien
which arrived in Turkey in early 1944 to kegpwith the arrangements madetire Cairo
Summit. As underlined by Deringil, the reason behind the suddeartdep of the
Mission was the report prepared By Bennet on February 10, 1944aiming that the
Turkish Minister of For e haglgivelthefAais extensive Nu m
information about Turkish British military talks (Deringil, 2004, p.@7). Following this

6Starting withthe Casablanca Conference on January 14, 1943, the Alliedr®belelaseries of meetings

to ensure Turkeyds ent rsaauldee listed in thtoeological order as;PAdasmiae g a |
Conference on January 30, 1943, Quebec Conference on August 11, 1943, Moscow Conference on October
19, 1943, Tehran Conference on November 28, 1&4@ Cairo Summit on December 4, 1943.
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turbulence in Turkisl British relationsthepassage of German auxiliary vessels through

the Straits caused aproarbetween Ankara and Londofs a result of this event, British
Ambassador Hugessaehementlha c c us ed Nu ma n oMettingeAxigwac i o] |
vessels to pass through the Straits. I n
defended his standpoint by referring to the clause in Montreaux Convention, hatvever

did not help him to beinseatedl n Der i ngil 6s words, It wa.
cause of rapprochement with Britain required a public sacrifice (Deringil, 2004, 171).
Foll owing these event s, TtheshifktewadsheHritiske a k f
standpoint gained momentumn@ugust 2, 1944Turkey suspended diplomatic relations

with Germany but did not declare war againstswdysequently due tte possibility of

prestige attackthatcould be exercised by German forces

Towards the end of the war, in early 19%&aders of the Big Three (the U.S., the U.K.

and the Soviet Union) decided to gather a meeting in Yalta to discuss the fundamentals
of postwar Europe. During the meetinghich started on February 4, 1945, it vwaseed

upon that to be invited as a ctearmember to the United Nations Conference to be
gathered in San Francisco in April 1945, states must have declared war against the Axis
until March 1, 1945. As a result of this call, Turkey declared war on Germany and Japan
on February 23, 1945.

2.2. TURKEY AT THE END OF THE SECOND WORLD WAR

Accordingto Prodssoa hi r Ar maoj |l u, t o waoftheposwarand t
international relations, we should be aware of six related fa¢fors ma 023015y ,
Having started with the bipolarization of
that the notions of both ideology and doctrimere added to the fields of international
relations and conflicts as the result of the rising influence oBthwetUnion. Then, he

pointed out the establishment of the@-aligned movementreated by the countries that

refusel to becomesatellitesof neither the 5. nor theSoviet Unionas a third factor.

Moving on, the fourth factor that he mentioned was the expansion afotitext of
international relations. In his words, before 1945, only the issues within the territories of

continental Europgveredescribed as a subject of interoatl relations. However, as a
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result of the Second World War, it was understood that every single issue throughout the
world would become the subject of international relations. Following the fourth factor,
Armao] |l u stat ed sphaceleagbintggnatiorfaliretabondmy enentiohingt h e
the importance of the technological developments that appeared durBertired World

War in terms of results ishouldcreate. Lastly, h@ointedout the prioritization of the
economic concerns over such notiosglee balance of power, international security, and
peace after 1946 Ar maoj | u, -3®WP 15, p. 376

In addition toAr ma o jcHanadbesization of international relatioriswould like to
scrutinizetwo factors that had an immense impact on the Turkish foreign policymaking.
Firstly, in William Hale's words, the most crucial feature of the et period for the
Turkish government was the bipolarity of the international system. According to him, due
to the bipolarity of the newly emerged international system, Turkey did not have a chance
to play one European country off against another at the (titake, 2013, p78). As a

newly established country with insufficient economic and military means aodrces

at its disposalTurkey was obliged to conduct very cautious diplomacy towards both the
U.S.andthe Soviet Union

Within the given case, as Nur Bilge Crisis mentioned in her atiitdel iTur key 6s
NATO Alliance: A Historical Perspectivig policymakersvho confronted with political
uncertaintieslecided on their alliance priorities by referring to the lessons that have been
taken fromdistant or recenpast experiencefCrisis, 2012, p. 3)To support this
argumentwe might look at Edwardwi sbandés mbDahki ahdsureeg her 6
results. As Weisband indicated, Daniel Lerner found out that although emlity

percent of the Turkish population has been questioned abouthbaghtsaboutthe

Soviets only two percent based theiargumentson the postSecond World War
information whereashe rest mainly based their arguments on thaditional stock of

Tur ki s h (Weshakdll9F3, By086).
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2.3. ROOTS OF ANTI-COMMUNISM IN TURKEY

On the other han@nemight askwhether thénistorical facts andleologicalperspectives
played arole or notin the postSecond World War Turkishofeign policy, especially
towardsthe Soviets. According to Cangiil Ornedyen though the reason behind it varies
from one to another, deep suspiciomdahatred against communism were the only

commongroundamongsimodernists, nationalists, and Islamig€nek, 2015, p. 59).

In her bookT ¢ r kKi yednin Sojuk Savak D¢gke¢egnce Hay
Etkisi, Ornek offered twaationales to analyzdurther the reas@behind this traditional

hatred and howt evolved throughouthe history; ideological and historical dimensions.

As she highlighted, theentralideological conflictwas built upon the strict refusal of
classedy theKemalist ideologyAccording to her, Kemalist ideology in its mature form

of the 1930s, in particular, denied the existence of classes while advaxatodel of

an organic society in which pamgerebecoming a whole bthe principle of populism

(Ornek, 2015, p. 59)

In addition to theideological background, Ornek highlighted the importance of historical
factsas well As she mentioned in her book, to understand the main dispute between two
countrieswe should keep in mind that the Turkish struggle for independence, at the same
time, should be considered as a struggle dower between the groups in which

communists and socialists exisignek, 2015, p. 61)

After admitting the exchangaf support ad gestures betwedhe two countries during
theTurkish War of Independence, she then pointed out the consequences of the increasing
Sovietinfluencein the region and its impacts on interstate relatidwasording to her,

due to Kemalist's tendency towarbsilding trustworthy relations witthe Western
allianceandaccordinglybalancing the Soviet power in the regidiurkey gave signals

of restoring itgelations withboth the Western allies and tBeviets(Ornek, 2015p. 61)

Of course, these policy chandesd an impact on both the internal and external affairs of
Turkey. By taking national sovereignty as a core contémalistsbelieved that in order

to take advantage of the current power struggld suppress theo®iet influence in
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domesticaffairs the Turksh Communist Party (TKPinust be eliminated from the
politicsdue to its close relations with the Soviétherefore, as Ornedummarizedn her
book,an official communist partywasestablished in the early 1920s to repldeSoviet
backed communist parti¢®rnek, 2015, p. 62)

By the end of the 1930#e increasing tension in Europe eventually forced the Turkish
government to implementnore cautious diplomacy especially to the auntries
considered as a potential threat to their territorial integity. Edward Weisband
highlighted in his bookKk n° n¢ 6s f oreign policy underst
preservation of territorial integrity rather than gainangosingground(Weisband, 1973,

p. 43).In line with this perception, n Wei sbandds words,abaiue t o
Russian ambitiong{ n° n¢ wanted the Soviets never tc
this would possibly be drriogal iltegrtyt(Wephardt e c t |
1973, p. 4445).

In short, as Cangiil Ornek summarized in her book, despite the historical and ideological
roots of it, the hatred of communism in Turkey was not a systeiffiatit-communish
movement at all until the secohdlf of the 1940slnstead of defining this hatred &s
systematic anttommunist movementOrnek prefers callingitédt r adi t i onall h
communisnd fueledby the hostility towards classtruggleand feas escalated by the
anti-sovietism On the other handaccording to Ornekby 1945, due toassociating
communism with an external forcthe struggle against communism transformed into a
systematic national policgOrnek, 2015, p. 64)n accordance with this interpretation,

we might put foward thatthe Turkish government gradually evaluated Soviets as a sole
threat totheirterritorial and constitutional integriggs of mid1945

24. THREAT PERCEPTION AND ALLIANCE PREFERENCES OF
TURKEY IN THE SECOND HALF OF 1945

On Mach 19, 1945 the first sparkblew out when the Foreign Minister of thBoviet
Union Vyacheslav Molotov invited Turkish Ambassador Selim Sarper to his office and
informed him about the termination of thEurkishi Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and
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Friendshipandwould nd be subjected to renewal As Ce middscridddnshia n | é
booktittedii Tar af zél ekt an So] uko \Syaesta kkolai 1dk®jAroeur: i
right after theterminationof the Turkish - SovietTreaty of 1925, Turkey found herself
inastateoincertainty (Hasanlé, 2011, p. 141).

On the face of the increasing uneasiness caused by the Soviet interventionism,
particularly in Poland, Trieste, Iraand Greece, which accelerated after the end of the
Second World War, Turkeipitially investedherhope in the San Francisco Conference,

as a continuation of her wartime foreign poligxpecting that the approaching
uncertainty might be eliminateithe ongoing disputes between the wartime Allies would

be solved.

However, hree months after thermination of the treatyn a private meeting on Juiie
1945 Molotov declared Soviet demands to Turkisimbassador Selim Sarper in return
for the possibleeneval of the Turkish- SovietTreaty of 1925which were completely

not acceptable for the Tush side:military bases in the Straits anetrocessiormf Kars

and Ardahanprovincesto the Soviets.According to Oran, these demands cauaed
collapsein the TurkishRussian relations that would take a long time to repair, and their
effects would lastor decades (Oran, 2014, p. 501).

After a set of failureso find common ground for the ongoing disputes at the international
peace conferencespupledwith the unacceptablelaims put forward separately by the
Armenian National Committee and the Georgimademicians, which were believed at
the time that the Russians were the instigatbtbeseapproacheshe Soviet threat has

gradually become more serioiagt amongst the Turkisgoverningelites and public.

In the given circumstances, the questiowbéther Stalin was planning to march against
Turkey or not remainednclearat the time. According to Behlil Ozkan, the answer is
simple. The aforementioned demands were nothing more theopasal,and therefore

they should not be considered as thedfghreats (Ozkan, 2017, p. &5). Contrary to
¥zkands interpretation, Baskén Oran high
potential to march against Turkey or not, does not make sense in the given context. To

support his argument, he themghasized the importance of the perception by stating
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that,i i n fieldhofeinternational relations, perception is tkesenceé ( Or an , 201
496).

I n addition tofwodapést st aoohp Wa htlhieptdtesof e x p |
nature which suggests that states conduct their affairs ibrtheding shadow of violence
(Waltz, 1979, p .102), it could be assumed that Turkey at the time prepared herself against
any possibléhostile actioragainst her territoriahtegrity andsovereignty On the other
hand, Stephen M. Wal t 6 s s u gffgct the level ofgdhe r e g a
threat perception might also enable us to interpret the Turkish stance saward
Russians. According to Walgreater theaggregate power (e.gqdustrid and military
capabilitie and lesser the geographic proxinofyastate, the greater threat that can pose

to others (Walt, 2013, p. 22). In this regard, it could be stated that Turkey might have
structured her threat perception upon the Soviet intesitio accordance with the
aggregate power and the geographic proximityhef Soviet Unionafter the Second

World War.
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3.CASE STUDY: THREAT PERCEPTION AND ALLIANCE
PREFERENCES IN ULUS AND CUMHURIYET BETWEEN
MARCH 1945 AND JANUARY 1946

As Metin Toker, onef the weltknown journalists and writers of his time, described in

his book titled Turkiye Uzerinde 1945 Kabusuin 1971, although there was a partial
practice of freedom press in Turkey towards the end of the Second World War, news and
articles relatedio foreign policy were subjected to strict control priotheir publication

(Toker, 1971, p.10). In other words, by taking national interests into account, it can be
said that the government limited the media to some extent through certain institutions
as well as the laws and especially redefined the duties and responsibilities of journalists.

Moreover, having elaborated the interrelation between central authority and press through
the common goal afiesternizatioriowards 1945, Nilgiin Gurkan took it@step further

in her booktitled” T¢r ki yeodde Demokr asl95¢9"and Geerlinedt e B
the common tasks and responsibilitiels the pressthat directly contribute to self

emancipation in Turkey:

fi [ éAith its mission of guardianship aimed at establishing a Westghe democracy, the

single-party government did not consider the public mature enough to leave administration

to them without completing the necessary revolutions. The history of the Westhstory

of the individual's struggle for emancipation against the state. In Turkey, the emancipation

of the individual was aimed toe provided by the state. The press was also assigimeduty

to raise the level of maturity that the public can thiemselve é ] 6 ( G¢r kan, 1998,

[ é] The expectation of the Kemal iresmdhing deal s a:
the | evel of contemporary <civilizationso to
establishing the Republic of Turkey, is@keen in the basic approaches and wordings of the
journalists [é]0 (G¢rkan, 1998, p. 73).

From this point of view, it can be deduced that the attitudes of the newspapers that are
close to the government in the period following the termination of the Suigoviet
Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship were shapedaonsideratiorof these duties and

17 The Directorate bPressand hformation(which was reestablished under the name of the General
Directorate ofPresdn 1933), established by the law enacted on Jyui820, was used as a tool of

limiting and controlling the press by the political power. The institutidrich was subjected to various
regulations over the years, was affiliated to the Prime Ministry in 1940, and with the addition of the
international promotion and propaganda of the country to the responsibility area of the institution, by the
law enacted v July 16, 1943, was renamed as the General Director of Press and Publidiaéictorate
(B.Y.U.M.). (G¢rkan, 1998, p. 89)
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responsibilitiesin support of this argument will be appropriate to evaluate the changes
in the approaches aflus andCumhuriyeton TurkishRussian relations, between March
20, 1945, and Januaik 1946, in three different periods.

3.1. PERIOD OF DENIAL (March 20, 19451 June 22, 1945)

3.1.1. March 1945

Having declared symbolically that theyere going to war alongside the alliddrces
towards the end of the Second World War, Turkey wanted to obtain a position in the new
international order that is suitaliier her national interests by playing an active role in
the establishment of the peace and prosperity after the war. Iaswaivironment, the
termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendstaped March 9,

1945 thatpushed the Turkish governmeatthink even though it did not surprisdould

have been conveyed to the Turkish public in the most careful manner (Toker, 1971, p. 8).

The very first news on the subjectltus andCumhuriyetwas shared with the Turkish

public on March 2, 1945. In the news title@Ttrkiyei SovyetRusyaars é nda ki dos
ve tarafsezl ek (Tamitatioa of MuakisieSoveh Trehte of Neutrality

and Friendship dublished byUlus on thefront page, no individual comments and
evaluations regarding the subject weeen and attention was paid to convey the issue

as itis. I n addition to that, Russian newspar
process were also shared in the same news. According to Izvetsia, the reatiom that
Soviets took early action to temate the agreement was simply relies on the

di ssatisfaction of Turkeyobs &lug March 2es du
1945).

On the same day, in his article titléA mer i ka ve Kur t a(Angeticmé k M
and liberated countries)o, A h melt Esnkeg, dhared the priorities of the pasir

activity of theU.S.in the mainland Europe based on stetements of thendersecretary

of the U.S. Department of State Mr. Dunn. Esmer stated that, according to Mr. Dunn, the

U.S.could never remain indifferent to whaashappening in Europ@nd the democracy
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regimewasaimed to be established across the continent. On the other hand, based on the
allegationsregarding the partition of the mainlafairopebetween British and Soviet
spheres of influencehe author emphasized that the current situation in the mainland
Europewasin line with the decisions taken at the Yalta Conference, referring to the
Under secr et ar y Du n npéaragraghtofehis artiole, Edmer.p@doat t h e
the importance of the.S, especially on liberated and satellite countrissaddressing

to British Prime Minister UWente@dthelife bofthé | 6 s
old worlddeeply and constructive({esmer,Ulus, March 2, 1945.

In addition toUlus, Cumhuriyetalsopublishedthe recent news about the termination of

the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendsimgluding the full text on March

2, 1945. On the other hand, by sharing th
the termination process in a different secti@amhuriyetdealt with the issue igreater

detailthanUlus.18

Following the publication ahefirst news regarding thermination of the Turkish Soviet

Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship, as Toker stated that Turkish governwigioh

pushed to think further on its attitudes towards the issue, was also influential in the
publication policies of newspapers knovar ther affinity to the government such as

Ulus andCumhuriyet In this regard, itvasobserved tha/lus and Cumhuriyetavoided
suchcomments hat woul d put the Turkish sthevern
Soviet Unionat risk. On the other hand, it is a remarkable detail thateperts and
articleschosen to be conveyed from tkareign pressbelong primarily to Western
democracies, such as theSUand the WK., which the Turkish government strives to

strengthents relations in the international arena.

In fact, inUlusandCumhuriyedated March 23, 1945, the initial reactions of the Western
states, specifically the .K. and the US., were tried to begaugedby publishing the
commentsand reportsof prestigious aws agencies such as Daily Mail, Timesd
Reutes.

BCumhuriyetil T¢T%ovyet MuahedesjMatdlzZy 1985 mayacako
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In this context, the speech given by the British member of the parliament Richard Law in
the House of Commons regarding the intentions of the British government on the Straits
was published irUlus on Mach 23, 1945. However, due to a translation error in the
published text, Anadolu Agen€pA) 1° sent a correction note without wasting time to be
published in the newspapearsthenext day. In the first text thataspublished on March

23, 1945,it was emphasized that R. Law stated fhdt he amendment of t
Straits Convention wil | 2tQnthe other hand,inghe n a t |
correction note thawassent by Anadolu Agency on Marci4,21945,it was stated that

R Lawbs statements sahso uilltch eb ea memdamresntto cod t h
Convention is an i s s?#es ibchn be nndezstooddrom this a |
example, taking into account the sensitivity of the issue, the news and articles received
from the foreign agencies were subjected to an extra control to avoid misunderstandings
in the Turkish public opinion regarding the reactions and attitudes of the Western

democracies and to prevent any harrtheoprudent urkish policy.

Again, in the first days, question marks were raised about the rmatinesof the Soviet
Union, and predictions were made regarding the extent of the danger in some of the
articles that were carefully selected from the foreign press. In fact, one of thesarticle
published in the Swiss newspaper Le Tribune de Gemdweh emphasized th#te issue

of the Straits was described as the most influential milestone to reveal the true intentions
of the new Russiayas addressed tdlus and Cumhuriyeton March B, 194524 On the

other hand, the article of the Greek newspaper Acrgpuiich stated that perceiving the

19 An international news agency of the Republic of Turkey, which was founded or6Ap820 during

the Turkish War of Independence.

P2Ulus A TerT&ovyet pakténén Moskova taMadchBreMan f eshi ne
2l ondra, 22 a.d Avam Kaimatiasfayl avlar[é&n]dan Kwor Thomas,

T¢rkiyedbnin Bojazlardaki muhafézl ék durumunu dest
Ku cevabé vermicktir: AHal en Kngiliz H¢kzalaman i ni n |
milletlerarasé s°zlekxmeye uygundur. Bu milletl er:
go°r ¢kmel er i gerektirecektir. o

2Ulussf Son Rus karar énvamh24 45 yankeél ar éo

BD¢nk¢ sayémézda, bek-Tukpiaks @apadMosébanm fiSdoay &nd:
yankélaro bakl ékl & yazénén ¢(-¢nceg paragrafé kOyl e
bildirilmektedir AHal en Kngiltere H¢gkegmetinin B
tanzimedenve Montreax 6 de i mzal anmék ol an mukavele tayin et
tadili, tabiidir ki milletlerarasé bir m¢gnakaka |
#Ulusn Sovyet Rusyadnén son kaMarchées, 1045€umhdriyefi | i - eki t
AT¢r KBo g et,Marah &, 1945
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current disagreement in Turkish Soviet relations would cause new prolbsnsthing
more than pessimismlso published itJlus andCumhuriyeton March B, 19452°

In addition to the news and articles selected from the foreign press about Turkish Soviet
relations, anothegritical issue thastands ouin both newspapemsasthe prioritization
of the duties of the Turkish government and the society to @dape socieeconomic

dynamics of the new world and to increase the economic efficiency of the country.

In his articletittediK hr ac at € ar t (Effoms#o increabe@xpona publishéd

in Ulus on March &, 1945, Esat Tekeli underlined timaportance of the exports while
giving examples from the countries that started taking a series of measures to protect their
economic assets in the pasgar period. Tekeli also emphasized that the st
economic program should be based on the trademgmrts aimed at increasing exports
(Ulus, March &, 1945).

On the other hand, in his article titléd a | € Kk ma g ¢ Cc ¢ rlacegsingaourt € r ma
working powejo published inCumhuriyeion March ®, 1945, Nadir Nadi stated that the

states woulanterin a shap development race in the pagar period, therefore in order

not to be left behind in the race, Turkey must increase its national working power by using

electric energy more efficientifCumhuriyet March D, 1945).

In the meantime, the articles tife Polish newspaper Dziennik Polski and the British
journal Time and Tide othe Turkish Soviet relations and the Straits issue, published by
Ulus andCumhuriyeton March 3, 1945, were remarkable due to providangear and

compl ete out | iritiesinthitdispuéf k ey 6 s pri o

According to the article published in Dziennik Polski, terainousdevelopments raise
concerns about the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship.
The first development mentioned in the article wasddwte of denunciation chosen by

thethe Soviet Unionwho increased its power enormously after the Second World War.

SUlussn Son Sovyet kar Marck® a95Guamhulyéti 3¢ € 0 Ry s yMaéch

26, 1945

%UlusiSovyetlerin fesih kar aviareh 3hiDASICenmharigetiyTesrik i yyoer u m
v e So v,Marthl3e 1945
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Furthermorethe secondminousdevelopment mentioned in the article whe severe
propaganda against Turkesarried out by the Soviet press and ra@a.the other hand,
after the denunciation of the treaty, Turkey's stance was summarized by Time and Tide

journal:

ATurkey is ready to engage in good relations w
to negotiate only issues related to TurkRbssian affairsHowever,on the subjects of the

Straits and the rexamination of the Montreaux Straits Convention, the Turlghtfully-

insists that the aforementioned subjeisot belong only to Turkish Russian relations but

rat her an i nt Wusé&&umhwiyeidarchrllalodbe r o (

In addition tothe abovestated expressions, it was also highlighted in the article that
Turkeybs priority in theidfoeedgm ,aill iacy
therefore alliance with the United Kingdom should prevail.

3.1.2. April 1945

At the Yalta Conference in February 194%th the participation of the leaders of the
U.S., the UK., and theSoviet Union it wasdecidedto organize a conference in San
Francisco on April 8, 1945 in order to establish international peace and security as well
as eliminating the political, economic and social impacts of war by the sustainable

cooperation of all peadeving states (Erkin, 1968, p. 245).

Given the fact thia prior to the San Francisco Conference, in order to gain the sympathy

of the Western democracies and to alleviate the black propaganda carried out by the
Soviet press, ithbeme vi t al to clearly explain Tur
proposals for th@eace and prosperity, and foreign policy priorities which were mainly

built on the idea of sustainable peace, to the international community.

Within this context, in his article titlelAmerikand a v a s°ér ¢\ KRegerigan cause

and opinion)o published inCumhuriyeton April 1, 1945, ¥mer Réza
attention to the importance of the role that th&. would play in order to bring peace

and prosperity to the new world by stating the following expressions about the main goals
of theU.S.towards the esh of the Second World War.
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i[fé] The target is above all the freedom and
nations that are America's friends alive, enabling the revival of democracy, protecting South
America from invasion and achieving what thd obmmunity failed by establishing a new
League of KN®bi @mburiyptdgrildl, 1945).

On the other hand, in his article titl@tieyetimiz yola € k a r(\Whelanour delegation

is on theroad)o published inUlus on April 6, 1945, Mimtaz Faik Fenik mentioned the

Tur ki sh del egati onods credence i n interr
responsibility, and motivation while theyere on their way to attend San Francisco
Conference. Also stating that the establishmenbigrnational peace should be carried

in utmost care, Fenik thesuggestedhe methodf achieving itin his article:

i[ €] There are arbitrary |lines of peace, as tF
desires and works such as establistiagpiness, prosperijtgnd peace of humanity take the

greatest place at the top of these lines. If it is desired not to make a breach in the peace order,

this | ine should beUlasrApril@ 1945).ed first [é] o6 (Fen

When the Turkish press and thablic focused on the San Francisco Conference, the
Turkish government's response to the Soviet Union regarding the termination of the
Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship was found a place batlugand
Cumhuriyeton April 7, 1945.

In bath newspapershefull text of the aforementioned Turkish response was shared with
the reader without any editorial comment. In the first two paragraphs of the response, it
was mentioned that the Turkish authorities were notified by their Soviet coutdehza

they werewilling to terminate the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship
which was signed in 1926n the groundthat the treatyas not compatibleith the new
conditions of the poswar era. Following that, in the last typaragraphs of the response,

it was stated that the Turkish government was wafonghe proposals from their Soviet
counterparts with great optimism in order to ensure the continuity ofiétiog friendly
neighbourhood relations between the two caastiAlsq in the last section, it was stated
that the response was handed over to the Soviet Ambassador to Ankara M. Vimogrado
by Foreign Minister of the Republic of Turkey Hasan Saka on Apfib452’

ZUlus,i Sovyet | er eAprd B ¥94hCamharyaii Sovy et Dekl arasyonuna (
April 7, 1945
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It was observed that the articles regarding thekiShrresponse tthe Soviet Union
which were written by the prominent authorsuWtis and Cumhuriyet particularly on

April 8 and9, 1945, found similato some extent with the official response letter.

On April 8, 1945, in his article titledTurkiye ve Sovyetler(Turkey and the Sovie}s
published inUlus, underlining that no agreement is eternal, Mimtaz Faik Fenik then
pointed out that the Soviet Union, who demanded renewal of the friendship agreement
according to the new conditions after the Nazi pmisen was eliminated, was well
received by the Turkish governme@mn the other hand, Fenik highlighted that the most

important factor would be thgoodwill of the states to successfully conclude the new

negotiations.
if] €] Our gover n meoffar, which is undoabtedlyoimsmred by thedriendly
relations between the Soviets and Turkey. [ é]

Truly it is never possible to claim that an agreement is eternal, no matter how well
intentioned it is and welierved in the interests of the two partjes ]

Is there anything that much obvious as the Soviet Union, who is fighting for humane purposes
such as to eliminate Nazi persecution, constraint force and to determine the naf®n
rights of life, wants to come to an agreement with the free angemdent Turkey according

to the new conditions? [ é]

As goodwill prevails in the new negotiations, it is possible to see that the result will be
achieved easUsyApril 81945). ( Feni k,

Again in the same day, in his article titlédirk Sovyetdog | u(Jfuukish-Soviet

friendship)o published inCumhuriyet ¥ mer Réza Dojrul -justxpr es

as Mumtaz Faik Fenikasaresult of the strong neighbdyrelatiors that been going for
many years, this processuld end in the fastest and begiy.

A é] The government of the Republic of Turkey
agreement with the new onehich includes more appropriate and significant modifications

to the current interests of the two sides. This is the most hopestaeh that confirms the
Republic of Tur keyds pol i clyrelatidns amd foraverai ni ng
friendship with the Soviet Union. Since only the conditions have changed, it is necessary to

(

adapt these new conditions to the basis and do

Cumhuriyet April 8, 1945)

On the other handh his article titlediTirk T Sovy et doat §Tlegouawvwin vy
the Turkishi Sovietfriendship)o, published on Aprib, 1945, Nadir Nadiemphasizing

the depth and importance of the friendly relations between the two countries dating back
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to aquartercentury ago, claimed that the pessimist anticipations about the future of the
Turkish Soviet relations the foreign preswerenot even close to the reality

Al é] while the lights of a solid peace order a
sense a smell of a depressing cloud in every wind, reach up to the occasional scepticism about

the future of the TurkistSoviet friendship. However, the essence of the events is far from
showing a view that woul d CCumbliryet April9tlB48)s e doubt s

Nadir Nadi also stated in his article traat ill intention should not be pursued in the

termination of the agreements between states, and it should not be overstated.

Al é] Wh athefriemdskip tsetween nations and gives lifel alirection to that are not

signed agreements and treaties, but a sense of unity and thought arising from the mutual

interests of nations. What are the agreements and pacts if they are not the patterns of those
emotions and the frame of those thoughtdRdf1925 Turkish Soviet agreement had been

successful for the two nations for twenty years, this was primarily due to the strength of the

ideal i stic mentality that remai ned alive bet wi
Cumbhuriyet April 9, 1945).

As highlighted by the Turkish government in their response lettdret&oviet Union
the utmost determination to pursue this process with good intentions, as required by the
friendly neighbourhood relations betwee two countrieswasalso seelin the articles

of Nadir Nadi, ¥mer Réza Dojrul and M¢mt .

In addition to carrying out the editorial policy thaasin line with the Turkish foreign
policy towards the Soviet Union another issue that came to the foreUlus and
Cumbhuriyetwas the increasing American and British sympaithe news published in

Uluson April 7 and 21, 1945, supports this argument.

On April 7, 1945,Ulus published an article tittedBu har bi n zaferden
komut aneé: Mo n t g(VWictoeiouy corfnanchedt iofr the war: Who is
Montgomery?90 written by Joseph J. Thorndike Jr, on the third page. With this article,
the heroism of General Montgomeigne of the most important figures of the Second
World War that changed the course of the war, was presdotéoe attention of the
Turkish readersWlus, April 7, 1945).

On the same day, by sharing the advertisement tillddrp, Sulhun Temellerini
Ha z e r (WanlLays the Foundation of Peac of theConsolidated Vultedircraft

Corporation on the third page dfus, it was stated that tHe.S.would have an important
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position in the civil aviation thatould develop rapidly after the war as a result of her air
supremacy during the Second World Walus, April 7, 1945).

Besidesthe press release of the bavk me r i(Ameeric@)o written by E. Rosen and
translated to Turkish by H. Ataman, publishetlinson April 21, 1945, came to the fore

as an important detail. The selected sentences from the press releasdisWwb askn i s
idol for thAmAmecanasawys: Al f | f&andighhe | 6
Amer i can ma reveales théiecreasingiadmiration to the Americans towards

the opening of the San Francisco Conference.

While the doubtsregarding themethod and purpose of the conference disappeared
towards the beginning of the San Francisco Conference, another issuastiscussed
continuously by the international community was the question of in what conditions and
privileges participating stategould be represented. Within the framework of this issue,
the distinction of great and small powenrshich was put forward by some foreign
statesmen and started to take place ifaheign pressfrequently, was criticized by the
prominent editors df/lus andCumhuriyeton April 12, 1945.

On April 12, 1945, in his editorial tittedKucik devletlerin la k | (Righ& of thesmall

power3go published inUlus, Mimtaz Faik Fenik criticized the U.S. Secretary of the State
Edward Stettiniusd expressions about the
t hat St et wereoonttary @ thevpoincigle of equality.

Referring to the different meanings thie terms state and country in his article, Fenik
pointed out that such a classification can only be madesasali or large homeland
considering its soil and population densitjoving from this point, Fenik highlighted
that it would be more appropriate to express the issubeasights of all free and
independent statesstead othe rights of great and small statés the last section of his
article, he stated that the pripke of equalitywould be established after the Allied victory
of democracy.

f .] Just as people are born free and equal

[ ..
the Allied victory of democracy wilUlusput this
April 12, 1945)
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On the other hand, in his article titl&Buyuk kim? Kuguk kim?(Who is the Great one?

Who is the Small one® published inCumhuriyeton April 12, 1945, unlike Mimtaz

Faik Fenik, Nadir Nadi accepted that the classification of states as great or small
according to their political, militaryand economicabilities was a reality, but also
underlined that it would be better to focus on the consensus among the states in order to

establish peace and prosperity.

fi[ é] thégreatsmall distinction is a reality. But it is a reality that changes according to

the conditions like every reality and takes other forms from today to tomorrow. Those who

will prepare the peace of tomorrow, if they do not disregard this point, will grasp the biggest

truth of our era and | ay t he NfComhoaryetApiilon of a |
12, 1945).

Undoubtedly, another shocking development that came to the fore in this period was the
sudden death of 8. President F. Roosevelt on Apri2,11945.It was observed that
several concerns started to be aired in the Turkéstspapers, along with the dozens of
articles expressing deep sorrdwring this period, particularly the question regardimg

what extent the person whuldtake office after F. Roosevélivhowasreferred as the
father of the democraeyvould continte his policiesverefrequentlyquestionedy the

Turkish statesmen and journalists.

Within the framework of these developments, news and articles on the deep sorrow felt
by the death of F. Roosevetnd the priorities of the new president Harry S. Truman
werepublished systematically idlus and Cumhuriyetbetween April B and April 17,

1945. I n this regard, fBEeyma&kl kBapacfpfictabe e d i t
great 10s30 published inUlus on April 15, 1945 and Nadi r Nadi 6s e
AT r uman 6 &mnr W ndadudopublished inCumhuriyeton April 17, 1945, could

be given as examples.

Indicating the humanity lost a great value after the death of F. Roosevelt, Kemal Turan
also stated that Rooseveltdan important place in the history of humanity not only for
his expertise in the militarye ha shown during the war but also with the efforts he made
for the establishment of peace and prosperity.

fi [ éRposevelt has never been only a man of war; helhaysrepeated that defeating the
enemies will not enthe war He was enthusiastaboutthe greater and undoubtedly tougher
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victories of warfare. To bring security for the nations, to remove hunger, misery from the

world, to provide an honourable and domable life for everyone... Roosevelt has devoted

his heart and intelligence to all these beautiful things lying in the hearts and hopes of almost

every person for centuries. He also made efforts to prepare everyone for the war of humanity,
whichwouldle won without arms but with tUwe force of
April 15, 1945).

After these statements in the last section of his article, underlining the important duties
and responsibilities of all statesmen who had the opportunity to mdetvark with
Roosevelt, Turan emphasized that if these duties and responsibilities fulfilled completely,
Roosevelt would serve the victory of the idea of humanity even after his death.

On the other hand, in his article publishecCumhuriyeton April 17, 1945, Nadir Nadi
underlined the duties and responsibilities of the new president Truman in orderz® reali
the democracy goahatdid not meara war victory but a victory of peace, represented
by Roosevelt.

[ é] One of Truman' s geting pesaonally vdtluthel Adlied clteflsoul d be
whom he will work with tomorrow, trying teepresenRRoosevelt next to them, trying to

represent the American view on the world affinsRoosevel tés wor dso (N
Cumbhuriyet April 17, 1945).

As it has beemunderstood from these above articles, during the time of the balance of
power changed after the war and the new world order established, Turkey was trying to
take advantage of the sustainable efficiency ofti& in the international arenagainst

the mssible threat or a strategic moeeuld be received fronthe Soviet Union.
Thereforeit could be argued that Turkdyadsome concerns about possible changes in
the US. foreign policy that would conflict with her foreign policy priorities. However,
soon after Truman took office, his messages to the international commuueity
welcomed by the Turkish intellectuabnd therefore the pessimism caused by the death

of Rooseveltlisappearetb a significant extent.

In his article titlediAmerikan polit i k a segleflerifObjéctives of the American
policy)o published inCumhuriyen April 22, 1945, Prodéssoryavuz Abadan underlined
that the replacement in the®J Presidency did not cause any changes in the principles

that the American policy was baseql.

[ é] President Truman i s a nesteegnagaddecessodin wor t hy
umanitarian idealism. America, which has beco

0
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on the worl dodo and fAgained thenacatedesriyvyotofilg
the suffering humanity and taking them to
and courage that Roosevelt had, Bappearghat the change in the Presidency has not

caused any trouble to the principles on which Amerpmalicy isbasedupoh €] 6 ( Abadan,
Cumhuriyet April 22, 1945).

Shortly after the sudden death of RooOseVE¢
of the San Francisco Conference on Ap8il 2945 ,the focus of the Turkish newspapers

shiftedon the onference and its possible outcomes.

Sharing his expectations regarding the San Francisco Conference on5AA®43, in
his article titlediSan Francisco gini (San Franciscoday)o published inUlus, Kemal
Turan asserted that statmuldonly succeed if they act withinuaity of wish and effort
On the other hand, Turan also acknowledged that humanity placed great hope in this
conference after the unprecedented troubles of the Second World hoilaever

underlined that vasnot logical b have exaggerated expectatiddhig, April 25, 1945).

3.1.3. May 1945

In his article titlediG® r ¢ kK ayr €l é khénk(Haémomy fromdisagréemend a
published inCumhuriyeton May 2, 1945, ¥mer Reza Dojrul
significanceattributed to the San Francisco Conference for the resolution of the ongoing
disputes between the Soviet Union and the Western allies, especially on the issues of
Poland, Austrigand |t al y. Il n addi t umtyof wisb and effoga | T L
Doj rul u n draindxpectatiahs df theeTurkish delegation from the conference

by emphasizing the importance of the harmony that expecteth&wge frondifferent

opinionsand its logical usen the way to the resolutiqg€umbhuriyet May 2, 1945).

mNnaddition to these attitudes and expect a:
Dojrul, the statements made pHasart $akai h e ad
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Turkegn American radio on May(l

1945 contain important clues regarding the principdéshe Turkish government.

In the statement published Dumhuriyeton May 11, 1945, it wasstressedhat the

Turkish delegation found thgrinciple of establishing peace and secuiitgufficient
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and therefore they have made a proposal underlining the need to maintain the principle
following the principles offairnessand justice On the other hand, according to the
statement, Sakanderlinedhat the Security Counaivould have asignificantrolein the

new organization to be established and that they proposed a provision requiring the
council to inform the general assembly about the decisions it mdetodtake and

implement?®

From that point of view, it could be concluded that the hoppro¥iding peace and
security by adhering to the principles of rights and justice was compatible with the ideal

of equal representation advocated by the Turkish government.

However, it should not be ignored that the memorandum published by the Armenian
National Committee on Ma§, 1945, concerning the Armenians in Turkey to be moved
to Russia and the recent news about the Straits issue obliged the Turkish delegation to

adoptamore defensive attitude against accusations directed to them.

Inthe newstitledKk onf er ansa yapél an a c(Wsirdgndfeoksh a h ma
application to the conferengé published in Cumhuriyeton May 9, 1945, the
memorandum distributed by the Armenian National Committee to the participating
countries, whichwas demanding the Anenians in Turkey to be moved tite Soviet

Unionin order to rescue the Armenian race from the destruatiasstrongly criticized.
According to Dojan Nadi , C8ruriyefgivemthe fadd c o ¢
that the Armeniankadthe same rights and freedoms determined by law just like any
other Turkish citizen, those accusations directed by the Armenian National Committee

were unacceptable (Nadi, @uymhuriyet May 9, 1945).

On the other hand, inthe news titBB o] az | an mMméaneltes Pr essodi

haberi (Straits issue; Fése news of the United Pregspublished inCumhuriyeon May

12, 1945, it was underlined that the alleg
the Montreaux Straits Convention which allegedigred with the officials of the four

great powers by Hasan Saka, was spread by the United Press. It was also stated in the

2Cumhuriyetfi Hasan Saka d¢n Amer i,Mayllri®4byosuna konuktuo
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news that the allegations of the United Press were strongly refuted by the statement of
Fal i h R&ankbh@iyeiMayly, 1945).

Despite the positive atmosphere created by the victory in Europe following the German
declaration of unconditional surrender on May 8, 1945, the absence of a reasonable
resolution regarding the Polish issue, which dominated the agenda of the confesence, al
had great repercussions in the Turkish newspapers

In this context, on May3, 1945,UlusandCumhuriyetreferred to the British newspaper
The Tablet and the Economist's very striking criticisms on the Polish%s8sestated in

The Tabled s a, Russiand harmed both themselves and the international cooperation
by acting arrogantly and impracticallgot only in the Polish issue but alabthe San

Francisco ConferenaegardingAustria, Yugoslaviaand Romania issues.

On the other hand, accordinig the article published iThe Economist magazine,
Britain's policy toward the Soviets was regarded as @olicy of concession and
reconciliation sincethe British government's efforts asdcrificesto establish friendly
cooperation with the Soviets do not provide any concrete results. Then¢faras
suggested in the article that the current British policy tosvdre Soviets needs to be
revised(Cumhuriyet, May 13, 1945)

Based on theseeportspublished inUlus and Cumhuriyet it can besuggestedhat they
refrained frondirectly targetinghe SovietUnionby their editorialdutpreferred toelate
their attitudes indirectly through highlightirtgis kind of news and articles from the

foreignpress.

On the other hand, the Economist  a ontthie ditlden reasorier the dispute with
Russia, which was published in batlus andCumhuriyeton May 2, 1945, alsavasof

great importance due to itstense and robusbntent.

PUlusfn Sovyet Rusyadnén bateé deyv Mayi3)1645,Cumhuriyet m¢naseb
APol onyaleé | i dway13,d945 n dur umuo
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In the first part of the article retrieved from the Economist, it was statethth@bviet

Union established her foreign policy on the purpose of structuring a broakbavetd

security zone starting from the Baltic to the Adriatic, therefore the raditbsentiments
attracted in the small states which were seen as omss$ieatiaklements of this policy,

in order to strengthen the front linéwas also &ted in the article that theveeretwo

main reasons for this policy. While the first reasolerlined as the fear of an anti
Russian alliance to be formed under the leadership of Germany, the second reason stated

as the reckless attitude of Marshall Stalin after the3War.

After the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Fship] this
article that contains strong accusations whagre rarely publisheth the previously
retrieved articles from the foreign presgsof great importance, especially considering
the fact that it was publishedimultaneouslyby Ulus and Cumhuriyetwhen the
repercussionsf the memorandum prepared by the Armenian National Committee was
still present at the timeés will be seen later in this study, these arguments stated by the

Economist would be widely accepted among Turkish bureawsmdtgtellectuals.

Another critical discussion iblus andCumhuriyetduring this period was the definition

of the concept of democracy, which the international community was also closely
interested in.The foreign policy approach adopted the Soviet Uron, which was
regarded asntidemocratian the Westerrmedia especially in the British newspapers

and magazines, was also foumplace in the Turkish newspapers.

In this regard, an article published by the Russian newspaper Pravda or2, M&¢2,
primarily upon the increasing criticism in the British magazine the Economist, was shared
with the Turkish readers tdlusandCumhuriyeon May B, 19453! In this article, some

of the British press and media organs were accusetisséminating artlemocatic

ideas under Europe's guise of democratization.the other hand, these media organs

0UlusfEconomi st der gi s May@elo4s,EumauniyefifiiRu syad@a@&n emel | e
May 20, 1945

SlUlus, i Pr avdaoda - & kMapn23bh1945;CunshikrigefieDoe mo kkelimesinin

mon a, May®39, 1945
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were also strongly criticized for arbitrarily classifying countriesl@asocratic regimes

andpolice regimes

In the last part of the article, which was shared without any editorial comment, it was
underlined that when it comes to the democratization of continental Europe, contrary to
the Western definition of democradiie Soviet Uniorpreferred defining the caept of

the true democracy am ideal that emerged from the full and creative efforts of the

masses of people

Al é] Despit e -sightad journdistsssay, whibhoposes a threat to genuine
democracy that emerges from the full and creative sffafrthe masses of people, Europe's
democratizati on cUlus&@mbhuiiyetMayB@3el945e al i zed o (

Apart from all these opposing views put forward by the British and the Soviet press,
M¢mt az Fai k Fe fiKnkgbisl taerrtei (Britem afdilveybeetal® i r
which he emphasized the priorities of the Turkish foreign policy of the period, published
in Uluson May &, 1945 meritsattention.

In his article, which was written on the third anniversary of the military and political
alliance between the U.K. and the Soviet Union, Fenik referred to both countries' strong
cooperation for the annihilation of Nazism under the London Agreement of May 26,
1942.He thenremindedthat, according to this agreement, both countries promised each
othe that theywould be acting in the strong spirit ahalliance in order to bring peace

and prosperity to continental Europe. Despite all of this, Fenik, who accepted that there
were some controversial issues between the two countries, especially thie &ulis
Austrian issues, emphasized that the possibility that these problends remain

unsolvedwasan unfounded doubt.

A é] 1t is not possible to s addredsdtbplookitghese c on'
at their development patterns. Both Britain and the Soviet Union knows that a peace that

would be established rapidly in continental Europe is more suitable for their own interests

and the humanitarian cause that they gave millions of livegrahan the continuation of

the controversial issues between them. Because an armed peace never brings a tranquillity.
Therefore, it is surely expected everywhere that all these issues will bevidkalithin a

short ti meUljséMpyd®, 1989 ni k ,
As can be understood from the statements of Fenik, the idea that a strengthened British

Soviet alliance would bring peace and prosperity to the régispecially to Europevas
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pretty dominant. From this point on, it can be deduced that, particdlanlyg the time

of uncertainty caused by the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and
Friendship, the expectation of strong cooperation to be established betweek.thedJ)

the Soviet Unionwould eventually be beneficial for Turkewas generally accepted by

the Turkish government and intellectuals.

3.1.4. June 1945 (between Jurie 19457 June 2, 1945)

In addition to expressing optimistic expectations about a strengthened-2mgjlet
alliance's prospective outcomes, the recent megearding a Tripartite Meeting to be held
immediately after the San Francisco Conference was also covered attentively both in the

national and foreign press.

On Junel, 1945, in the report titledK n g i -Anegka ee Rusyati t i Brtighée
American and the Sovietalliance)o published in Cumhuriyet statements of the
American commissioner Harry Hopkins, regarding the negotiations on a new military
alliance between the.K., the US. and theSoviet Union to preserve peace and esistbl

a brand new league of nations, was shared with the re&lerh(riyet Junel, 1945).

On the other hand, on Juiel945,Cumhuriyetalsopublishedthe transcript of the news
of an Austrian Radio, whiclwasunderthe Sovietontrol. Referring to the news retrieved
from Moscow, it was stated in the broadcast that Marshall Stalin wasaksiog forward

to a newTripartite Meeting®?

On Junen, 1945,commentsof the New York Times on the importance of fhpartite
Meeting whichwasplanned to be held in the upcoming days, publish&ulimhuriyef?
It was stated in the news that, according to the New York Times, this mestind be

the most important of all conferences and meetings ever held.

fi [ éBlaboratingon the Tripartite Conference that wilbe held soon, the New York Times
indicated that since the previous meetings were only concerned about how to defeat the enemy,
this one will be the most important of all conferences that have been convened so far. lbwas als

S2Cumhuriyetii ! - 1 er T pJpne7al®45€é s é 0
33Cumhuriyeti Amer i kan,JuneQyla4s et i o
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stated that this meetingould be extremelrucialbecause it will not only determine the destiny

of Europe but alsoft he wor |l d [ é] 0 9,0®@B).mhuriyet, June
In the lights of the positive developments that increased hope for the desired cooperation,
in his article titlediAnlak ma v e iyasetifAgreaement andrust policy)o published
in Cumhuriyebn Junel, 1945, ¥mer Réza Dojrul under

in order toachievethe international peace ideal.

Stating that he did not claim that all the problenmuld suddenlydisappeamith this

need being met in his article, Dojrul e X |
suspicionsand disagreementsould strengthen the spirit of mutual trust. In the last part

of his article, Dojrul , nthatistatesdrytaedstabjshonh e ¢
each other as a way of resolving problems, underlined that the controversial issues
between statesouldonly be resolved peacefully through respecting rights and justice of

al | ( OumhuriyetlJune 1, 1945).

Fvedy s after this article, referring to C
-1 er K o n foqg rr @lowsrdsn the Trighartite Conferencgo published in
CumhuriyebnJune®, 1945, Doj r uwasnsreasdn tordthe detedaration h e r
of the strong harmony between the Western allies an8dkiet Union. He then added

that thereasonablground for this conference was found.

i [ drlshort, there is no obstacle for the Three to gather in thededitions and the most
intimate atmosphere and decide on peace princiflberefore, it is expected that the
Tripartite Conference will provide successful results. In any case, Trumale'sn this
success will.l n e v e Cumhuayetfluneryi®45. eno ( Doj rul ,

It is seen that the expectation of establishing international peace and prosperity through
strengtheningheenvironment of trust in the international arena and taking peaceful steps
supporteddy the rights and justice for the solution of the conflicts was prevailing at the
time. In this context, the news and articles articulating the hope regarding resolving the
ongoing disputes started to appear in the Turkish newspapers as of the fostbat.

On the other hand, at the time of plenty of news and articles on the San Francisco
Conference and th&ripartite Conference being published, the article titié8la s € n

hirriyeti ve gazetecilik derine(On freedom of thepress andournalism)o published in
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Uluson June &, 1945 and written by Mehmet Nurettin Artarw h 0 u s @hdpin)l . K.

as a pen namavas alsaleservesttention.

In the article, the authqointedoutthe importance of the freedomtbepress by quoting

from famous historical figures and prominent journalists. He also underlined the Turkish
devotion to this matter by quoting from
Kn°nyg. In the words that t hwaseanphadizedthatdi r e
the people's willvasdirectly proportionate to the freedom of the press, therefore if the
freedom of the presserenot used well, the countriegould face severe problems. In
addition to this, it was also stated that the freedomhefgresswas not under the
responsibility of the sUlastlene® h9¥M5. but t he

Two main reasons can be put forward to understand the increase in the articles on freedom
of the press recently. The first reason caratbebuted tothe increasing importance of
managing public perception in accordance with the foreign policy priorities. Therefore, it

is seen that the articles related to the conscientious responsibilities of journdisse
boundaries were set by therntral governmentbecome mor@rominentin the Turkish

press. On the other hand, the second reason can be stated as the increasing need for an
editorial defence mechanism against the accusations directed fmp{Beviet elements

in Turkey claiming the ewspapers with wide circulatioiiincluding Ulus and
Cumhuriyet were adopting antdemocratic and partisan practices, while the 1946
democratic electionwere approaching. As cabe understood from these two reasons,
the concern regarding the degradation of

wasthe determinant factor behind the curtain.

3.2. PERIOD OF RECOGNITION (June 22, 1945i November?2, 1945)

Aftert he bi |l ateral talks between Turkeyos A
Foreign Minister of th&oviet UnionVyacheslav Molotov on Jurig 1945 and June &,

1945, the hopeful attitude and expectations of the Turkish press and especially the Turkis
state officials, towards the future of the TurkistSoviet relationshad started to lose

momentumTo expl ain the bitterness and the se
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emphasized that the decisiomaretaken by the Soviet government regardingkey and

Iran, especially between Juile 1945 (Molotovi Sarper meeting) and Jufy 1945
(Resolution of the Politburo on Organizing Separatist Activities in South Azerbaijan and
Other Northern Regions of Iran) could be counted as the beginning ofotdeWar
(Hasanle, 2011, p. 140).

It was observed that, subsequentherejection of all the Russiatbemandgsee p23)

by the Turkish Ambassador Selim Sarper, upon a dlestructionreceived from the

Turkish government, Turkish policy that aimsn@aximize the support of both theS.

and theU.K. in the international arena evolved into a more active and dyraraseIn

the |l ight of these devel opments, whichstat
were informed about the bilateral meetingdd on Juné/, 1945 and June 8, 1945

through the telegram sent by Istanbul correspondent of the Times on 2ub@43,
carefullyaligned withthe attitudes of the central governmenttosarh e i ssue ( H
2011, p. 164).

When the newspapers of the periodaralysedit is seen that the demands expressed by
V. Molotov in Moscow meetings were also encountered with great anxiety in almost all
Western democracies. Especially in th&andtheU.K.-based news, it was statttit

it would be reasonabfer Ankara and Moscow to settle these disputes among themselves
but theissuesregarding the status of the Straits could not be resolved without being

discussed by the signatories of the Montreux Convewtidhe Turkish Strats.

Qualifying the Russian territorial claims as unrealistic, Russian scientist N. |. Yegorova
asserted that these territorial claims were put forvearel to the desire to use fibr
blackmailng and political pressureagainst Turkey during the ongoingldges on the
statusofthe StralsHasanl é, .2@8Lppopti h@®2)yegorovads
also underlined that without any doubt, Soviet leaders meant to realize both demands at
first, but in case of being obliged to choose between their demands, they would prefer the
Straits because of its traditional signif
of both Yegorova and Hasanl &, ta@ieabnksahke Or a |
by bringing territorial claims forwardwhich eventually accelerated the process of

Turkish-Americanrapproachemer{Oran, 2014, p. 502).
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On the other hand, Cemil Hasanl & expl ain

demands as a majexistential threat, by pointing out the report tited™ hUeS. stand

on expansioni st a s ppublished iby thes.S. Ariny GommmeandS o v i ¢
Forces in June 1945. Having stated that Turkey was at the greatest danger on the face of

the Sovietdemands Hasanl & underlined that I f Sovi
the Straits, it woulceventually put the Aegean Sea and Eastern Mediterranean at risk,

according to the report (Hasanleé, 2011, |

Al ] Rumours are afloat among soldiers and th

military confrontation with theSoviet Union Some officers indicate that the war will be sacred

for the Turks, for the return of territories captured by Brifga Thrace, for the return of Batumi

seized by th&oviet Union Analysts allege that Britain will back Turkey in the future war. Pending

the Sovietsd assault on Turkey, t he Gtedinnt ry i

Hasanl ,1632 01 1,
Also, these sentences quoted from a testimony of a Turkish soldier who was interrogated
on June 3, 1945, as Cemi |l Hasanl & meunderstand e d ,
how the Turkish side interprets the Soviet demands. Likeassstateeéarlier,Weisband
hi ghl i ght ed sineyandestatedLtreatronletwodpercent of the Turks based
their opinions abouthe Soviet Unionon the current information and developments
whereas the rest based their opinion onither adi t i onal stock of

(Weisband, 1973, p. 86).

3.2.1. June 1945 (between June221945i June J), 1945)

Giventhese developments, in his article titlé®lilli bi r | i Ourmatianal unity)o
published inUlus on June I, 1945, referringo the National Solidarity and Soil Day,
Kemal Turan emphasized that from the past to the present Turkish nation overcame the
difficulties by the understanding of national unity and solidarity.

In the second part of his article, Turan pointed out thafTtikish nation was well
positioned at the beginning of the Second World War, among the community that
recognized national rights and freedoms, and he underlined that, as of June 1945, Turkey
was struggling fiercely on the Pacific coast to contribute to ithprovement of the

fortune of all humanity. Turaalso underlined that the innovations that the Turkish state
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put into practice for its farmenswould have an important place in the history of the
Turkish revolution and that the Turkish nation should meakgeat effort to prosper the

country in a safe atmosphere and to fully prosper its citizens (Tulas) June 4, 1945).

Following Kemal Turan's statements on national unity and solidarity, Nadir Nadi's article
titted fBizim vazifemiz(Our duty)o publisked in Cumhuriyeton June 8, 1945 wasof

great importance in terms of messages included regarding international dynamics.

Having stated that thenseretwo differentviewsr egar di ng Tur keyds
Nadi underlined the importanceragmaining vigilanby taking the most realistic one into
account. According to the first evaluation, Nadi indicated that in this pembdn
Germany was defeatednd the European war ended, the ultimate peeawald be
achieved sooner or later, no mattew large the conflicts between the Allies. Again,
according to the same evaluation, it was advocated that Turkey mugbsitibn herself

in the world of peace, the foundations of which laid at the San Francisco Confanence
maintain its close relatiships with thel.S. and theU.K. along with singing a new

agreement witlthe Soviet Union

On the other hand, according to the second evaluation, Nadi mentioned that with the
defeat of Germany, the disputes between the Allieswieaé date back to old times
emerged again. Subsequent to the disappearance of Germany from the European
equation, the suspicion voiced by the An§laxons lately regarding the Soviet desire to
establish a new hegemony in Europe, becomes a serious conaositeringthe future

of the libertarian nations in case of a possible Soviet dominance. According to the same
evaluation, while stating thahe Soviet Union has the same feelings towards Anglo
Saxons, itvasemphasized that if this mutusdepticahttitude ontinues, the world could

be dragged into a new war.

According to Nadir Nadi, the first evaluatievasinsufficient. Nadi stated that in order

for the United Nations status signed at the San Francisco Conference to be successful, a
permanent agreemeshould be reached between the three major states, otherwise he
would not expect much from either the San Francisco Conference or its possible

outcomes. Moreover, stating that it wowlot be easy to sign a new agreement it
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SovietUnionas it was suggested, Nadir Nadi emphasized that in order to make it happen
Turkey mustanalysethe new conditions set forth by Russians well.

Stating that the second evaluation includes the closest assumptions to reality, even if it
wasmore pessimistithan the other, Nadi underlined that the disputes between Anglo
Saxons andhe SovietUnion, which he claimed due to regime differences, can only be
resolved with a policy of mutual sympathy and trust. Even with the most optimistic
approach, Nadi statedahthe relation between Ang®axons and the Soviets needs time

to recover. For that reason, considering the conditions of the day, Turkey must stay on
alert as if everythingvould be worsening someday and, in the meantime, continue to
work hard as if evethingwasgetting better (Nadir, NCumhuriyet June B, 1945).

AfterKemalTur an and Nadir Nadi dés <call for inc
and solidarity and preventing complacency against possiniaousdevelopments in

Turkish Soviet relations, the reflections of the Soviet demands were widelydqlsxce

in UlusandCumhuriyeton June 8, 1945.

In the newspublishedin the front pages of both newspapers, it was stated that Hasan
Saka, Foreign Ministenf the Republic of Turkeywwvould visit London on his way back

from San Franciscdo evaluae thelatest Soviet demands on the Straits issue.

On the other hand, referring to the diplomatic note that was givethdyoviet
government to their Turkish cotamparts on June81 1945, it was also stated in the same
news that the controversial issues between the two countries could be resolved through
mutual dialogue, but the issue related to the status of the Straits needs to be discussed by
the signatories ahe Montreaux. It was also shared with the reader that the issue of the
status of the Straitwould be discussed at the Churchill, Trumand Stalin meeting to

be held in the coming days$.

In the news titlediSo vy et Genel kur may (Theaapdtaoh the n € n
Commander of the Soviet Armed Forgespublished inCumhuriyetin the same day,

%Ulusi San Franciscob6da bulunan Dék BakagdugeBgz d©°ng¢KkK
1945 Cumhuriyetfi So viyaelte pl er i n June BAU45s | er i O
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sections from the report that includes evaluations of the Commander of the Soviet Arment
Forces Antonov regarding the recent developments in Hungary, Rqmeamia
Czechosl ovakia, were presented to the at
AFrom now on, the flag of Slsatedircthemepdrti ons
as a subheading of the news, attracts great attention due to pointing out tieleat
indirectly Cumhuriyet June 8, 1945).

On the other handJlus also gave place to the comments published in the British press
regarding the latest Soviet demands in its issue dated ui®45. According to the
information received from thBaily Express correspondent, it was reiterated in the news
that the disagreements on the Soviet demands over the $waitsbe discussed at the
Tripartite Conference, whickvould be held in Berlin soon afterward. In the same news,
Reutes' interpretatios regardingthe ultimate aims afhe SovietUnion on the status of

the Straits were also shared with the readers. Stating that territorial claims put forward by
the Soviets raised less concern than the issue of the Straits, it was emphasized in the news
that these demands must be considered tightly sincevfsgust the beginning of the

Soviet policies towards the establishment of a friendly Turkish government whikh

closer to the Soviet principles.

The recent developments in Northern Inaere indicated as another development that
could affect the Straits issue in the news. In fact, it was stated that an Azerbaijan
Liberation Committee was established in Northern Iran, under the Soviet occupation, and
theywishedto unite with Soviet Azerbaijarit was also underlined that such a unification
would result in disconnecting Turkey's border with Ji@md in this way the Soviet Union
would possiblyacquirea bordeiin the Mosul regiorf?

With the latest Soviet actions towamdsrtherniran and the Bnian Foreign Minister E.
Sepahbodi 6s cal | -astwell as the Sodt Unieeagkingsfor the e s
withdrawal of their troops in Iran on May11945, the dispute entered to a new phase.
In the case of the military withdrawdleing afraid of haning her petroleum exploration

activities in Iran and undermining its military and political superiority in the region, the

Ulussn Son Sovyet teklifleri etrafeénda KnplnreBi z baseé
1945
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Soviets increased its propaganda activities on regional issues. On the contrary, it was
started to be emphasized by theesign pres that theU.K. and theU.S. started to work
on determining a common policy regarding this issue just beforigitheartite Conference
to be held in Berlin. Besides, the number of news and articles related to this subject

increased gradually as of August 1945Uins andCumhuriyet

3.2.2. July 1945

Since the last weeks of June, it was observed that there was a significaaséin the
news published in the international media, particularly in the Western newspapers, that
shows support for Turkeyods cause against

In the news that was retrieved from Reuters and publish€iliorhuriyet'sront page on
July 1, 1945, the TurkistRussian negotiatignwhich would be discussed in the
forthcomingTripartite Conferencewas defined as the most delicate subject in Europe
after the Polish issu¥.

On July2, 1945, inthe news titleB o | a z | a r (Tha Strmitsissegd published in
Cumbhuriyet evaluations of the Sunday Times correspondent on the Soviet demands,
emphasizing that Turkey doest even consider the possibility of establishing foreign
military bases inside her territory, were shared with the readers. Besides that, the
interpretations of the French newspaper Aurore onsthligect, emphasizing that the
aforementioned disputevas not anly concerning Turkey or the Soviets but also
concerningthe Big Threeas an issue dahe Middle East, were also shared in the same
news Cumhuriyet July2, 1945).

On July3, 1945, in the news titledTr akya t opr akl ar é {Shaet Sovy
demands in Thrace()0 published in Cumhuriyet the criticisms made by Greek
newspapers towards Soviet territorial claims in both Greece and Turkey were also shared
with the readers. It was stated in the news that both Turkey and Gragcemmon

political and military interestsand therefore they should act in the spirit of a strong

36 Cumhuriyeti Sovyet Tlalylelpdser i o
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alliance against the common enemy. Also, in the same news, it was emphasized that
Greekds have already rejected the demand:
do not even want to believe the rumors related to Soviet territorial claims in Turkey
(Cumhuriyet July 3, 1945).

Besides th@ews mentioned abownd articles published by the Western newspapers, it
was observed thatlus and Cumhuriyetalso gave wide coverage to tfAeipartite

Conference in July 1945.

In the news published ldluson July4, 1945, with the titlé} - | er Konf er anse
et mek iczere Mr . T(Trumam s goyng koajoin -the kripaytite r
Conferenceg ahe evaluations of theeutes regarding the goals of the conference were
included. According tdReutes, this conference had two goals. While it was stated that

the first goal waso prepare the basis for a peace agreemintas also underlined that

the developments in the Far East and the situation that occurred as a result of the defeat
of Germany would be evaluated together as a prerequisite. In connection with this
objective, it was underlined th#te leaders of the Big Thrd&ruman, Churchill and
Stalin)would come together to creaeaeasonablbasis for a new friendship treaty to be
signed betweerthe Soviet Union and Turkey, and in particular to evaluate issues
regarding the status of the Strai@n the other hand, the conference's secdjelctive

was indicated as to resolve some administrative isgegpgcially the issue of Trieste that
emerged after the EuropeWar Ulus, July4, 1945).

While the attitude ofJlus and Cumhuriyettowards the Soviet demands gettstgcter

day byday,the x pl anati on given by the Prime Min
Sara-ojJjlu regarding the foreign policy a
Group Meeting of the Republ 0 &%5 waB sharedl e 6 s
with readersn the frontpages otJlusandCumhuriyeton July 11, 1945.

The vote of confidence given to the government by the Parliamentary Group of the CHP

regarding its foreign policy activities, which was affirmed that fully matches the interests
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of the country, \as considered as an important detail for the government to take a strong

political stance in such a peridd.

Evaluating the statements of the Prime Mi
in his article titlediD épo | i t i kda ma m KCantiruiy in our foreign policy)o
published inJluson July 2, 1945, Mumtaz Faik Fenik underlined the main principle of

the Turkish foreign policy by touching on the consensus regarding foreign policy

activities in the country.

Al é] What i «iple df eur fongign policg?r Letia repeat once again that our

foreign policy is the most humane. Just as people are born equally by law, nations who are

already born in this way live freely and equally. This is the real democracy in our opinion,

and this is the outlook that we want the fute wor | d t o tUug éulyl2é] 06 ( Feni
1945).

After reminding Turkey's foreign policy principle, which has been following since its
foundation, Fenik then sniped at the attempts that were trying to degrade Turkey through
unfounded allegations and ehgsized that without any state domination over herself,

Turkey would live freely and independently.

Al é] Living freely and independently in a wor
and seeing this manner of life spread all over the world, no domation over nations, no

superior person, no thousand years of future for a country! We have [always] defended a

policy that human beings are above all else and always provides an eternal and comfortable

future to the whole human communifjhe NationalOath has inspired by this principle. Our

national borders have been drawn. We will live free and independent in our own homeland

[ .. . ] dJug Jele B, i1945).

Reminding that Turkey cooperated with the Western democracies against the forces that
threaen theprinciples mentioned abowe the Second World War, Fenik emphasized his
support for the foreign policy activities thatere still implemented in line with these

principles and the government's effort on this cause, with strong words.

Al é] We fully believe that the government of
policy, which has been carried out in accordance with our national rights and interests, and

with full accuracy. Because we stand behind him as a nati@hwe have gré@onfidence

in ourselves, our uUdlustiyly?al®45). our power o (Feni k,

S"Uusf Bakbakanodén demecjJupll, k98%Qurahurlyetii KKaarr tkié | Grdiedu n u n
Ver di ] i,JHydl 18450
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Referring to the strong messages voiced at the General Assembly Meeting of the
Parliamentary Group of the CHP dated July 1945, in his article title@Guivenimiz

(Our trust)o published inUlus, Mehmet Nurettin Artam expressed his trust in the
government 6s foreign policy program. St a
government were following a policy program that was fully in line with the national rights

and interets, Artam evaluated this sensitivity in the context of national unity and

solidarity.

Ai[é] I f the national wunity started talk nowadsée
the motherland, it would speak in this voice, and it would shed its feelitigshese words
[ €] 0 UIluE July .12, 1945).

Following these words, stating his inferences about the real intentions of those who intend
to seize the rights and freedoms of the nation and vithaoxat have good intentions
towards one particular nation, Artam also contributed to the frequently voiced

explanationwar of nervesvhile defining the Turkish Soviet dispute.

Al €] Those who do not have good i ndcauset i ons t o
separations and contradictions in it, to disrupt its spiritual existence and erode its nerves made
of st e(eTl .Ukfs&dlydl2, 1945).

Towards the end of his article, pointing out that all the citizens were aware of their duties
and responsilities and would maintain their power despite all attrition efforts, Artam
stated that the environment of peace and prosperity dreamed of by foreign states already

exists in the spiritual body and politics of the Turkish nation.

[ é] Our t i aeslike steelian tha anvilvAmyssuggestion that will target it will
only serve to increase its strength.

We know our rights as well a s Uloswuly 12, ]945p onsi bi | i

Together with Mehmet N u rsieetwordsnon the belefradds st
commi t ment to the national wunity and sol
interview with the foreign pressvhich was held right after Ed&aSaka talks on the

Straitsissue, was also publishedlitus on July 2, 1945.

38 British Foreign Minister Anthony Eden
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In the news that was shared on both newsp
of the question§i Bor der changes or | and conwaessi o
highlighted and used as a subheadihigighlighting that the Straits issue cadisputes

related to the Eastern provinces of Turkey need a separate evaluation in the interview,
Saka then touched on sthaSokeeUnidrs Itipnoteworthyto st vy |
state that, in the evaluations shared without any editorial comytesita preferred to
express his criticisms regarding the Russian policy style indirectly, through some press

commentaries.

[ élj In this regard, I would | ike to say th
continuous, sincereand friendly relations between the two countries is one of the main

directives of Turkish foreign policy. Some press commentators impliecdzgtingthese

relations to the new conditions arising from the Second World War could neglect the
fundamental pinciples recognized and defended by the two countries since their revolutions.

These principles are the recognition of the unconditional rights of the nations to freely decide

on their own destinies and the maintenance of the territorial integrity of thé¢ i ons [ é] 0
(Ulus & Cumbhuriyet July 12, 1945).

Whil e the reactions to the statements of
Saka on Turkish Soviet relations and Turkish foreign policy continued among the Turkish
public, the articlesverewritten by Nadir Nadi, on July3, 14, and B, 1945 came to the

fore due to their content araffinity to the theses put forward by the officials of the
government. In particular, it was observed that the language used by Nadir Nadi in
expressing his criticismand concerns in these artickstirely coincides with the policy

set by the government. In fact, in line with the statements made by the Turkish Foreign
Minister Hasan Saka, Nadi preferred to define the Soviet demands as an allegation instead
of acceptingthem straightforwardly and refrained from harming a possible dialogue

opportunity between the two countries with his words.

In his article titledfiBir milletten toprak istemek(Asking for land from anation)o
published irCumhuriyebn July B, 1945, touching on the statements of Foreign Minister
Saka on the Turkish Soviet relations and Turkish foreign policy, Nadir Nadi expressed
his criticisms and concerns about the issue in which uncertainty prevailed by referring to

the news published in ¢fforeignpress

¥Ulusf Hasan Saka g°r ¢ &ulyag945,Cumhusyeti éla s a 07 Elenk a
M¢ | a k, auty 8201945
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[ é] Have these offers been made? I f so, what
been written on this subject in the world for two or three weeks, we have not yet acquired
extensive informationMany telegrams appeared in foreign newspapers about the fact that

the Soviet Uniorwanted a base in the Straits and disposed of some territorial changes in

Thrace and in our eastern provinteatar e agai nst wus. [ é]

If the Soviet government had officially madome proposals to us, the government of the

Republic [of Turkey] would not delay its task to enlighten its people while sending the

necessary answer to Moscadowever, if the rumours mentioned above wenérely made

up, it would be necessarytoredddat t hese were so far denied by
(Nadi, N.,Cumhuriyet July 13, 1945).

After this unusual reproach, Nadir Nadi stated that as a Turkish citizen who witnessed the
25 years of Turkish Soviet friendship, he would be disappointed idémeands in
guestion wereeal In the following sections of his article, supporting vehemently Foreign
Minister Sakads statements on the territ
negligence allegedly associated with the Soviet Union would teathe country's

image

A é] Turkish generations, who feel the consci
created these boundaries with their blood at the expense of the dissolution of a huge empire.

No matter where it comes from, whoever it is, nobody can pull awayaadyflom us, either

through request, threat, agreement di scussi on. [ é] It wil |l al so
Russia, which we know that they understood this truth before every nation, is going back

towards the time of the old Tsars and has foggothe intrinsic meaning of nationality after

twenty years have Ciumheigepldy 13, 450 ( Nadi , N. ,

Stating that he did not want to believe these claims, even if they have not been denied
until now in the last part of his article, Nadi sththat no state could put another state

under domination unless the ideanationality disappears.

In his article titlediB o0 ] a z éselas(Tha Straitsissugo published inCumhuriyeton
July 14, 1945, which can be seen as a continuation of his pregi@alsations, touching
on the history of the Straits issue and its increasing importance in the international

nations, Nadir Nadi explained how the Turkish thesis grounded on this subject.

Starting his article by reminding that there were no sovereigntygns related to the
Straits due to the condition of the Black Sehich was seen as a Turkish lake up until

the 18" century, Nadir Nadi stated that the issue of the Straits emerged with the
expansionist policies of Tsarist Russia while the Ottoman Emaslosing strength.

Nadi also stated that the Straits issue gained different meanings as a result of the social,

political, and economic changes in Europe since th& &&ntury, and with the
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strengthening of the idea of freedom, the states that s&rtiesas a matter of national
existencehave become one of the parties of this issue.

Stating that the Straits' issue was first addressed in the Lausanne Treaty, which was signed
after the First World War, Nadi reminded that the issue was evaluatsicappropriately

at the Montreaux Conference held in 1936. After reminding that, he questioned the
necessity of reconsidering the Straits issue while there were lots of important issues that

emeaged after the Second World War

Al é&] | t h a snepeargesincedhk Mantsehux @anference conducted. In these nine

years, an unprecedented war has turned Europe upside down and shook the foundations of
everything in the name of order. Is it necessary to review the Straits issue once more under
thesecondii ons and | ink this international water c
Cumbhuriyet July 14, 1945).

Despite all, if there would be changes regarding the status of the Straits, referring to
Turkish Foreign Minister Sedl khat Ghese possibid s |
changes should be made by considering the right of passage, the security of the Black Sea
states, and thgovereignty rights of TurkeyAnd lastly, Nadi underlined the importance

of considering the regime of the Straits as an intemnal matter, with the following

sentences.

Al é] This [the issue of t h e-RuSstam relations hor i s nei t
RussianrBritish or RussiasAmerican relations. The issue is a matter of international trust
and mutual agreement direcflyé ] ¢ ( NGuohhuriyet Mly M4, 1945).

Subsequent to criticisms and concerns that he expressed in the past days, in his article
titted ARuU s dost !l uj una (Whe vatbe that me attachdt@ Ruessian
friendship)0 published inCumhuriyeton July B, 1945, Nadir Nadi touched on the
mutual trust and friendship dimensions of the issue and tried to prove that Turkey could

not be blamed for the dispute of todancerninghistorical events.

Starting his article by explaining the importance that Turkay ¢iven to the Russian
friendship through geopolitical realities and historical events with reference to Hasan
Saka, Nadir Nadi underlined that both countries did not benefit from the expansionist
policies they have carried out against each other inrljistdso touching on the good

relations between the Kemalist Turkey and the Leninist Russia, Nadir Nadi reminded in
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his article that the Neutrality and Friendship Agreement signed between Turkey and
Russia in 1921 laid the foundations of the strong tmdtfaendy relations betweethe

two countries.

However, at the point reached after years, Nadi, who complained that the TRdsisian

relations were deteriorating day by day after the end of the Europe War and the defeat of
Germany, admitted that mangllegations were put forward to understand this
deterioration in bilateral relations, but he did not examine the reasons for this issue in his
article. The statements that he made in the last paragraph, which could be assumed as a
summary of his article,ame to the fore as it reflects the perception that the Turkish

government desires to create in public.

A é] Wh a t I want to show is that-Russianhave no
relations to take on the ambiguous and unpleasant situation of todays hepe that the

dynamic swellings that stand out in the Soviet political body will redzdlance before the

friendship between the two nations become irreparable. Because the strongest guarantee of

the value that we attach to our friendship rights is the respect that our friends show to the

Tur ki sh i nd e(NadinNd,@umileugyet[uéy]1501945).

Al ong with Nadir Nadi 06s CunhuaiyefiadMhshiagion | u at
Star article titlediModern Turkiye (Modern Turkeyo published inUlus on July 4,
1945 was also attractezignificantattention due tthewide acceptance of its suggestions

in the Turkish public.

Touching on the increasing political pressure on Turkey, it was highlighted in the article
that, if Turkeyi a modern countrbows to pressure, it could be drawn into the sphere of

influence of theSoviet Union.

In addition to this, addressing the peaceful and intelligent foreign policy practices of the
Republic of Turkey, which was established in accordance with the Western principles, it
was stated that along with being a member of the Unitedh&gtiTurkey strengthened

its position in the international community.

At the same time, it was stated in the article that despite the aforementioned peaceful and
intelligent foreign policy practices of Turkey, the unacceptable demands of the Soviets

weredescribed as the main reason for failing to reach a new agreement between the two

57



countries. C o n s hwarepositiongit wasualsk stated that theoosgoing
dispute between Turkey aride Soviet Union, which was described as a fudggree
political issue, would be discussed at the upcorimgartite Conferencelus, July 14,
1945).

Subsequent to theeginningof the Potsdam Conference on Ju6y 1945, in which the
issues related to the future of Southeast Europe, the Straits, Irapattdlparticularly

the future situation of Germamywas planned to be discussed, the recent updates
regarding the conference being hidden from the pred<iemted a sceptical approach

that started to be adopteduitus andCumhuriyet

In his article tited iTruman hakemlik mi yapacak3Will Truman be arefereeo
published inCumhuriyeton July B, 1945, expressing his hope that thé. President
Truman would not remain neutral in critical issues, Nadir Nadi underlined that $he
President Truman lda great duty to defend American stance against hegemonic policies
threatening the world peacddddi, N.,Cumhuriyef July 18, 1945).

On the other hand, in his article titléd - | er Top | a n {Thesacréay éfthe Gi z |
Tripartite meetingo published inUlus on July B, 1945, criticizing that about 200
journaliss who went to Berlin to follow the conferendegvingbeennot allowed to enter

the Potsdam, Mimtaz Faik Fenik stated that, despite all there would be no changes in the
subjects thathe conference planned to discuss, considering the current international
dynamics (FenikUlus, July 19, 1945).

During the period of shortage of concrete information and updates regarding the
conference, the claim made ByofessorYavuz Abadan in his articlétled fiUcler ve

Dinya (Big Three and the Worlb published inCumhuriyeton July 5, 1945, became

more important due to the expectations regarding the conference were decreasing day by
day. Sharing the leaked allegations tihatleaders of the Big Threagendedto deal with

daily affairs at the conference but leave the main issuaduinire conference, Abadan

stated that the belief regarding the disputed issues between the three states could not reach
a certain and longeaching agreement would be strengteeéii these allegations proven

to be true (AbadarCumhuriyet July 5, 1945).
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In the meantime, it was observed that the undeniable role of the United States and the

United Kingdom, repeatedly voiced by Turkish statesmuaah journalists, continued to

be covered by thioreignpress

The article of the Birmingham Post publishedJilis andCumhuriyeton July 3, 1945

is an example of such ne#&n the Birmingham Postews,which was based on official
sources, it waemphasized that the Straits issweuld be handled at the Potsdam
Conference, antthe Turkish side would do their best to preserve their sovereignty. It was
also stated in the news that the interests of the ABglmns in the Mediterraneamuld

be the mostrucialdeterminant in resolving the Straits issue.

A é] The Big Three wil!/ encounter tthee i ssue
advantage of the world peace in between the rights of Turkey and the security goals of Russia
as a Blak Sea state in the one hand, and the interests of the-Saglans in the other hand.

The interests of the AnglSaxons maype t he most i mportant deter mi

(Ulus & Cumhuriyet July 3, 1945).

Another development that was strongtyiticized by the Turkish press during the
Potsdam Conference was the activities of the Armenian National Committee, just like at
the San Francisco Conference.

In the news titlediK a r s | Ardahan ve Artvin hakkénda

minasebetsizy a y r e t k @mpértindnt efforts of some impertinent Armenians

about Kars, Ardahanand Artvin)o published on the front page dfuson July 3, 1945,

it was reported that the demands of the Progressive Armenian National Committee
regarding Kars, Ardaan and Artvin were submitted to the leaders of the three major
states by telegraph. It was mentioned in the news that, during the discussion being held
regarding the new friendship agreement desired to be signed between Turkég and
SovietUnion at the conference, the suggestion of touching on the territorial cidéms
brought to the attention of the participants. Furthermore, it was also stated in the same

news that, according to the general conviction in London, due to the inappropriate

OUlusi! -1 er Konfemaseééheai ba z, 8ulyi®yib4s,Gumhuriyetme | o
AiBoj azl a,dulyre3945mi o
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submssion, the aforementioned Armenian requests would not be effective ldtusll (
July 23, 1945).

Evaluating the issue thoroughly in his article titfednerikadaki Ermeni meselesinin i¢

ylzi (Behind the Scenes of the Armenian Issue in Ameig@ublished n Cumhuriyet

on July 3, 1945, Doj an Nadi i ndi cated that th
Potsdam Conference actually belonged to the same community with the ones that
distributed the memorandum during the San Francisco Conference. Stating dicht he
notbel i eve these Armenians were acting on
also underlined that they didot find the expected interest and attention in both
conferences. Furthermore, he also explained the emergence of these demands by

asseaiating them with the strange effects of the Second World War on social life.

Al é] But battles play strange roles in social
then caused these latest developments that we all, kootv ashedesire fomakinga profit,

gaining reputation, growing and taking advantage of the situation, it seems that the desire for

playing a political role in this Armenian community has emerged as well. The application to

the San Francisco Conference is a result of thisthd u | desir eCumiéutiyet ( Nadi ,
July 31, 1945).

After this inference, criticizing the purpose of these Armenians by statingitiah e y
wanted, and still wanting to fish murkyw a t e Madi fastly underlined that in the past,
the subjected issuwas resolved between the Ottoman Empire and Tsarist Russia in

response to the accusations made.

3.2.3. August 1945

Following the conclusion of the Potsdam Conference on Aiyu$45, it was observed
thatUlus andCumhuriyetwhich were focused on the final declaration of the conference
and the parliamentary elections in th&U also covered news about the possible effects

of the management change in th&lJespecially on the current Britidhussian relations.

Touching onthe parliamentary elections in the United Kingdom in his article titled
AP ot s da mafend of the Potsdano published inUlus on August3, 1945, Esat
Tekeli emphasized that unlike other European examples, British socaigsmot

ideological but parliamentary by nature while defining the characteristics of the British
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conservatives and socialists. For this reason, he emphasized that it would be wrong to
read the election results as the superiority of socialism over the neishahd he
reiterated that conservative and socialist understanding . khevas far different from

other examples in the world.

Stating that the issue that concerns the both international and the Turkish press was the
foreign policy agenda of the Labr Party, Tekeli underlined the fact that this issue has
been a crucial question during the Potsdam Conference. Pointing out that both political
parties in theJ.K. had very stormy discussions about foreign policy issues during the
pre-election period, Tikeli articulated the feelings of the Turkish side by stressing that
Churchill's understanding of cooperation with tHeS. to establish world peace and
security should not be lostékeli, Ulus, August3, 1945).

On the other handCumhuriyet which was tring to understand the foreign policy
approach of the new British government and its attitude against the ongoing disputes,
focused on the news related to the subject published id.theress. In the news titled

AY e n i Kiokignetive Tdrk Rusn¢ n a s @NbvaBritsshgovernment and Turkish
Russianrelationshipo published inCumhuriyeton August4, 1945, it was emphasized

that the British Foreign Minister Bevin left the concerns of Americans unfounded with
the effective statement he gave atmatsdam Conference, referring to the article in the
American magazine the Cavalcade.

n[é] At the Berlin [Potsdam] Conference, the
declaration has resolved the concerns of Americans who are afraid thatishgdernment

in Britain will divide the Big Three into two groups as socialists and capitalists. Bevin has

made it clear that he will adtonestlyand will not confront his allies in the field of

international politics by getting studomei d e ol ogi ¢ al Cantharivegpugust [ é] 0 (
4, 1945).

On the other hand, it was emphasized in the same news that the new Prime Minister of
the British governmentClement Attlee asked the Soviet leaders to review their demands
against Turkey and Greedaring the conference, and it was also shared with the readers
that according to the general conviction in Washingtbe SovietUnionwould comply

with the call and adjust their demands against Turkey.
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One day after the conference ended, it was observed that the final declaration shared with
the international community on Augu&t1945, was criticized by the editorial writers of

Ulus andCumbhuriyet

In this regard, complaining about the discrepancy between the predictions and the reality
of the conference agenda, in his article tified- | e r K aenfe@(Thadectagtion

of the Tripartite Conferencgo published inJluson Augus#, 1945, Mimtaz Faik Fenik
indicated that as it was understood from the declaration, the conference seems only
focused on the issues related to the administration, political and economic situation and
compensation terms of Germany. In addition to this, tpanout that there might be
discussions on the other issues apart from those related to the future of Germany have
been made to some extent, Fenik emphasized that if so, these issues might have been
addressed indirectly while discussing the issues retatéide actual results of the war
(Fenik,Ulus, August4, 1945).

In addition to the statements of MUimtaz Faik Fenik, Nadir Nadi, who expressed his
reproaches about the final declaration of the Potsdam Conference in his article titled
fiNihayet (Finally) @ublished in Cumhuriyeton August4, 1945, also criticized the

appointment of the controversial issues to different commissions, to be discussed in the

future.

[ é] I n s hor ttohave t positsve opinidn abpud thessucbekseof the conference

by looking at these summaries. Even if we do not take into account some disturbances such

as the British elections, Stalin's illness, the Allied chefs gathered at least twelve, thirteen

times, ngotiating and discussing for hours each time, and eventually left all of theitigubl

issues related to the European and world peace to the Council of Foreign Ministers that is

claimed to start working on SeptemteiThey could not go beyond making sommportant

deci sions regarding the administration of occ
August4, 1945).

While the reactions in the Turkish press have been continuing towards the final
declaration of the Potsdam Conference due to the absencg camds related to the
Straits, thaeportof the Reutes on the Turkish Russian relations publishedJlos and

Cumhuriyeton Augustb, 1945. As it was stated in the related news, according to the
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general belief in London, TurkisRussian negotiations came to a deadlock, and it was

underlined that no official proposahdbeen made since the Sarpéfolotov meetings?

On the other hand, as stated in the same news that the TRigshan negotiatiswere

stopped for two reasonéccording to Reuters, the first reason for the interruption was
Turkey's undeterred attitude against the Soviet territorial cla#oseover,the second
reason stated as Tur key 0wassuggdtadslisclissinrgthe t h e
issues related to the status of the Straits in a private meg&tiagmentioning the reasons

for the deadlock of the TurkisRussian negotiations, it was stated in the news that the

solution could only be possible through if the maj@ates came to terms about the Straits

issue.
[ é] According to the opinion of the politica
TurkishrSoviet relations also depends to some extent on the major states' agreement on the
Straits issue. [ é]

[ €] faAasno signs are showing th@iurkey and the Soviet Union are keen to sacrifice
from their point of view on this issue, no predictions can be made about new negotiations for
n o wldlus & Cumhuriyef Augusts, 1945).

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which publishedan article of the Observer magazine just a day
after the Reutsd news, continued to cover t he m

Western press regarding the results of the Potsdam Conference.

In the article published in both newspapers on Augus945,since the TurkistRussian

dispute did not arise from the war, it was stated that the issues related to the dispute were
not discussed at the Potsdam Conference and most probably would not even be discussed
at the Council of Foreign Ministers planned tdhetd in Septembé®. Reiterated that the
Turkish-Russian negotiations were stopped due to the reasons also memiched
Reuterdarticlea day before, it was underlined that neither refusal nor confirmation was
received from the London sources regarding the subject. The most assertive interpretation
in the news can be highlighted as, although the TwRisésian dispute would not be

discused in the foreseeable future, a problem that would arise from this particular dispute

“UlusiReuterdoe g°re; ! -ler KBnféemgnasdlmediwMsoara T
Cumhuriyetf T ¢ r ki y e Augusts, 1%%H
“2UlusiHal | edMeé me ly,&lgaests,d945;Cumhuriyeti Ber | i n Konferanséodnd
Hal | edi | e mAugusts, 19X | er o
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would sooner or later turn into a major problem that involves all sttdsat that point,
the solution could only be possible through the United Nations SecuritycCoun

Al é] Certainly, t her e hRassianbake for waeks. Relatmrgsr e s s i n
between the Soviet Union and Turkase not related directly to the European war. In this

respect, they are not included in the field of investigation or judgofehe Allies and the

foreign ministers of the five major states that will soon meet to line up the peace conference

plans. If a crisis emergat the end of the TurkishRussian negotiations, it will be obvious

that all the major states will get involyebut in such a case, the place where the mattier

only be resolved is the UnUlusé&GCumigayetAugusts Secur it
6, 1945).

At the time when the concerns and reproaches about the unresolved issues of the Potsdam
Conference, especially the Straits issue being voicedlus and Cumhuriyet the

attention of the Turkish and world public opinion immediately turned into the lasépha

of the war and the postar developments as the Soviet Union declared war on Japan on
August8, 1945.

Upon Japands decl aration that they woul d
and Switzerland on Augustl11945, referring to the informatiorbtained from New

York sourcesCumhuriyetshared this development in the front page with the title of
AKk i nci d¢ ny a (Theasecdndworld wanisove@daddistated the allegation

that Japan asserted protection of the sovereignty rights of Emperor Hirohito as a condition
of surrenderQumhuriyet August 1, 1945).

On the other hand@Cumhuriyetshared the statement of the President ofti&Harry S.
Truman, which he gave to the American radio on the issues discussed in the Potsdam
Conference. In the news titledT r u ma n 6 € nTruman's &peecho, it was
emphasized that Truman pointed out the selfish use of waterways in Europe as one of the
causes of thevars that lasted for the last two centuries, and offered free and unobstructed

navigation for European waterways, including the Dardanelles and Istanbul Straits.

In his statement that he gave to the American radio, it was stated that in the news that
Truman emphasized the necessity to prepare specific statuses for each of these
waterways, and he suggested the representatives of$he¢He UK., the SovietUnion,

and France, as well as representatives of the related countries, take place during the

prepaation of these statuseSymhuriyet August 1, 1945).
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On the other hand, Chief Editor blusFal i h Réef ké At ay, who h
follow the Turkish delegation closely at the San Francisco Conference, made some points
regarding the capability and capacity of the new international organization which was
founded athe San Francisco Confaree and drew attention to the actions that could
threaten sustainable peace in his article tifisti | | et | er ar as & (Newe n i t
international organization)o published inUlus on August 2, 1945.

Starting his article by describing the politicatsass of the Turkish delegation at the San
Francisco Conference &sr eal i st cooperation that took
and oppo,rAtay thentrdisedst@o important questions that the international

community was also looking for the answer.

A é] I s the new organization more adamnced and
this organization protect small nations from being attacked?] 6 (Ulas August 2,
1945).

Starting his evaluations by addressing the capacities and compstafdhe former
League of Nations, Atay stated that, unlike the recently founded one, the former did not
have an army, a nayyr an air fleet that could prevent attacks on Europe, Asia, and

Africa, and as a consequence, it could not prevent the Secorid War.

However, even with these competencies in mind, he underlined that the new organization,
which has given more confidence than the former one, could not prevent a new war if any
of the major states act like Japan, Germamyitaly as they did at thbeginning of the
Second World War. After this sceptical warning, Atay emphasized the important
responsibilities of the great powers, as well as small powers, to establish a continuous and
reliable environment of peace and prosperity.

Al é] | n he nelvenganifation to tmaintain a continuous and reliable peace order,

great powers, as well as small powers, should give up all kinds of hegemony, influence and
intervention ambitions and should not make any difference between the rights of others and

ther rights. The great powers should be united not only in keeping the order of peace intact

but in keeping this order with the Uusg|I|I of ev
August P, 1945).

Indicating his warnings and suggestions by targeting the great states striving to create a
zone of influence and expand their borders illegally after the war, Atay stated that it was

too early to say that the goal of establishing a reliable peace ordeedrasealized. In
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the following sections of his article, he reiterated that the period in which the rights and
freedoms of states were partially or wholly endangered, regardless of whether they were
small or great, should be endé&dirthermorehe also nted that the danger was not only

upon the small states but also upon the great powers.

i[] €] The <case wa sthewasa igehident. Iftherais antrath, ihissetrsiet
democraciesand the candid masses of people who continue these dmriesciare
determined to prevent new war s. [ é]

[ €] The era of inventing excuseobala@apaitofabusi ng
their rights and liberties should be ended. The danger is not just for the small powers; if the

war and assauthethodsdo not disappear, even the great powers will not be able to escape
from di s {Atay Glds, Augusé R, 945).

Emphasizing that the consensus reached in San Francisco was the best possible result to
be achieved under the conditions of tlag,dn the last section of his article, Atay stated
that all these efforts would not be different from an incomplete dream if states failed to

remain loyal to the ideal of peace in which millions of people lost their lives for.

As can be understood fromgth st at ements of Fali h Réfkeée A
been striving to extend their borders regardless of the rights and freedoms of the smaller
states, pose the biggest threat to the international peace order. On the othéo hand,
successfully cay out the process strong feeling of trust in real democracies and their
supportive masses also came to the fore in Atay's words.

I n addition to the warnings and suggest.
ideal of continuous and reliable international peace, in his article fikedvetli ile
K a z a ({ThelSteong and the Profitabl® published irCumhuriyebn August 5, 1945,
Nadir Nadi made evaluations regarding the process specific id.i@ndthe Soviet

Union.

Pointing out the).S.as the strongest state ahd SovietUnion as the most profitable of

the postwar period, Nadi emphasized that being governed by different regimes did not
create a problem between two countries in terms of cooperation during the Second World
War.
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Concerninghis historical reality, Nadi statedahthe environment of cooperation could
be preserved in the pesiar period as long dee most profitable ongid not take actions
to become stronger anlde strongest on® maximize its profits, which would threaten

international peace (Nadi, NJumhuiyet, August B, 1945).

After touching on the need for true democracies to establish a continuous and reliable
international peace in his article dated August1 1 9 4 5 , Fali h Refkeé /
the role of theU.S. in the international community &it the Second World War by
comparing it with their role in the aftermath of the First World War, in his article titled

fiAmerika icin yeni devifNewera for America)o published inUluson August 6, 1945.

Summarizing his comparisons in three important points, Atay first touchétedd.S.
impacttowards the direction of war and underlined thatUk. played a more vital role

in the European and Far East victories compared to the First World War. Sed¢undly
made comparisons about military capacity and stated that when compared to the aftermath
of the First World War, thé&).S. had military superiority at sea, on land, and in the air
after the Second World War. And finally, Atay concluded his comparispiiguzhing

on the responsibilities of thg.S. and stated that to maintain peace and security of the
postwar period, the need for the presence of th8. became vital like never before
(Atay, Ulus, August B, 1945).

On the other hand, It was alebserved that the news about the Iran issue, which stands
out as another main topic of August, started to increase as of AWgjuf4b, with the
intensification of the events in the region. Touching on the civil rebellion in Azerbaijan
and Tehran, in theews titlediKr an6da hal k Rusl ara ve sol
(People in Iran are rising against Russians and leftigigublished inCumhuriyeton

August B, 1945, it was stated that people who took the city garrison under control, did
not intend to ®p back unless the current government resigned and a new one was
established@Gumhuriyet August B, 1945). An update on the issue that the rebellion has

not been suppressed yet was also shared with the readers a weelCaftehuriyetwvith

the tittefik an 6 daki i syan har ek@heirebefianvinyl@arn is i K g a

against the Soviet occupatio)d (Cumhuriyet August 5, 1945)
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It was observed th&@umhuriyet which frequently covers the news related to the crisis
originating from the Soviet Union in the neighbouring state Iran, started to adopt
relatively bold editorial language against the Soviet threat, which could also be

understood from the striking headlines that were chosen.

3.2.4. September 1945

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which have not beesilent against the problems in the Balkan
states as well as the events in Iran, also covered the evaluations related to the issues that
were expected to be resolved in the Council of Foreign Ministers, which would be

convened in London in the miSeptembe

Emphasizing that the main discussion topics of the Council of Foreign Ministers would

be the issues related to the Balkans and Central Europe, in his articiéXitted u pa b ar é€
ve Balkanlar (European Peace and the Balkajspublished inUlus on Septenberl,

1945, Mumtaz Faik Fenik stated that the establishment of the ultimate peace environment

in Europe would be only possible through the resolution of these two issues.

Stating in his article that the Balkan states came to the brink of destruction by
encountering with the power struggles of some interest groups instead of dealing with
important economic, politicaadnd social issues that emerged at the end of the war, Fenik
underlined the importance of the American and British initiatives that were aiming to
establish peace and prosperity in countries like Bulgaria, RonerdaGreece. On the

other hand, mentionintpat the foreign policy approach thie SovietUnion, which was
formulated upon the desire for expanding their zone of influence over the Balikahed
theU.S.and theJ K. to take extra measures, Fenik pointed out that in line with the mutual
interess of the three states the solution for these issues would be sought at the upcoming
Council of Foreign MinistersHenik Ulus, Septembet, 1945).

When the Council of Foreign Ministers was approaching, another important subject

pointed out by the editorial writers blilus andCumhuriyetwere the expectations of the
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Western democracies from the Turkish governmehich was determined to continue
to rve the Allied cause in the pesar period.

Touching on the problems that arose from regime conflicts and regional disputes
accelerated right after the Second World War, in his article tifilddner i k al é |
Turklerden ne bekliyorAWhat do the Americansx@ect from the Turks0 published
inUluson Septemberll, 1945, Ahmet k¢kr¢g Esmer expr e
situationresulted fromthe uncertainty that followed the great wars, and that peace and

stability would be established over time.

Emphasizing that people could overcome these difficulties only by preserving their unity
and solidarity at the time of uncertainty just as at wartimes, Esmer underlined that the
Western allies wished Turkey to act with the same dignity and wisdom against a
possible troubles that would emerge after the war, referring to his past experiences at the
San Francisco Conference and following meetings. Summarizing feedbacks that he
received during these meetings by an answer thagalve to a question about the
expectations of th&).S.from Turkey, Esmer also stated tlaaTurkey that preserves its

stability was desired by all Western allies and especially by the USA.

Al é&] What ar e usrow?cawan$werithis guedtion avithout hesitafidre

only thought of our friends who love us is Turkey's stability. The world war gave birth to

political anarchy in the countries around us. Turkey is a fortress of stability and tranquillity

in the middle of thi #usSeptembefrl, 1 ®45mar chy [ €] 0 ( Esn

Continuing his words by stating that having been seen as a center of stability and
tranquillity by the Americans was a great privilege for Turkey, although there were some
discrepancies between the American democracy and the Turkish democracy, Emse
stated the American faith in the Turkish democracy by quoting from the meeting that he

had with the former U.S. Undersecretary of State Mr. Grew:

A é] The Former U.S Undersecretary of the St a
said in a speech welm we visited America a few years ago:

fil saw that Turkish democracy has grown from a small sapling to a bigtree.
This expresses the sincere belief of millions of Americans in both politics and business.
Furthermoreall Americans expect this tree, which is fed by the honourable efforts of an

honourable nation, to grow and strekblgssf hen, acc
September 1, 1945).
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A few days before the conference starts, in his article fited nf er ans (Bhe &l ér |
Conf er enc e )dpablisheo mUius andgeéptember2, 1945, pointing out that

the conference having been seen as a mi/|l
Atay underlined the responsibilities of the foreign ntigris who would be attending to

the conference with the following sentences:

Al é] Foreign ministers of the major states ar ¢
London Conference: The hopes of all nations are also gathered around it.

Are we headig towards the establishment of a world of freedom and rights? Yes or no, this
is one of the answers expect eldlusfSeptembet2h ose who
1945).

Undoubtedly, as can be under st oodssueofom t
the Straits was one of the main issues that the Turkish side hoped it would be discussed
at the conference. In this regard, th&. President Truman's statement dated September

12, 1945, shared with readerslitus on September3l 1945, raised>@ectations that the

issue in question would be discussed at the Council of Foreign Ministers in London.
According to information received from Washington sources, President Toumant a n c e
on the Straits issue has not changed since the Potsdam Confanehice did not contact

Turkey directly. On the other hand, it was emphasized that the issue in question would be

discussed at the Council of the Foreign Ministers to be held in Ldfdon.

In addition to the statements of teS. President Truman regardiniget Straits issue, on
September 4, 1945, Cumhuriyetshared areport from the Canadian radio dated
September 3, 1945, which emphasized both K. and theU.S.would pursue a joint

action plan on the Straits issue and also relevant issues. Haeitgpned that the Soviet
Union frequently referred to the issue of the Suez Canal when discussing the Straits issue,
in the related news, it was also stated that along with the Straits issue, the major
waterways such as the Tuna, Danube, Rhin, Kiel, arex Svould be included in the

conference agendé.

BUlusiTrumandoén Bo] azSemember3 1945 demeci 0O
4“4 Cumhuriyetfi Bo ] a z | ar, Sepeemberl 1% 0450
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Following the statements of th®.S. President Truman, the possibility of major
waterways being subject to international negotiations that expressedfbyetlya press

frequently was welcomed by the editorial writerdJdds.

Expressing his satisfaction about the issue in his article fitderikan mucizesi(The
American miracle)o published inUlus on September 4], 1945, Ah met K ¢
emphasized the vitainportance of thdJ.S. in international issues by referring to the
Fali h Réf ke At ayUlusonAugusti6clP4s(seepdB) | shed i n

Reiterating that th&).S. came out of the Second World War as the most powerful state
in his article, Esmer alsdescribed the transformation process of th8. as a great
miracle by reminding that she was busy with her land until 1914 and even had to borrow
from the United Kingdom to build railroads, established great army and armed her allies

by mobilizing all he resources in a short time.

Underlining that theU.S. would undertake a great responsibility festablishing
international peace and prosperity in the poat period at every opportunity, Esmer also
emphasized in this article that not consideringute. as the most important state when

evaluating international dynamics wouldt match the reality.

Al €] Understanding the scope and meaning of t|
are determined to undertake their duties and responsibilities. Th&gaificantevent not

only for themselves but also for the world. Henceforth, politics, wvliioes not regard

America as the most i mportant state in intern
(Esmer,Ulus, September4, 1945).

On the other hand, continuing to cover developments regarding the Iranian issue, which
became one of the top gabts of theforeign pressas of August 1945Ulus and
Cumbhuriyetstarted to publish evaluations made by tbeeign pressregarding the

possible impacts of the Iranian turmoil on Turkey.

On September8 1945, in the news retrieved from the Manchester Guardian published
in Ulus with the titteAiKuz ey Kran®&aa&ar baycan paftbhi si
Azerbaijani political party was being established in Northern Irano it was stated that

an Azerbaijani political partwasplanned to be established in Northern Iran and so that

the possibility of separation in Iravaslaid aside. Describing these developments as more
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acceptable than a possible separation, the Manchestedian emphasized that, in the
case of an AzerbaijatBoviet Union unification, areas behind the eastern borders of
Turkey would be controlled by the Russiamnghich eventually results in a full

disappearance of the border between Iran and TultKeng, (September &, 1945).

Since there was no positive news coming from the Council of the Foreign Ministers, Falih
Refké Atay touched on the reasons, sol ut
between the victors of the war and also underlined the main reason for the kiesdloc

the inadequacy of the nation's willpower, in his article tifi€egrcekba r laimilabilecek

mi? (Will true peacebe established 0 published inUlus on SeptemberL 1945.

Criticizing the dictatorships and foreign interventionism that he described as the regime
types that constitute the biggest obstacle to an international organization in his article,
Atay touched on the ongoing dispute between the ABgloons andhe Sovid Union

over the Balkan countries, particularly on their governments and regime types. Stating
that no compromise would be lofiged unless the main problem solved in an
environment where both groups accuse each other with interventionism, which ignores
the will of the people, Atay summarized the possible consequences of the protracted
political deadlock for the future of the world in the light of the news about the Council of

Five which were far from optimism.

Al €] Unl ess this f daldexandliations Will be eermperary andfree s ol v e
from credibility. News from the London Conference of Ministers so far is not favourable in

this respect. As today's occupations, today's interventions, today's biases continue, there will
benopeaceanded ort i n any cor nerUug$eptentber 1945).1 d [ é] O

Foll owing Falih Réfké Atayos s,iwhichevere nt s
relatively far from opti mism, Abidin Da
demands in his article titlslE r me n i i stekl er di ye (@het aya
unfounded claims put forward as Armenian demang8 published inCumhuriyé on
September 2, 1945, criticized the news published by the Russian agency Tass on

Armenian demands.

Tassbds attempt to |l egitimize Armenian de

remained neutral during the Second World War and even served the interests of Nazis,
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just like they did upon the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and

Fi endship in March 1945, was the focal po
the Armenian demands in his article as the annexation of Kars and Ardahan to Soviet
Armenia and the transfer of all the Armenians in the world, especially the onesgeaive b

living under the yoke of Turkey, to smlled Great Armenia, Daver then pointie
SovietUnionas a target for the first time while explaining the purpose of these demands.

Al €] Some Ar menians, who spent andprevogatiohi ves wi t
on behalf of great powers, have been in operation again for a while. History witnesses this.

[ €]

[ é] They are starting to do the same provocat
provoke and encourage these politicians to realigie imperial ambitions. Now, these men

want to disturb the peace and comfort of Armenians all over the world by leaning their backs

on Sovi et RusGumlariygt&egptémbérl acs.r

Continued his article by stating that early publishing ofsTéss ar t i cl e, esp
the American agencies, includes some clues about from where the Armenian demands
came from, Daver, for the first tim@rgetedhe SovietUnion asan instigator With this
approach, it was observed that Daver steered away from the argument that was stating
Armeni ans in question did not represent

published inUluson July 3, 1945.

Referring again to thé&rmenian$ frivolous demands in the last section of his article,
Daver indicated that not a single Armenian citizen who lives in Turkey would even
consider going to Soviet Armenia and also underlined that a peaceful settlement would

not be founded through theselepropagndas.

On the other hand, while the environment in the Council of the Foreign Minstdrs
been worsening day by day, in its news titfébnferanstahavagergin (The mood is

tense at the Conferenge, published on SeptembeB,21945,Ulus shared an update
retrievedfrom the British sources that due to disputes emerged during the talks on the
Bulgarian and Iranian issues, the Conference got stiicis,(September2 1945).

On the same dayluswas also shared evaluations of Beutes about the statements of
British representative Marshal Maitland Wilson that he made to the American newspaper

Baltimore Sun. In the news published on the front pagélos$, Mar s hal Wi |
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statements regarding the Soviet expansionism and American geeiseEuropewere
highlighted*®

On September4 1945 Ulus also shared the rumours whislerewidely appeared in the
American newspapers, regarding the increase in dissidence béhw8enietUnionand

the other three major states, inthe news tiikkd n f er ans (ThelContejerece | a K t
come to a deadlogk in which the latest developments and updates regarding the

conference were shared with the readbitag, September4£ 1945).

Combining the pessimistic picture in the news received from forpiges and the
ongoing environment of uncertainty in hi:
ministers of five major states were becoming distant from the ideal of establishing a peace
order that gives confidence to the nations by looking atdliese of the conference, in

his article titteiNe h ar p, (Neitherwwas noé pedce)o published inUlus on
September £ 1945.

Expressing that the Soviet demands, in particular, drove other states to despair, Atay
underlined that the demandgncerning the rights and territories of other nations should

be withdrawn as soon as possjbded the ground for peace should be established.
Reminding that no nation can establish dominance over the rights and lands of the others
without the force of ams, Atay stated that political, econorend social improvements
would be nothing more than a dream in this environment, which he ¢a#étler war

nor peace"by taking into account the prediction that nobody would want to take

responsibility for a new war (Ataylus, September4£ 1945).

On the other hand, Abidin Daver, who clearly stated in his prewadicte (see p.73-74)
dated September221945 that he instigator of the Armenian demands wasSoviet
Union, touched on the seriousness of the Soviet threat waidbeen felt more and more,

by evaluating the demands they put forward towards various parts of the world until that

SUlusiMarekal Wil sdhmkken$aySdaamlseed; 6945
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day in his article tittediSovy et Rusyao6nén (Dominatmmagnbitomsi k et
of the Soviet Uniofo published on Septembeb,21945.

Starting his article by stating that the current Russian denteutidready surpassed the
ambitions of TsarisRussia, Daver then summarized the Soviet demands towards the
Mediterranean, the Baltic, the Arctiand the Far East, respectively, and then voiced the
American and British criticisms regarding these demands. In the last section of his article,
Daver, whacarried the concerns about dominance ambitdtise SovietUnion one step
further, stated that a new world war would be inevitable if the dispute could not be

resolved peacefully.

[ é] The worl dwide strategy of tewerldSvlvi et uni
face opposition from all world states, especially Britain and America. If this struggle cannot

be overcome through peace and agreement today, the third world war cannot be prevented.

The Allies did not sacrifice so many lives and propertsefdace communist and imperialist

Soviet Russia with Germany and Japan. How will this political and economic, strategic, and

ideol ogical war KemhgrigehSeptembee®i1945). ( Daver ,

One of the remarkable statements in Daver's words is undoubtedly the emphasis of both
communist and imperialist Soviet Russitiese statements, whicbuldbe regarded as
one of the most important indicators of the changing attitude towards the Sosat thr

have been frequentbiredin Cumhuriyetas of the second half of September.

In addition to Daver's statements, in his article titfdda y dkorfegans (Useful
conferencgo published inCumhuriyebn September® 1945, Nadir Nadi compared the
SovietUnion with Hitler and Mussolini while criticizing the Soviet demands. In the same
article, Nadir Nadi emphasized his hope and belief that if the disputes could not be
resolved peacefully, Angi8axons would take a clear stance against Soviet hegemony as

they did against German hegemony six years ago.

Al é] There is no doubt that the Soviet demand
Mussolini. After so much sacrifice, it is inconceivable that Argaxons, who did not

tolerate the danger of German hegemony in Europe six years ago, would allowetn Sov
hegemony on the face of CimhwiyeSapteiber2t1i®d8)ay [ é] 0 (

Upon the accusations made by the Western media towa@oviet Union, claiming
that the reason for the deadlock was the Soviet dem@ndshuriyettarted to targeghe

SovietUnionwith more daring expressions in its evaluations regarding the conference. It
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was observed that, by doing £&umhuriyetoegan to separate frodius in terms of the
language they adopted towards the Soviet demands.

3.2.5.0ctober 1945

Within the framework of the latest developments, it was observedUhet and
Cumhuriyetcontinued to cover the Straits issue, the Soviet threat, and the TFurkish
American friendship in October 1945, in line with their editorial approacinethis
regard, the most striking point about October 1945 is the increase in the number of news
andarticles published simultaneously in both newspapers, wherk generally related

to the subjects that formed the main dynamics of Turkish foreign pdlitye dime. The

article of the Economist magazine titlg@tirk harekett a (Tarkish policy stylgo and

the comments of the Observer regarding the Straits,iggieh were shared with the

readers in botk/lusandCumbhuriyebn Octobed, 1945, could bgiven as an exampfé.

With this article, the Economist magazine, whathnds outvith the support that they

had given to the Turkish cause since the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of
Neutrality and Friendship, described the Turkish policy style against the Soviet demands
related to the Straits and the Eastern provinces of Turkey and then underlinedisie Tur
military power which consists of approximately one and a half million people at the time.
One of the most striking statementsifin t1l

her policy style would be ignored.

Al é] Tur ks wi | lenifnthey carsresistrfog a fbwe days, tikey will fight if
necessary. Turkish policy style should be understood by the Foreign Ministers gathered in
Lancast eUlus Bl Gumbuziyet Oftoberl, 1945).

On the other hand, in the article retrieved from thsédver, broadcasts of the Moscow
radio regarding the Armenian demands were strongly criticized. Again, in the same

article, while criticizing the Russian policy of silence towards the issue, it was

%UlusiEconomi st diyor ki : T¢r kDaoberlgleds,Eumhuriyete d° v e Ke
AT¢gr ki ye kend,iOotaberlgl®945e ni yor 0
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emphasized that this attitude might re$rdtn psychologcal warfare conducted against

Turkey.

In addition to the Economist and the Obsearticles the article tittediBo ] a z boar d a
durum (Recent updates othe Strait9o written byProfessorYavuz Abadan, also found

a place inCumhuriyeton Octoberl, 1945.While the criticisms having been made by
many local and foreign intellectuals towards the Council of the Foreign Ministers' failure
that supposed to discuss the Straits issue and theantioeal disputed issues, Abadan
brought a different interptation to the subjectUnderlining that no resolution
suggestions for the Straits issue would be accepted as long as they complied with the
sovereignty, securifyand territorial integrity principles of Turkey, Abadan emphasized
that no one would stand see the Straits which regarded aslifedlood of the Turkish

national existengeas a matter of bargain in a meeting without the Turkish presence.

A é] We cannot stand to see the Straits which
matter of bagain in a conference where the Turkish representatives doantitipateand

variety of disputed world issues being negotiated. Because our determination and decision to

protect our indispensable rights and interests on the Straits with envy, tottangesthan

ever [ é] CunfhiigeaQtcimbrerl, 1945).

The London Conference, which was closed under the shadows of the increasing
dissatisfaction in the international community, on Octdher945, got severe reactions
from Turkey, not only due ta failure of providing any solutions to the ongoing disputes
but also be witnessed to problems during the preparation of the final declaration.

Referring to this issue in his article titliéd@idi ve dgic Durum (Serious anddifficult

situation) @ublished inUluson Octobedd, 19 45, Fali h Reéefkeée At a
international situation &serious and difficuli by stating that no agreement was reached
even on the final declaration of the conference.

Making important determinations abothe current situation in his article, Atay
underlined that while international security was on hold, the international economic
relations continued in an atmosphere of uncertainty that resembles the conditions of war
and blockade. Also pointing that theegsimistic situation that the worldad been

encountering at the time could be compared with the atmosphere of depression that
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emerged after the First World War, Atay emphasized that under these circumstances
Turkey would have suffered a lot to fulfil her commitments regarding economic priorities
(Atay, Ulus, October4, 1945).

Under these international conditions, as described by Atay, fighting back against the
challenges might occur in the economy prograrmecto the fore as one of the priorities
of the Turkish government.

In the news titlediAme r i kal €1 ar € n b (Theéando baprosided layr € Kk
Americang0 that published irCumhuriyeton October6, 1945, it was stated that the
negotiations betweethe U.S. and the Turkish delegations regarding the terms and
conditions of the loan to be provideddreached the final phase. It was also stated in the
same news that the Britigtiso signed an agreementpurchasind5,000 tons of grapes

and figs fromK z mCumhu(iyet October6, 1945).

Another striking news irCumhuriyes October6, 1945 dated issue, was the rumours
about the Straits issue published by the New York Times on O&pb@45. In the news,
titlediBoj az |l ar : Rusy aAkkdoenntirzool d¢enkei ailsétrg3ked er i n
Straits: If Russia takes control, she will withdraw her demands over the
Mediterraneano, the journalist Edwin James's comments on the disagreements between
theSovietUnion, the UK., and thdJ.S.in a meeting organized by the New York Times,
were included. I n the news that Jamesao
according to the impressions elicited at the London Conferéme&pvietUnion could

make some concessions such as givinghep wishes in the Mediterranean after

guaranteeing her control over the Stra@isifhhuriyet October6, 1945).

Instead of these rumours, which were not highlighted by the editorial writedssand
Cumhuriyetin the following days, it was observed thae news titlediZor | uk | ar €
°nl emek I -1n Ameri kan t e KAmeritan prdpesal dar Bar
preventing difficulties: General Peace Confererjoepublished inUlus on October?7,

1945, attracted great attention and became one of the most dis@ssesl of both

national and international agenda. In the related news, it was emphasized th&.the

proposed &eneral Peace Conferende which all the allied states of the war would
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participate to resolve the ongoing disputes urgently, and the Rugsponse to this
proposal was impatiently awaitedl(s, October7, 1945).

Contrary to his pessimistic attitude towards the London Conference, Nadir Nadi, who
displayed a more positive approach in his article tifldce r kK ey (Bverytrige c e k
will get bette)o published inCumhuriyeton October7, 1945, expressed his confidence
regarding the solution of the disputed issues, by claiming that the disputes derived from
the method not from the content. In his article, Nadi, who describdmtiggthg dowrof

the disputed issues at the London Conference as a development for the benefit of the
nations, underlined that instead of exchanging fancy and implicit words, being clear and
open in intentions could be regarded as an important improvement. Furthermore,
emphasizing that the Angi®axons made a great effort to establish peace in Europe in
the last part of his article, Nadi also summarized the main idea of the-8agtns'

approach to peace that prioritizes nations rather than governments.

[ é] B y frdmehe mosinagthorized people, the world now knows that ABglkons

attach vital importance to the establishment of peace in Europe. They do not intend to dictate

the conditions of peace, but they want the peace to be among nations, not between
governnents [é] 06 (Nadi, N,1945) Cu mhuri yet, October

Contrary to the statements of Nadir Nadi
speech ot).S.Secretary of State J. Byrnes by using more cautious expressions than Nadi
Nadi in his article titlediMr. By r n e s 6 €The speach &f Wir. Byrngs published

in Uluson Octobe®, 1945. In his article, unlike Nadir Nadi's statements, Atay noted that

the failure of the representatives of the five major states to reach an agreement at the
London Conference mht be related to deeper problems beyond disputes in methods.
Atay also evaluated J. ByrnesoOo statement ¢
international organization and the accusations made against these American principles by

the farleft newspapers, especially the Russian newspaper Pravda.

Atay dated that according to the fdeft newspapers, and especially the Russian
newspaper Pravda, the main dispute was derived from the conflict between the
reactionary movemermtaused by the American principles, and plopular democracies

established in the Central European and Balkan counfigghermore, héastly made
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an inference from the speech of Jris and stated that the situation at the time in the

international eena was not underwhelming at all (At&jlus, October9, 1945).

While the repercussions of theS.Secr et ary of State J. Byrr
Turkish press, the artinfbeyetfl eS¢ hai rdakje
Denizleri(The Soviet Union and th&Vorld Sea90 publishedn Cumhuriyeton October

8, 1945, came to the fore due to its content about the expansion paheysolvietUnion.

Evaluating the main reasons behthd goal of reaching the warm sease of the most
important pillars of the expansion policytbke SovietUnion- which hadbeen frequently
mentioned by the Western press recently, the author emphasizédketS8avietUnion,
as one of the victors of the world warasacting with the dese of becoming a complete

hegemon state by utilizing all opportunities.

Also mentioning the goals dhe SovietUnion regarding the Pacific Ocean, the Indian
Ocean, the Mediterraneaamnd the Atlantic Ocean in his article, Taner underlined that as
one ofthe victors of the wathe SovietUnion would make every effort to achieve these

goals, but would eventually encounter with great resistance.

A[é] There is no doubt that the Soviet Union w
by winning the victory, to the maximum extehtowever,it would not be correct to think

that she wil/ realize all her ambitions. [ é]

[ é] However, the fact that the Soviet policy

measures to be taken to prevent Qummhuriyeti ol ent f
October8, 1945).

Concluding his words by mentioning that the Russian catisegemony concerns the
whole world, Taner made his concerns more visible in the eyes of the readers by referring
to the coloured mapwhich retrieved from an American magazinéled ABUyUk
denizlerecé k miatéyen RusygRussiawho wants toreach thegreat sea90 shared on

the last page ad€umhuriyet

80



Figure 3.1: October8, 19451 Cumhuriyef Russia Who Wants to Reach the Great
Seas

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which publishednews and articles related to the foreign policy
approach ofthe Soviet Union, claiming that this approach poses a great danger to
sustainable world peace, on a daily basis, shifted their attention to the Straits issue
following the statements of J. Byrnesgarding the decision made about the Straits issue

at the Potsdam Conference, in an interview dated Oct@hé®45.

In the interview published on the front pagesuddis and Cumhuriyeton October 1,

1945, it was stated that according to th&. Secetary of Statel. Byrnes, the LB, the

U.K., and the Soviet Uniohad reached an agreement at the Potsdam Conference to
contact with Turkey separately to discuss the new regulations for the internationalization
of the Straits. It was also stated in tieéated news that the draft text of the diplomatic
note reflecting the American stance on the Straits issue was prepared and forwarded to
President Turman, and he wanted to discuss the issue witm&sByne more time before

the note was shared with tliarkish governmertt’

“"Ulusi Sovyet cev a,lDéobéra kKI4sCumhucyetd B o] amd saer | Getwhend,
1945
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Following the important statements of HHeS. Secretary of State J. Byes regarding the
Straits,Ulus and Cumhuriyetshared the information obtained by Resteplicy writer
from the British sources on Octobe, 1.945%8

In the samaews, it was stated that the speech given bytBeSecretary of State Byes
about the Straits was welcomed by the British, but unlike tBg the UK. has not yet
prepared a diplomatic note to be sent to the Turkish government, but it fully supports

negotiations on the Straits issue.

On the other hand, it was also stated that the official British view towards thevasue
mainly founded on the belief that the Montreaux Straits Convention was inadequate and
outdated in response to the requireraafitthe day. In that regard, two important points

were pointed out as reasons.

n[fé] Official British sources believe that the
areobsolete. There are two reasons for this:

1. There are many old enemy statesong those who signed this [Montreaux Straits
Convention].

2. Except for old enemies, consultation with signatories of the Montreaux Straits
Conventi on Ulsé&GCunhwiywOatobgr®, 1945).

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which increased the frequenof sharing the reflections on the
issue in the Western press with the positive response of the British side toSthe
proposal of to begin the negotiations aimed at the internationalization of the Straits, made
evaluations to explain the characterisiéshe American policy style and the course of

the TurkishRussian relations, in the news that they published on Oct8p&845.

Including the comments made towards the statements &f.8ieSecretary of State J.

Byrnes regarding the status of the Straits, inthe newsfiBeal] az | ar St at ¢ s ¢
Montraux i -in Tg¢grkiye 11 e g(The gatumefltrer e b
Straits: Starting tonegotiate with Turkey for aew Montreaux is expectedo published

in Ulus on October 3, 1945, it was underlined that the Turkish governniedtsent a

comprehensive note to thé&S. government about the course of the negotiations. The

“UlussiBoj azl ar a da@dober B 2945;Cumharigeti Boj az|l ar mesel esi : L
meselenin halld.i i - i n,Qctbberr2j1948 ¢ r ¢l en nokt ai nazar o
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report also emphasized that the United States favoureSttags to gain international
status, however strongly opposed to the Soviet demam@stablish a military base in

the Straits and the retrocession of the cities of Kars and Ardahan to the Soviet Union
which were set as prerequisites for a news TurRghsian friendship treatyJ(us,
October B, 1945).

On the other hand, underlining that th&5. government opposed to the Soviet demands
towards Turkey, as statedlifus, in the news titlediBo j az | ar (Tlee Sthaitse r i k a
and Americgo published inCumhuriyeton the same day, it was emphasized that
SovietUnion rejected theJ.S. proposal regarding the internationalization of the Straits

and therefore no agreement has been registere@yethuriyet October B, 1945).

Evaluating the TurkisfRussan relations under the context of the Straits issue along with
the negotiation proposal regarding the status of the Straits and the comments on this
proposal, in his article titledTurk Rus muinasebetler{Turkish-Russianrelation§o
published inCumhuriyeton October 3, 1945, Nadir Nadi underlined that the future of

the Straits issue which has international importance did not concerns only Turkbg and

SovietUnion but also the whole world.

Al €] When Turkey and Rusngirorament prevadledl infEurdpe nd | vy, t
However,when the relationship between these two countries deteriorated, it caused trouble

in the policy atmosphere and endc€amhgiget ed peace
October B, 1945).

Underlining that European peace was somewhat proportionate to the TRusgstan
relations with these words, Nadir Nadi stated in the following sections that Turkish
Russian relations started to deteriorate with the Montreaux Conference, which was
gathere to improve the unfavourable order of the Straits after the First World War.
Stating that despite the friendly approach that Turkey showed from the first day, the
friendly relations betweethe two countries damaged due tioe unchanging hostile
attitudeof the SovietUnion, Nadir Nadi also emphasized that Turkey would take a step
to restore the bilateral relations unless her sovereignty rights put forward as a matter of

negotiation.

Al €] Turkey has tried to reviaseverbllimes.8Hed f eel i 1
is ready today as well to awaken the same warm feelings as long as her liberty, territorial
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integrityyand i ndependence are not desCOumhardgett o be po
October B, 1945).

Touching on the lack of good intentions that Turkey expected to seetli®Boviet
Unionin exchange for her friendly attitudes and approaches pursued a while, Nadi then
described the main reason behind this discrepanaychange in spirit and thougkitat

prevailed in the Russian side.

ifé] But the change of spirit and thought prev
this [improvement of relations] for now. There seems to be another way of working, another

way of thinking in the Russian gavement mechanism, which has endured all sorrows during

the war year. Under this spiritual change, it is hard to recognize our revolutionary friend,

whom we once get al Gumburiyet©ttdber B,d94%). ( Nadi , N. ,

In the last part of his article, noting that the resolution of the ongoing disputes depends
on theR u s s iwallangei@ioned approach, whom he described as the old friend, Nadi
underlined that the Turkish side would make all efforts to restore bilatdedions

without any change of emotion or thought.

Following the inferences made by Nadir Nadi on Turklssian relations, Abidin

Daver reconsidered the subject under the Straits issue in his articl@éBiteed a z | ar d a

i steyen Rusy a, demektid(Russiawtioiwants s llaseyinothe Straits,
actually wants the Mediterranea)o published inCumhuriyeton October 4, 1945 and
guestioned the purpose that RubBanea(eee.d e ma
p.81-82).

Responding to the rumours that the Russians would give up their desires in the
Mediterranean after guaranteeing the control over the Straits, as quoted in the New York
Times article published i@umhuriyeton Octobe6, 1945, Abidin Daver emphasized in

his article that Russian claims over the Dodecanese islands, the coast of Tripoli, the Red
Sea, Tangier, Yugoslavia and especially the Straits, were basically serving for the purpose

of absolute control over the Mediterranean.

Drawing attention to the aspeaRussian claims towards each region mentioned above
that could be associated with the domination over the Mediterranean in his article, Abidin

Daver stated that given the critical role of the Mediterranean and Africa during the Second
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World War due toheir strategic location, neither the Mediterranean states nor the United
Kingdom and th&J).S.would allow such requests (Dav@ymhuriyet October 4, 1945).

In addition to the inferences made by Nadir Nadi and Abidin Daver regarding the
threatening andrieconcilable manner difie SovietUnion, another news that came to the
fore inUlusandCumhuriyeion October 4, 1945 was the article of the New York Times
regarding the content of the diplomatic note oflth®.which has not been sent to Turkey
yet.

In thereportpublished inUlus andCumhuriyet it was stated that tHé.S. point of view
regarding the revision of the Montreaux Convention mainly structured on ensuring free
pass to the commercial vessels and warships of the Black Sea states froraithenStr
times of peace and linking this privilege directly to a mutual agreement to decide its

validity in times of war*®

The sharpest refusal issued by Russian agency Tass dlgaafstementioned American
proposal, which was essentially aimed at therimationalization of the Straits, shared

with the international community on Octobet, 1945.

In the news titlediB 0 | a mukavelesi(The Straitsconventiono published inJluson

October B, 1945, it was emphasized that, according to the Tass ag#wcy hree
Leaders did not reach an agreement for the internationalization of the Straits at the
Potsdam Conference, but instead decided to advance the process by contacting the
Turkish government directly since the agreement could not meet the conditibesiay

(Ulus, October 5, 1945).

Upon the rejection of the American claims regarding the course of the status of the Straits
by the SovietUnion, as of the second half of Octobelus and Cumhuriyetstructured

their editorial priorities on the increasing importance ofutt®.in the world politics and

®Ulusi Ameri kaébnén Mont r eQciobedld, d945GuinhuriygtA Bgjka Dl ar
mesel esi, Ameir inkaazOatobend# o4kt a
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Turkeyds service to the Allied cause whil

the regional disputes.

In this context, with theeporttittediSovy et | er i dar esi n(@hek:i A\
state of Austriaunder the Sovieadministration)o, the severe conditions that almost half

a million refugees, mostly women and children, encountered with were shared with the
readers irCumhuriyeton October @, 1945. In theeportthat also draws attention to the

state of misery under Soviet rule, the destruction and turmoil causbd BgvietUnion

were shared with the reader, stating that the Red Cross, which took action to help the

refugeeswere not allowed by the Russian authorit@€sfihuriyet October 6, 1945).

On the other hand, Octobe®,11945 datedUlus touched on the internal turmoil both in
Hungary and Greece, while Falih Reéfkeé At
neighbouring countries with his article tittléd et i n b u hr a (d tkemiddler t a s é

of thedifficult depressionyo.

Mentioning the troubled election processes in Greece, Bulgaria, and Yugoslavia
respectively in his article, Atay then touched on the unclear situation of the Balkan
countries, where the most brutal examples of international interventionism were
experiencegdas well as the ongoing rebellion and turmoil in Iran, Syria, and Irag. Also
stating that Turkey, which came to the forefront with her determination amongst the
countries that Soviet interventionism shows its effects in different ways, was an
inspiration at the time for the establishment of peace and tranquillity in the region
FurthermoreAtay alsounderlined thatin the meantimehe disputes in the neighbouring
countries had an i mpact on TurWuspdaberpol i
19, 1945).

As can be understood from the statements of Atay, maintaining determination against the
Soviet threat that surrounds Turkey and establishing solidarity ties with the cotirties
considered as victims of the Soviet interventionism, stands otiedsey elements of

Turkish foreign policy at the time.
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In this regard, another news that can be put forward as an example of solidarity was the
article of Greek newspaper Kathimerini, titd@r t a Doj u Har bi sér as
M¢ttef i k izohetifTaug & meaviéddo the Allieccauseduring the Middle East

War)o published inUlus on October 2, 1945. Stating that Turkey and Gredutad
developed a sincere spirit of an alliance throtiggBalkan Entente of 1934 after solving

their problems arose from the First World War, in the article, it was also underlined that
even though the Balkan Entente was not in function at the time, Turkey and Greece could
contribute to the restoration of peaaed prosperity of the Balkans where the chaos
prevalent Ulus, October 2, 1945).

In addition to the news and articles related to services that Turkey provided to the Allied
cause Ulus and Cumhuriyet which also highlighted th&.S. goals towards thevorld
politics as well as the European politics published the statements OfShEresident

Truman which he had given on the occasion of Navy Day on Oct8p&©25.

Evaluating the statements of theS. President Truman in his article titlédmerikan

dék pol it i k(@hegoasohAmbriealferdignmlicy)o published inJluson
October® 1945, Ahmet Kk¢kr ¢ Es meU.Sforeignpolicpr et e
by comparing the policy styles of theS.President Truman after the Secoidrld War

and the formel.S. President Wilson after the First World War.

In the first part of his article, Esmer compared the policy style adopted bigldadist”
formerU.S. President Wilson after the First World War and the principles he proposed,

wit h Trumandés policy style, which pU$orit.i
for the establishment of sustainable peace. In the following sections, Esmer also touched
on the main objectives and the methods o1

Afé] Mr. Truman summarized what this force wa
to apply peace agreements. Secondly, as a member of the United Nations organization, to

fulfil the duties of America. The third is to protect the territorial integsityhe states in the

western hemisphere and finally to defend the United States against all kinds of attacks and

aggr essi on sUlys®Ottaber g, ESDhe 1

Touching on the twelve foreign policy principles proposed by Truman, who shaped his

governmat's action plan with the responsibility of being the advocate and protector of
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democracy principles both on a national and international scale, Esmer also stated his
hope for the future of international relatippsimarilyupon the promises made to respe

the rights and freedoms of small powers.

Ai[é] These new principles are the main objecti
stated that forced annexation of land Wikt be prevented. Freedoms taken away from them

will be returned to all nativss. Each nation will establish its own regime and choose its

government without foreign intervention. Governments forcibly imposed on nations by
foreigners, will notUlus©ctober® 29¢5).i zed [ é] 0 ( Esmer

Underlining that the words directly &l from the President of the United States which

has given confidence to each stakeholder who strives for international peace, especially
the small powers, in the last section of his article Esmer also stated that these foreign
policy principles whichhadhear d from the worl dés most
eventuallyhave vital importance on the future of the international relations.

However, Nadir Nadi, who did not find the principle satisfactory which suggests not to
recognize governments that were folgibmposed on other nations by foreign states,
stated his criticisms in his article titlé& r i zi n e n KThenb&severegphasea f h a s
of the crisis)o published inCumhuriyeton October 3, 1945.

Criticizing theU.S.President Truman for usirapntradictory expressions such as stating
that it might not be possible to prevent such tyrant actimer some circumstanges
Nadir Nadi raised the question of what kind of penalty system against states that
endangering world peace would be applied.

[ é] By, idamer nhga wil|l not recognize a gover nme
foreign state by force on another natidaresident Truman does not hide that "under certain
circumstances, this cannot be prevented.”

So, what if itcamot be prevented? Wit punishment will be given to the states that do evil
and prevent wor | d CpntharigeeO2toberé)1645)( Nadi , N. ,

Complaining that there was no clear answer to this question in Truman's statement, Nadi
drew attention to the destructive impactthis contradictory situation on the people of

the victim countries.

I t can be inferred t hat Nadir Nadi , wh o

compared to Ahmet Kk¢kr¢g Esmer , comceeteance d t h
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sharp actiongsgainst the expansionist policies of such companies wiadian impact

on various regions of the world, as well as the neighbouring countries of Turkey. Hence,
it is also understood that the Turkish elites attached great importance to the Unitéd States
atitudeagainst the violations of these rights and freedoms, especially in terms of struggle

against the Soviet threat.

3.3. PERIOD OF INTERNATIONALIZATION (November2, 1945i
January 7, 1946)

3.3.1. November 1945

In November 1945, it was observed thatdiomaticnotes expected to be submitted to

the Turkish government by the United States and the United Kingdibnm the context

of the negotiations on the future of the Straits were intensely discussetusnand
Cumhuriyet About this matter which Turkish public was following with intense attention,

as Feridun Cemal Erkin, Secreta®gneral of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs at the time,
stated in his bootitled iTurk 7 Sovyetl i Kk ki | er i v e (TBr&i§ha Qoviet r Me
relations and the Straits iss)e, it was aimed to withdraw the Soviet proposals deemed
unacceptable primarily through the diplomacy activities carried out by the Turkish
government after the Potsdam Conference to consolidate Ameupaport for the status

of the Straits (Erkin, 1968, p. 270).

For this purpose, in August 1945, Erkin stated that a letter containing the explicit
expectations of the Turkish Republic was sent to the United States by the Turkish
Government during the negations on the status of tf&traits andsummarized these
expectations in two articles.

ffa) Not to constitute an obstacle to the sover

and in its implementation,

b) The proposed state of affair is to guide & softening and improvement which does

leave a room for controversy in TurkisbiRussian relations, and to put a certain end to the
period of unrest caused by the Russian demands
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Within the framework of these expectatiotig firstU.S. diplomatic note was issued on
November2, 1945 to the Turkish government, which was trying to revise the solution
formula for the internationalization of the Straits adopted by the United States in such a

way as to protect Turkey's natiorsglcurity and interests.

A day before theU.S. note was received by the Turkish governmddlls and
Cumbhuriyetshared the speech of the President of the Republic of Turkey, Ismet In6nu,
which he made in the Turkish Grand National Assembly, on fhait pages. In the
speech, which was published in bafifus and Cumhuriyetwith a comment that this
speech would create great reactions not only within the Turkish public but also in the
i nternational community, Kn©° n ¢ tosintriesethea r k s
support has given to the Allied cause during the Second World War, unfair accusations
directed to Turkey, internal politics, and freedom of the press were widely addressed.
Especially at this point, against the unfair accusations and t&ritdaims against
Turkey, Kn°imyé shavatemedebt to be given
and rights. We will live witthonourand die withhonout' was used as stiiiles in both

newspapers’

Following strong statements of the President Indstéting that Turkey would never
compromise its rights and freedoms and its faith in the cause of democracy, regardless of
the results, it was observed tlhHdus andCumhuriyettarted to publish nevesd articles

about the Soviet threat and increasithg U.S. supportmore frequentlyin the coming

days. In this period, it was observed tRatmhuriyet led by Nadir Nadi, criticised the
Soviet threat in bolder terms, whildlus, with ProfessorNihat Erim joining its staff,

focused on the news aimed aesiythening relations with the Western allies.

Following the diplomatic note of thd.S.regarding the Straits having been delivered to
the Turkish Minister of Foreign Affairs Hasan Saka byth8. Ambassador to Ankara
Edwin C. Wilson on Novembe, 1945 UlusandCumhuriyetreported the developments

SOUlus,iICu mh ur bak k ané méaNovembe, 1945Cumuriyet@i | 1 i kefin Tar
Nutku o, November2, 1945
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on the content of the note to the internal and external press and made the first
comprehensive report on the issue in their newspapers dated No\&h945.

Although no official announcement had yet been made, on Novésnhe45,Ulus and
Cumbhuriyetshared the report received from the New York Times dated Novefber
1945, in which the clues about the content ofulfe. diplomatic note on the Straits were
mentioned.The reportstated that the United States wanted only technical changes to the

Montreaux Convention, and the control wagawourof remaining in Turkey?

The reports dated Novembgr1945 of the Washington Times and the Paris radio also
sharedm Ulus and Cumhuriyeton Novembe®B, 1945 as part of the news received from
theforeignpresson the subject. The Washington Times reported that the proposal to keep
the Dardanelles under Turkish control was included in the American note and that the
United States had distanced itself from the decisions taken in the scope of
internationalization bEuropean waterways at the Potsdam Conference. On the other
hand, radio Paris reported that thé&. President Truman and Marshal Stalin had reached
an agreement on the outline of the waterways and the Straits issue, along with the
statements of th&).S. including that Turkey's independence and territorial integrity

would not be harmeet.

In the shadow of the question of whether the secret of the atomic bomb would be shared
at the United Nations, which has long occupied the agenda of the internationa) publi
after the U.S. Secretary of State Jris' announcement of the American diplomatic
note regarding the Straits on Novembgr1945, Ulus and Cumhuriyetshared the
American proposals with their readers in 4 articles on NoveB)d345.

i 1) T h ¢ b&Sdpeneditottree commercial vessels of all nations at all times

2) The Straits to be opened to the transit of the warships of the Black Sea powers (Turkey,
Russia, Bulgarisand Romania) at all times

3) The Straits should be closed to the warships nfBlack Sea powers

SWius,iBo | a z drkiye korfrol,a |l t € nd a & Novemloesd, K948, Cumhuriyet iAmerika
Bojazl arda dejod Novekbeb, 8945 st emi yor

2Ulus,iBoj azl ar¢rkdiema nT el ionNbvemberd, 19 %5CukhurgetiK ngi | t er e
Bojazlar i - i 0 NovenibeG 1945 bi | di r di

91

d



4) The Montreaux Convention must be revised the new treaty, with the exclusion of Japan
alone from those who signed the old conventi ol
(Ulus & Cumhuriyet Novembel8, 1945).

Abidin Daver, who madé¢he first comprehensive assessment consisting of the four
articles of American note, in his articletitté8 o] az| ar hakkéndaki £
(The American proposal on the Strajspublished inCumhuriyebn Novembe8, 1945,

shared his views bgvaluating each proposal separately. Expressing his great pleasure
that the United States had renounced the ideal of internationalization of the Straits in
terms of both verbally and politically before beginning his evaluations, Daver then
considered theafct that the United States had met with Turkey in this regard as an

important and appreciable development.

Daver, who considered the first American proposal suggesting the free passage for all
states' commercial vessels through the Straits at all timescaptable but insufficient,
argued that an additional regulation should be added stating that, as stated in the Montreux
Convention, in the case that Turkey being belligerent of a war, commercial vessels
belonging to the neural countries may transit fithin Straits on a condition that they do

not, in any way, assist Turkey's enemy, only during daylight hours.

Daver abstained from the second American proposaktiggests free passagéo the
warships of theBlack Seastates (Turkeythe SovietUnion, Romaniaand Bulgaria)jn
the time ofwar, and he underlined the possible military security problems that this

suggestion might cause.

"[...] If the Naval Forces of the Black Sea states are allowed to pass through the Straits
unconditionally, there is a geibility that a navy larger than the Turkish Fleet will enter the

straits with many aircraft carriers and arrives in front of Istanbul, givgan ultimatum for

a very short period of time that does not allosto take defensive measures, or without

dong that, they might attempt to occupy Kstan
[...] " (Daver,Cumhuriyet Novembel9, 1945).

Stating that an adjustment that would not allow this possibility, which essentially points
to the Soviet threat, was the first condition &orceptinghe American proposals, Daver
also drew attention to the contradictory situation in the American note i
interpretation of the third American proposal.
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Objecting the third American proposal that prohibits the passage and navigation of the
non-Black Sea powers through the Straits in the time of war, due to possible consequences
that could pose a thret Turkey's national security, Daver emphasized that with this
proposal, Turkey's right of choosing whom to enter the Straits, in the case of Turkey being
belligerent or should consider herself to be threatened with imminent danger of war,

which granted tdurkey in Montreaux Convention, was eliminated.

Pointing out that this proposal mayt forward by the United States to compensate
concerns ofthe Soviet Union about any possible threat could come from the
Mediterranean, Daver also stated that the Un8&ates thought if this proposal been
acceptedthe SovietUnion, which established its security in the Black Sea, would stop
seeking a military base in The Straits. However, as a result of the evaluation of this
proposal together with the second Amerigaioposal, Daver stated that a possible war
between the Black Sea states and the Mediterranean states would cause a significant
conflict, and pointed out that the Mediterranean states would object to this proposal in the

face of such a conflict.

fi...] However, if the second article of the American amendment proposal allows the warships
of the Black Sea states to pass through the Straits and to go directly to the Mediterranean
during a war between the Black Sea and the Mediterranean states, all Meditestatesan

will object to this amendment for their own safety. Because then the Black Sea states can hit
the Mediterranean states with their navies that will pass through the Straits, but the
Mediterranean states can do nothing against the military bades sthtes coming from the

Black Sea [..9 (Daver,Cumhuriyef Novembem, 1945).

Stating that new regulations should be added to the proposal which would bring different
practices in times of peace and war, to avoid the contradiction that would aristhérom

third American proposal, Daver also emphasized that the proposal could have
consequences that would lead Turkey to war by force, even in wars which Turkey wants

to remain neutral.

Finally, he described the fourth American proposal, which suggestexvaewf Japan,
one of the signatories of the Montreaux Convention, from this contract due to being one
of the defeated states of the war, and substitution of the United Nations Organization for

the League of Nations, as an acceptable proposal withoufareedhluation. In the last
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section of his article, Daver then stated that the American proposal could be accepted
after the adjustments been made considering the concerns that he expressed.

Contrary to Abidin Daver's extensive reviews @umhuriyet no ewaluation of the
American diplomatic note was made liHus, but insteadU.S. Secretary of State J.
Byrnes's statement regarding the essence of the proposal was shared with the readers in a
report titlediY e n | B atétisiz(New status of the Strait¥d on Novembe®, 1945

(Ulus, Novembe9, 1945).

In addition to this news, areporttittéB o] az|l ar mesel esi; son t e
g ° r {TkesStraits Issue; a British opinion on recent comme)ii$rom Reutes on the

U.S. note regarding the Straits was shared with readddéuson November @, 1945.

While the latest American proposals on the Straits were mentioned in the report, the
abstaining attitude of the British political circles towards the second and third aoficles

the proposal which determine the right of passage of the Black Sea states-&taickon

Sea states, in times of peace and war, also expressed.

fi[...] Some British circlebelievethat all forms of passage through the Straits during the time
of war would be necessary to remain theoreticab[(UJus, November 0, 1945).

As Abidin Daver underlined in his article dated Novem®gd 945, it was stated in
Reutes report that the Btish political circles wished to take a more theoretical approach
to this subject, given the contradictory situations that the second and third articles of the

American note nght havecausedroblems irthevicinity of the Straits.

On the other hand, Yavuz Abadan, who shared his assessment regarding American
proposals in his article tittedB o] az | ar r gRegimeiof theetraAsBaid the
U.S.)0 published infCumhuriyetbon November 2, 1945, in addition to the Abidin Daver's
conerns, expressed his belief that the British, who had not yet expressed their official

opinion, would not adopt the same view asWh8.in this particular issue.

"[...] Contrary to public opinion and predictions, we do not believe that the British
Government will support the American proposals in the same way. Therefore, we look
forward to receiing the official opinion of Britain and especially of Soviet Russia on this

i ssue o0penl yurhuriyet Nogeemlier2h 1845k n ,
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In addition to theevaluations of th&).S.diplomatic note regarding the Straits, news about
whether the secret of the atomic bomb, one of the most important items on the agenda of
the international community since August 1945, should be shared with the United Nations

memberstates, widely covered ldlus andCumbhuriyet

In his article titlediAt om b o mb a s & n(@hanhshoulg @ pmthattheé&at®dmic
bomb?0 published inUlus on Novembes, 1945, Fali h Refkeée At:
dispute in the international arena caubgdhe atomic bomb that suddenly eliminated
Japan and brought the end of the Second World War, also stated that this secret should
serve the international peace organization and therefore that peace should be established

first.

“[...] The atomic bomb musbe in the service of the international peace organization.
However first of all, peace must be established. If this order establishes and everyone accepts
the constitution which based on national freedoms, that weapon can be a true assurance in
his hands [...]" (AtayUlus, Novembei8, 1945).

After Fal i h teRents knéerlidirtg ahg heed fa theaatomic bomb to serve
international peace, in his article titted a a n | a Kk a(Whatifsy@u wanpt Peach
an agreement® published inUlus on November 1, 1945, ProfessorNihat Erim,
evaluated the decisiemaking and solution skills of the new United Nations organization

around the current discussions.

Referring to the recently escalating disputes among wartime allies in his article, Erim
drew attention to the problems thithe new security system could create by relying on
the consensus of the five major states, quoting an event from the San Francisco

Conference.

Sharing the British representative Sir Alexander Cadogan's response to the criticisms
posed during the San Fiasco Conferenceegardingthe UN Security Council's new
decisionmaking stylein the article, by referring to Cagodan's ansiieif we stuck the
United Nat i ons Enmwm underlinedethatcundershe eirdumstances of the
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day, the UnitedNations' structure was so fragile his article, Erim also stated that it was
necessary to maintain optimism for the establishment of international peace and
prosperity, provided that, despite all this, not to stray from reality and not to give up

payingattention under no circumstances (Erivhis, November 1, 1945).

U.S. President Truman, British Prime Minister Atflemd Canadian Prime Minister
Mackenzie King, who gathered in Washington tecdss the issue of the atomic bomb,
announced that the setmwould not be shared with the international community due to
the international security concerns, through the memorarichublished on November
15, 1945.

Evaluating this development in his article titfld t o mu n(The searet oéthe Atonjo
published inUlus on November 1, 1945, Ahmet k¢ ktie&oviegts me r
Union who asserted that the secret of the atomic bomb should be shared to ensure her
security against the Western allies, dragged the international system into a new paradox,
as they did in the 1930s on the issue of disarmament.

Reminding that the debates on the disarmament led to the start of the Second World War
at the end of the day in his article, Esmer emphasized that the fine line between sharing
the secret of the atomisomb and providing security must be carefully observed by
considering the experiences of the past and efforts must be made to use atomic energy for
the benefit of humanity through an international commission to be established (Esmer,
Ulus, November I, 1945).

In addition to the statements of Esmer, referring to the Washington declaration in his
article tittedfYeni bir imit (A new hopgo published inUlus on November &, 1945,

ProfessolNihat Erim stated that it was important to settle the issue to a certain conclusion
to eliminate hesitations emerged by the frequently updated information about the

destructiveness of the atomic bomb.

53 Declarationon Atomic Bombby President Trumaand Prime Ministers Attleand King
http://www.ibiblio.org/pha/policy/posivar/451115b.html
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Stating thathe fears of those strove for secret @mhs constitute the source of these
hesitations contrary to the concerns of the United States, the United Kingdom, and
Canada, which he described siacere believers of the United Nations ideak the
prosperity and happiness of the woRdopfessorErim also mentioned that all states with
good intentions would be pleased with the Washington declaration which announced that
the secret would not be shared.

"[...] Since the most powerful invention of the history kept under the command of the United
Nations Security Council today, the wish of the intellectuals can now be realized: the war
must be-and will be removed from the face of the world [...]" (EritdJus, November 8,

1945).

Stating that there was a growing belief that international peace and prosperity could be
established since the atomic bomb would be kept under the assurance of the United
Nations in the last part of his article, Erim also argued that peace was the aordg aha

the face of the possibility that a new war might end the world given the devastating effect

of the atomic bomb.

Contrary to Nihat Er i mteSoviettdudnexplicittyin@ip pr o a
article tittediS € r r € v d€Thayndoynod shdrethe secre)o published inCumhuriyet

on November @, 1945, Nadir Nadi underlined that keeping the secret of the atomic bomb
under the sole control of the Western al
expansionary policies.

"1 é] In the face of the Soviet cl ai ms, whi ch
thinking, the British and Americans were deeply in sorrow for their own safety and the

security of the world. It can be said that the atomic bomb was an aid thatoctmai tescue

just in time. If this weapon had been delayed, it would have beenahallengingto resist

Russian demands, and perhaps impossible to defend a peace mentality based on rights and
justice on earth. [ é]

[...] On account of democracies, thAmic bomb is a weapon of immeasurable value even

further in this respect. As long as the secret of this weapon is in their hands, it will not be

easy for any rowdy to engage in Hitléte acts or attemptaDudei ke | nvasi on [ é] 0
(Nadi, N.,CumhuriyetNovember 9, 1945).

Emphasizing that the atomic bomb hit a very critical period in terms of timing, with these
words, Nadi then reiterated that this bomb could be used as a trump card against all kinds
of bullying that could destroy the feelings of righlaed justice of the international
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community, however, being mainly a precautionary measure against threats, this

resolution would not be sufficient alone for the establishment of international peace.

While theimpactsof the Washington declaration on thernational community were
continuing, it was noted that with the acceleration of the Iranian idslus, and
Cumbhuriyetstressedwo main issuesBoth newspapersvhich aimed to draw attention

to Soviet aggression by bringing forward an issue of national sovereignty in thigich
Soviet Union was directly responsible for, as seen from August 1945, also shared

editorials about the friendly Turkisiimerican relationsluring the same period.

One of the most prominent examples of this approach was recorded on Novémber 2
1945. On November@ 1945, in the reports that were shared simultaneoushumand
Cumbhuriyet it was stated that the rebellion in Iran grew dgyay and that the Russtan
backed Azerbaijani rebels had seized the administration in several cities and started to

march on Tehraff

On the other hand, in addition to these |
Atay's article titlediiHakikati arayan Amerika(Americaseeking thetruth)o published
in Ulus and Nadir Nadi's article titled@Bizi Dinleyenler (Those who listen to us)o

published inCumhuriyetwere shared with the readers, on the same day.

Touching on the meeting of the membergha Foreign Policy Committee of the U.S.
House of Representatives Mr. Mund and Ms
visit to Ankar a, in his article, Fal i h

committee members regarding Turkey, afterrthisit.

il é] As also seen in this speech, two American
their visit to Turkey: iPresident Indnii and the whole Turkish nation have a feeling of

genuine friendship towards America. The Turks wish to cooperate with théher United

Nations members in establishing world peace a
(Atay, Ulus, November B, 1945).

Ulus, K r @ ki k &&, Npeemizet 28 1945;CumhuriyefiK r &@m k i Kgidéd,n B
November B, 1945
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Concluding that Americans want to access real and intimate information about Turkey,
from these positive comments madethg U.S. commissioners regarding Turkey, Atay

then underlined that Turkdyadno purpose other than the realities to be understood by
everyone by noting the importance of cor

effective and accurate way in the imtational arena.

I n addition to Fali h REéf k énteAtioreeyahdsmabcieust e n
articles published in thioreignpressabout Tur keyds role in tF
his article Nadir Nadi complained that Turkey had become vulnerable to the systematic
propaganda carried out against her since she had not concentrated on the publicity
activities for a long time.

"[...] In Britain, America, France, and other democratic countriegnitess articles were
written, speeches were given and statements were tmaidhowedusas we areHowever

the malicious propaganda, which was systematically initiated and carried on for a long time,
of course would left more or less a trace in thegdawhere it crawled. A large part of the
world was already very little known about Turkey. The fact that we had been lax about
introducing ourselves to the outside world for years, that we could not comprehend the
importance of gaining love and friendsthin the family of nations, and that we had rather

let this go, made the task of the propaganda agaimshuch easier [...]" (Nadi, N.,
Cumhuriyet November 9, 1945).

After all these criticisms he made towards the inadequate communication activities of
Turkey, drawing attention to the i mpact ¢
1, 1945, in the United States, Nadi emphasized that the Americans reaffirmed their
friendly approach towards Turkey with the
with their citizens, as it is.

"[...] Our President's speech was published with its full text in the association printing the
United States congressional proceedifidgs means that this opportunity is provided in the
best way to everyone who wants to learn about the politics we have successfully carried out
during the war, in a friendly country where we know the strongest representative of the love
of freedomandtrit on eart h. [ é]

[...] The United States, which conveys our President's words to her people as it is, shows

again that it has good intentions in this regard [...]" (Nadi,Qumhuriyet November B,
1945).

Stressing on the importance of the developmemffecctive communication and public
di pl omacy strategy to strengthen Turkey?o:

manage the perception that formed in the international community against her, in his

99



article, Nadir Nadi also admitted that all théestern democracies, especially the United

States, have demonstrated a constructive approach towards Turkey in this process.

Alongwitht he articl es of Fal iwhostR&sddKekeystimnage a n c
in the American publicProfessorNihat Erimwas also addresselde need for the U.S.

support inthe settlement of the problems that Turkey encountered in the international
arenan hisarticle tittedfiAme r i k a v GAmaicajarad the &tmaif® published in

Uluson November 2, 1945

Sharing his assessments of the diplomatic note given by the United States to the Turkish
government regarding the situation of the Straits in his article, Erim stated that the United
States, which he describedths just [rightful] state of the New Worldeaffirmed that

with this note she would do her part in the Straits issue with great courage. On the other
hand, reminding that Turkey has not yet received a note fromtt@8ovietUnion and

the United Kingdom stating their views on the issue, Erimedimed that despite all,

even including the United States in this issue was a great gain for Turkey.

"[...] Whatever these views [views of Soviet Russia and the United Kingdom], a very
significant gain has already been achieved. The fact that the United States is involved in the
case is a factor that strengthens the hope that future negotiations vslieessfully [...]"

(Erim, Ulus, November 2, 1945).

With these words, Erim underlined that Turkey attached vital importance to be supported
by a great power to strengthen her hand in matters that threaten her national security,

especially in the ongoinggpute withthe SovietUnion.

It was observed that as of the last week of Novembleis and Cumhuriyetfocused on

the Iranian issue, which remained unclear at the time. Althdligk shared the issue
with its readers through news from thareign press Cumhuriyet which shared its
reviews and criticisms in a bold and clear manner, published Nadir Nadi's article titled
B a] & mstratejiti Skategy of ndependenc® on thefront pageon November 2,

1945.

Stating that the Iranian issue started to evolve into a major uncertainty in his article, Nadir

Nadi underlined that the Tehran government was trying to explain that the events were
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mainly an intervention of a foreign state and therefore asked for hetp \Western

democracies.

Later in his articlereferringto the Tehran sources, emphasizing thatebels had carried
out their actions with weapons originated frtime SovietUnion, Nadir Nadi underlined
that the Soviet Union might have started to opeeata broaescale strategy with
Al ndepende n csppotedvraimyeimBEumEe and Asia. Pointing out that the
Independent Azerbaijaplan in the north of Iran poses a threat to the integrity of the
United Kingdom, Nadi criticized the United States dahd United Kingdom for not
carrying out clear andoncreteaction towards the issue in given circumstances and

thereforehe also underlined that the prevailing uncertainty was endangering world peace.

"[...] The reason for these delays and slow actions must be derived from the great importance
of the various development opportunities hidden behind the incident. If so, we should expect
serious political undertakings to be attempted by the An§laxonsn these coming days.
Otherwise, if there is only hesitation and indecision at stake, there is no doubt in believing
that we are becoming distant from world peace. [...]" (NadirCNmhuriyet November 3,

1945).

Ulus, which also sharedsimilar commentsmade by Nadir Nadi in his article that the

issues inNorthern Iran would endanger the integrity of the United Kingdom with the
headlinefiKuz ey Kr an mesel esi R u s(Vha Nortleern kaar K € ¢
issue has increased tensions against Ruisian November 2, 1945, underlined that

action bythe SovietUnionin and around the Persian Gulf, whichdgreat importance

on the way to India, would be considered as a clear coup attempt against the Security of
British Empire by political circles of Laton Ulus, November 2, 1945).

In light of recent developments in Irabymhuriyetontinued to express the Soviet threat
more clearly thatJlus, and with its stories that shared with its readers on Novendber 2

1945, it evaluated the size of the Sovieeat from a different perspective.

Nadir Nadi, whovehementlycriticised the AngleSaxon policy againghe SovietUnion

by referring to British Foreign Minister Bevin's speech in the House of Commons in his
articleiS° z d e ] i(Notwords,the action ik needeflo, emphasized that this style

of action, which he described as a policyoftening and sweeteningade the Russians

more daring.
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In the last part of his article, Nadi stated that a new policy should be adopted against the
threats of dang Russiaand underlined that eliminating the threatuld be achieved

through a fulifledged program, not by expressing good intentions

fi...] The question of focus is not to reveal good intentions, but to give a direction to the
policy to be followed against Russia. Presumably, shiall notbe realized with speeches
dictated from parliament stand by referring thee epigrammatism methoal.(Nadi, N.,
Cumhuriyet November 3, 1945)

In addition to thesseverecriticisms of Nadir Nadi's policy towardke SovietUnion by

the United States and the United Kingdodnme r R € z aartidectifledih g s | t e r
Kranodéén yutall masa&@mantwihnzotcomply with swallowing of

Iran)o°®, shared under the colun®i y a s i of Gumimyéton the same day, also

attracts attention due to its bold statements.

In thearticle which the AngleSaxon plicy held against Russia evaluated over the Iranian
issue, first the emergence of the problem mentioned, then the attitudes and approaches
that were expected to be implemented by the Western democracies, especially the British

government, againshie Soviet Unionwho defined asnintruder, was stated.

Stating that the foundations of the occupation of Iran were laid when American arms and
material support sent the SovietUnion to be used against the German attacks via the
Persian Gulf through Irann the article,it was also emphasized that, contrary to the
previous pledges, the failure thfe SovietUnion to withdraw its troops from Iran after

the war, lead to arising of uneasiness.

The aithor therunderlined thathe imperialist desires of tf&ovietUnionwere escalated
like its predecessor after the subsequent victories achieved at Eurofie &ad East
and as a result of these desjlesemphasized that this invasion attenmpiNortherniran

shouldnot be accepted ke British government andybWestern democracies.

"[...] The Soviet imperialism, whose desires towards more lands have arisen after the
victories achieved in Europe and the Far East, set its eyes towards Iran's Azerbaijan and
towards all of Iran if a chance and an opportunity ciaddound] € ]

5 Unlike his previous articles shared under the col@hiny a s iof Cnthunigef ¥ mer Réz a
Doj r ul indidatdhis naontafter thisarticle.
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[...] But Iran is located on the way to India. Britain will not allow this country to be swallowed
up by the Russians in one way or another.

Indeed, it seems that this classic Russian drama has sparked excitement and concern in the
Uni t ed KD mjgrCarihgdriyet November 8, 1945).

While the great geopolitical importance of Iran to the United Kingdom and the British
determination to notot allow Russian expansionism in any cases were expressed with
these sentences, it was also mentioned that on the contrary, unpleasant reactions might be
emerged at neighbouring Arabic countries and particularly at Turkey against- Anglo

Saxon's unresponsivess towards this issue.

In the last part of the article, it was stated that the policy of the ABgkons towarsithe
SovietUnion, which Nadir Nadi interpreted #se policy of softening and smoothing qver

could no longer be maintained. On the othand, by statingi i t i s ti me f or
Saxons to pull the battendoh eas drawn to the policyastylie n g
that should be adopted.

In addition to the extensive reports on the Iran issue, the Britghito the Turkish
governmat on the status of The Straits, which has not yet been officially announced, was
shared with the public iDlusandCumhuriyebn November 2, 1945. In the news shared

at both of the newspapers by referencing the speech that British Minister MB&laal

made at House of Commons, the statements of Baker used while explaining the British
point of view regardindhe Straits, provided a resource fooncludingthat the British

offers mostly coincided with American offet%.

"[...] Minister of State M. NoeBaker has stated that there are two clear points in the politics

of the British government, in his article regarding the Straits: Britain always welcomes the
amendment of the Strai@onvention. However, it does not considkis amendment to be
intended for t he iCuphurgyegndomembet 3 k945). of baseso (

On the other handZumhuriyetalso reviewed British Minister of State M. Noel Baker's
remarks through an article tittédBB o ] az | ar me s el e qBrittsldapinidon gi | i
on the Straits issu@® publishedanonymouslyn November & 1945 Regardingda k er 6 s
statements, stating in the news that although it has not yet officially disclosed, the British

SUlus,iK n g i | grkiygdee Thbi r mud Nogember & B945(CumhuriyetiBoj az |l ar r ej i
K n g i ¢kgmeti da kendi gorekeng bize bildirdi 6 November 3, 1945
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diplomatic notavaswelcomed as a positive development, @&svalso mentioned that the
U.S.and theU.K. were opposed to the idea of providing military bases that could put the

Mediterranean and especially Turkeyds se

"[...] This means that Britain, like America, rejects Soviet Russia's request to establish bases
in the Straits. Essentially, it was clear that Britain would not accept this Russian request.
Because the Soviet Union settlement in the Straits means thaig imildest definition,
landing in the Mediterranean. Once the Reds settled in the Straits, it is not difficult to predict
what will happen next, what political consequences, and even what disasters will happen in
the Near andheMi d d | e(CumausitetdNovember B, 1945).

Stating in the news that as agreed at the Potsdam Conference, the eyes tuheed on
SovietUnion after theU.S.and theU.K. diplomatic notes regarding their point of views
regarding the Straits conveyed to Turkey, it was also engaththat except for the report
published in Russian agency Tass @catober14, 1945 (see p86) no developments
reported from Russian official sources. On the other hand, stating that the silémee of
SovietUnionon this issuenainly stemmed frotearning the thoughts of other states and
looking for opportunitiesit was also emphasized in the report that this style of diplomacy

was a major obstacle to international cooperation.

On the other hand, in the report that the views of Turkey, the Usigtds and the United
Kingdom on the status of the Straits were summarized in three articles, it was also stated

that althougtthe SovietUnion preferred to remain silent, the issue was largely clarified.

i [ . -Turkey afireed for the amendment of thedlty of Montreaux, but only if it does not
harm Turkey's independence, sovereigngnd security. Turkey cannot accept an
international administration in the Straits, nor can it accept giving bases to Soviet Russia.

2- Even America favors amendments in 8teaits' present regime, but there is no reference

to an international regime in the American opinidhis state also refes to give bases in

the Straits, to others. She wants the amendments to be in line with Turkey's sovereignty and
security.

3- The Uhited Kingdom is contented with saying that it would participate if a conference

convened to amend the Montreaux Treaty and that she does not consent to the amendment

t hat woul d encourage the granting of bases t
November B, 1945).

In the news stating that the asserted opinions of the three states who were related sides of
the issue were covering the sovereignty rights, security, and future of Turkey, in exchange
of these opinions, it was underlined thabaisnot known if the SovietUnion would be

insistent about their base requests in the Straits. On the other hand, underlining that
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according to the general opiniaihe SovietUnion would keep her silence to save time
and look for opportunities in the face of this uncertainty, lastly, it was emphasized in the
report that, under the given conditions of the Straits, being supported by the Anglo

Saxons could be seenasignificantpolitical victory for Turkey.

Al . .. Today' s outl ook o fAmeribaes a&epted Tutkey'si ssue i
cause, which iahundred percent rightful. It would be a political victory for Turkey to ensure
the support of AmeuryetcNovemberd, 1846)i t ai nd ( Cu mh

As this report shows, satisfaction with the realizing foreign policy priorities aimed to give
the Straits issue an international character and consolidating the support of the United
States and the United Kingdom against Soviet demands began to appkas and
Cumbhuriyetby the end of November.

Following the British opinion regarding the Straitélus and Cumhuriyetshared the
developments in Iran with their readers along with their assessment of thawaitgd
American move against Soviet intervent®mn in Iran, on November72 1945. In the
report published simultaneously in both newspapers, it was stated that the American note
which suggestdthe withdrawal of the Soviet and British troops from Iran to be realized
on January 1, 194éstead of Mark 2, 1946 since the war ended earlier than expected,
forwarded to both stateth the same noteghe SovietUnion was asked to explain her

Iranian politics on the rebellion Northern Irare’

Evaluatingthe American note regarding the recent developments in Iran in his article
titted AKr a n o lramian even®0 p(blished inUlus on November G, 1945,
ProfessorNihat Erim expressed his pleasure for the proactivitytired Western allies

towards the ominous developmentsgighbouring and friendljran.

"[...] But the careful attention and determination of the governments of the United States and

the United Kingdom to give a diplomatic note, have eased the clouds of suspicion and anxiety

that are about to aggravate. Seeing the two Afgloon states maning towards the United

Nations ideal gi ves st rldusdovember 8,d94%).i ght t o hear

Underlining that the great responsibility falls on the shoulders of the great powers for the

realization and observance of the ideals of the United Nations in the last part of his article,

SUlusfAmer i ka, Kr ainRoudsa kkié tKan cairléinzé 0, NevemberZ, @5, i ni i st e
CumhuriyetfiAnglo-Sa k s o n liaki rKd ea nh ar & Kavéember g 2943 i | er
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Erim then pointed out that it would be appropriate to believettigathree great states
(the United States, the United Kingdom, and the Soviet Union), which have been in

dispute for some time, would eventually act in accordance.

In the last days of November, another news that drew attentiorwtsapublished
simultaneasly in Ulus and Cumhuriyeton November 9, 1945, was the interview of
Ambassador of Turkey to London® Cevat A- ¢l

In the news which Ambassador A-ékal énds
before the United Natian meeting in London were quoted, the statements of the
Ambassador on the duties agreed at the United Nations meeting for the establishment of

international peace and security were also included.

"[...] To establish security strictly, to lay one of therfpet foundations in order not to
challenge the ewhearted and malevolent people to resort again to the actions that led
humanity to thigecentbloody war.

We can be sure that the faith that the whole world attaches to the United Nations is as great
asthe desire for peace and happiness [.UJu$ & Cumhuriyet November 9, 1945).

I n addition to his statements indicatini
Nations organization like all peat®ving states, his confident answer to the question

about the Straits issue was also shared in the same news.

"[...] | do notthink Turkey has any concerns about this issue. This is an international issue
and there is no doubt that Turkey will be happy to take part in settlement of this matter when
the timecomes [...]" Ulus & Cumhuriyet November 2, 1945).

Following his statements, which underlines that the Straits must be handled as an
i nternational i Sssue, Ambassador A-ékal én
Turkishi British trade relations angsponse to the Armenian demands expressed by the

Soviet press were also shared with the readers.

Al . . .1 This [ Armenian demands] i s not an iss
Considering that Turkey is one of the few countries that has never puardwestile policy
against the Soviet Union, it is more or less strange to carry out these radio attacks. In practice,

8Ulus,NA - é k al &n 0, &lovenmber /a%;,CumhuriyetiLondr a Be¢yeéek EI -0 mi zi
basénéna Noavemives 8 1945
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it is more or | ess difficult Ulbtso& Cumhdriget st and wh
November B, 1945).

Ulus andCumhuriyet which published the interview of the prominent Turkish diplomat

M. Cevat A-ékalén in which he reflected
opinion towards the Straits issue and Armenian demands, with his answers to the related
questions, with their rekers on their front pages, continued to shape their editorial

framework in accordance with the priorit]

3.3.2. December 1945

In December 1945, it was observed thditis and Cumhuriyetwere more frequently
referring to the seriousness of the Soviet threat than in previous masths,Soviet
propaganda grew at home and abrdddreover,the events in Iran becanewenmore

serious.

Cumbhuriyet which shared the concerns of Reza Pahlthe, Shah of Iran, on the
diplomatic note othe SovietUnionto the Iranian government, in the news titfédr a n
kahé Amer i kaboda(fTheyplah af Eamrequesiecchelp feon Ameriga
on Decembed, 1945, asserted that Moscow asked Iranettbgnize the autonomy of

Azerbaijan Cumhuriyet Decembed, 1945).

Addressing these developments, which were followed with great attention by the Turkish
government and the public, in their report titilu sy adénén Krandédan i s
(Russian ambitions inlran wereunderstood)o published again in the headline on the

next day, Cumhuriyetalso included the prediction in their report that the Soviet
government would be satisfied if the Soviets were granted a proper oil concession or if

the Iranian government changed completeGufnhuriyet Decembe@, 1945).

On Decembe®, 1945 the Soviet resolutions on the migration thie Armenians living
abroad to Soviet Armeniand the opening of the National Assembly of Azerbaijan in
Northern IrandatedNovember 2, 1945 were shared by the Soviet radia line with
these resolutionsgCumhuriyetcontinued to share the exteof the Soviet threat that
reached before thEripartite Conference in Moscow, with its readers.



The authors o€umhuriyet who criicized the policy style athe SovietUnion with the
anonymously published article titlétB ar é k yakl akéyor mu@s Yoks
the peace approaching? Or is it going awggbn DecembeB, 1945,accused the Soviet

Union of being the reason ftine failure of the establishment of international peace for

almost seven months

Reminding that peace was delayed after the end of the First World War due to Germany's
unwillingness to sign the peace treaty, it was emphasized in the article that, after the
Second World War, peace was delayed again because of the conflict between the victors
of the war. Furthermore, the policy styletbé SovietUnionagain addressed as the main
reason for the conflict.

"[...] Everyone except Soviet Russia is no understhatithe prime suspect of this situation

is Moscow. Otherwise, all the Axis powers, especially |tatyo surrendered first, are thirsty

for peace. There is no doubt that the nations that constituted the Soviet Union also missed

and wanted peacélowever the comrades in Moscow think otherwise, and each day they
extend the issue by CumeudyetDecgmbeB, 1848w confl i ct [ .

In the same article, it was concluded that the United States and the United Kingdom made
great efforts to avoid csing a new world war, wheretige SovietUnion tried to adopt

their demands by taking advantage of this situation.

Based on this reality, addressing that the Council of the Foreign Ministers in London also
failed due to the same reasons, the desperaliegeef theU.S. President Truman
regarding the upcomingripartite Conference was also pointed out in the article. In this
regard, it was also stated that to expect positive results from this conference was

unwarranted.

Another ominous development that escalated tensions in the context of recent
developments has been the Tan Printing House Demonstrations, which occurred upon the
publication of an article titledd F r e e dch mi writén by Sabiha Sertebne of the
well-known leftist witers of the period in Turkeyn the magazine namddG®° r ¢.k | er 0
Undoubtedly, shortly after its publication, this artielassubjected to harsh criticisms

made by newspapers known for thaiffinity to the government, such &Hus and
Cumbhuriyet

10¢€



Withthe arti cl e wr i tt e n-onegfthéipposnmant anthoSBhhik t Y al
titlediKal kén Ey (Bé&upilovexsatftremotherland!)o, the total struggle

against the leftist and communist propaganda, which was allegedly pointed out in Sabiha
Sertel 6s article, was s t44al946,6lusandCumhutiyetwi n g

expressed their stances towards the issue.

Fal i h R @&lokagetedl tha statements of Sabiha Sertel in his articlefitiekdn
bir 0 t{Aa lgty tagtigod@ublished inUluson Decembed, 1945, refuted the heavy
criticism directed at the state, its institutipaad bureaucrats and accused Sabiha Sertel

and her husband Zekeriya Sertelrafitement to red anarchy

Atay defined the article of Sertel stating alleged corruption accusationswvérat
intervented by government members and close bureaucratics@ird®38 and 1939 as
corny and vulgar tacticand underlined that thesmwarranted claims that incriminate

state's institutions and bureaucrats would not be unreturned.

Atay also drew attention to the importance of the total fight against slanders thdt wo
lead the country into anarchy as a requirement of the struggle for democracy in the last

part of his article.

fi [ .One ¢f the most important points that we will pay the utmost attention in the
development of democracy, is to prevent this coufntm being drowned into anarchy by a
horrible period, in which those who attack honour and dignity are free and while these notions
are unprotectel  ( Allug, Pecembed, 1945).

Unl i ke Fal i h Reéef k ®lusACumhyriyedtargetédatiheeide@agicat 1 n
foundations behind these accusations instead of answering them one by one, with the
news titlediBi zi m yol dakl ar ni (Fealleour comaasds thiteve r i n i
their mask3o publishedanonynously, the harassments directed agamd#pendent and
selfcontained Turkey's democracy understandimgs criticized with severe words
(Cumhuriyet Decembed, 1945.

Concerningarticles published in magazin¥eni DinyaandG° r ¢, it Wvas stated that
the real intention of people who criticized democracy and freedom environment was

makingcommunist democra@ndred independencgominant over Turkeyand it was



underlined that people who were definedwasshippers of hammer and sickhere
trying to push Turkey under thMoscowlike regime

Al...] They do not 1| i ke democ r-eoctainedTorkishf r eed om
homeland. They want democracy and freedom to make this country and nation a prisoner of

a Mogow-like regime. What they waig even not communism, which is a social movement

that has never held on anywhere other than Soviet Russia; but it is imperialist Russian

B ol s he v iCumhurlyet Decemided, (1945).

As Cangil Ornek emphasized in her book, the threat and the deamsmat bySoviet
imperialism rather tharsimply anticommunisnOrnek, 2015, p.64), was emphasized in
the report It wasalsostated that even ithe SovietUnion, which was depicted as the
paradise of communism, the masses of the people lived hell, andetfare disparity

between the leaders of the party and the peopldrem&ndous

Stating that thigruel regime was intended to be adapted to Turkey in the last part of the
article, it was also emphasized that the Turkish nation's common sense waaildwot
it.

Al . .. 1] Here are our comrades who want to burn
regime. But the common sense of this nation is too strong to be fooled by the false democracy

and false freedom of those who want to drag themselves int h e  r(@uchhutiyet! | . o
Decembe#, 1945).

On Decembeb, 1945,Ulus andCumhuriyetpublishedhe demonstration§ &n Printing

House Demonstratiopoccurred on Decembdr, 1945 resulted in the rifling through

Tan, Yeni Diinya, la Turquieewspapers and magazines and Blwak Bookstorevhere

the books of Soviet literature was sold, by reflecting the approach of the Turkish
government regarding the matter while considering the possible impacts of events on

foreign policy.

Inthe news tiediD¢ nk¢ n¢gmayi K; Kk i gaz@eserdaydar eh
demonstration; executive offices of two newspapers weggastateyb shared on the

front pageof Ulus on Decembeb, 1945, the demonstration organized in front of the Tan
printing house by nearly two thousand university and graduate stwdémtse Turkish

FIl ag, Atatg¢rk and Kmweramentprmedt er s at their
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Details of how the events unfolded were shaaal slogans written on the banners

carried by the university youth who participated in the demonstration were noted.

"[...] Young people carrying pictures of Ataty
took part in front of the grouBesidesthe banners attached to the s
democrat so, ACurse you Sertel'so, fiLong Live
Turkeyo, AWe are neither fascist nor communi st
(Ulus, Decembeb, 1945).

On thesame day, in the news about the Parliamentary Group Meetihg GHP held

on Decembed, 1945, whichwas published inUlus, the remarks of the government
regarding the recent demonstrations in Istanbul were included. In the meantime, the
insults of these newspapers were statedmast significantincitement in these
demonstrations by the Parliamentary GroughefCHP. On he other hand, in the same
news, Prime Minister Sara-oj] | uwasfollowinggat e me
the issue with patience and catm enroot the concept of democraand that legal

actions would be initiated against those found guilty utitetaw®®

Cumbhuriyet which shares the developments related to the events in Istanbul with the
news titlediiUniversitegenclerinin diinkii n¢, ma y(Yestérday'slemonstration of the
university youth)o, included the evaluations expressed in Beliamentary Group
Meeting of theCHP on the subject such dtus (Cumhuriyet Decembeb, 1945).

On the other hand, in the report tittBlHa d i s e n i (Detailadf the dved, e
development process of the events in Istanbul and the fleweoits in Izmir were shared

with the readers. In the newswas statedhatt he peopl e o édfrdnzhai r wl
evening newspapers that theed publishing houseésin Istanbulwere destroyed, had
writtenAit hese ar e ¢ o0 mmuon postdrssof° d g anthYeni Dinyala d ! 0
was also underlined in the news that the young people whofaidriil to nationality

and democragcyindicated theisupport taheevents in Istanbul

A[...] The young peopl e o fondtionality and demdcacy,ar e st r c
say that if they were in Istanbul, the action they would take would be just like the university
student s h @snhunyetdDecembeb, 19450 (

®UlussiParti grubu toplantésénda t albelirtidko Decemmxy énl ar a
1945
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In addition to these reports, the statement given to foreign press mselmpéledim
Veysel Kl kin, General Direct@atetB. 1J.MQ rlegafdinge s s ¢
the events in Istanbul, on Decemided 945, was also published simultaneouslins
andCumbhuriyet The report stated that upon receiving information that the Tass agency
Ankara reporter was preparing to expose the events in Istanbuaas-Russian action

with the statement o thefddesgd pressit Was yemaked thikat k i n

everts did not have a fascist or affiussian nature aswasreflected®®

As can be seen from the reports published on the day after the evargsand
Cumbhuriyetevaluated the events with an approach within the framework determined by
the Turkish governménin this context, articles from magazines and newspapers were
determined as the cause of the events, and the attitude shown by university students who
attended to demonstrations were tried to be laid on the legitimate ground by defining them
as Kemalistpationalist and democrat young people. On the other hand, considering that

a misunderstanding in the international community regarding the cause of events could
put Turkey in a difficult position, publishing the announcement made bémeral
Director of Press and Publicatidbirectorate(B.Y.U.M.) by Ulus and Cumhuriyetwas

also a remarkable detail.

Subsequent to the decisions of the Parliamentary Group Meetitge &HP and the
comments made by the General Directorate of Press and Publication (B.Y.U.M.)
regarding the evaluations made by the Ta
new assessments regarding the events in his article dated Deéerh®4b, unddined

three basic points to eliminate misunderstandings about the events.

Atay stated that these events occurdeet tothe incitement of corrupt newspapers
without any prior preparation and that these incitements, vexignd to the honour and
integrity of individuals and institutionded to Turkey becoming more vulnerable to

external danger.

®Ulus,iN¢gmayi Kk hakkénda Tass muh a boiDedemie 1945 Endan - ek
CumhuriyetiTass aj ansé, td&Reeembed 19 z€Eeér |l anéyor
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Secondly, mentioning that the Turkish Grand National Assembly and the government
would notlet any unjuseventhough the reason was rightbgether with this Atay also
stated that senseless youth without any responas also worrisome as well as ones

trying to solve every problem agairibelaw during the development of democracy.

Finally, Atay mentioned that, contrary to the claimsh&f Tass agency Ankara reporter,
referring to any of these events did not happen against the foreign state, emphasized that
event were realized asresult of direct attack against national emoti@msl underlined

that fake news shouldot be shared for # sake of the wellbeing of relations between

stated?!

On the other hand, in his article titl8Bir hakikat ve bir GzUntU(A truth and a sorroWo
published inCumhuriyet Nadir Nadi evaluated the events in terms of freedom of
expression and national freedom and pointed out thestunacceptable to engage in
actions and discourses that contradict the values of the society in which they live and even

serve foreign ideolpes.

fiOne should pay attention to the great differ:
freedom. National freedom is essential for a society that understands its own self. Freedom

of thought must be in the service of national freedom. Only thevillihave a value. We

should be able to write without hesitation what we hear and think for the sake of the rise of

our nation, our peoples p r oang the prategtion of our country. No force should
preventusfrom adopting what we find appropriateaur intellectual structure within policy

regimes. However, since we are members of a particular society, it means not recognizing

the laws of nature to be connected to the opinions contrary to the existence of that society,
knowingly or unknowingly to ben instrument for foreign ideologies at the expense of

nati onal f r ee dCumhurfyetDecembeb, (MB).di , N. ,

Reminding again the limits of freedom of expression within the framework of the duties
and responsibilities imposed on journalists by the central authority, which Nilgiin Girkan
underlinedbefore(see p25), Nadi then stated that as long as the thougmsirged on
theindividual areg they would not be faced with any reactions from the pudbevever

he also asserted that in the opposite case, these thoughts could prepare the ground for

conflict within the society by various reflections.

61 Atay, Ulus, fiK s t addaki ngma yoi Decembe, 1945
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In addition to this fact, expressing his regret regarding the level that the demonstrations
in Istanbul have reached in the last part of his article, Bigoliessedhis wishes towards

the enlightened Turkish youth to control their nerves in all circumstairstead of
responding with brute force, which bgessedhe did not approve this behaviour, even if

it wasdiametrically opposed witthé national sentiments.

In addition to theAt ay andr Nadli és, Prime Minister

foreign journalists published in bothlus andCumhuriyetalsoattracts attention.

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which shared with their readers the interview of Prime Minister
Sargoj | u wi th members of 5 19%%regarding ghe latesh De
developments, gave separate explanations made by the prime minister regarding the

recent American and British proposals on the status of the $traits.

First, Prime Minister Sacaj lu's statements on the continuation of efforts toease
friendly relations witmeighbouringand friendly countries without any change in foreign
affairs were given in the related news, and then his statements on how the latest American

proposals regarding the Straits evaluated by the Turkish governmenguated.

"[ ... ] There is no doubt that the American view is worth considering as a ground for debate
and negotiation, to find the proper and timely examination of the forms and records of the
exercise. Of course, we are considering Amérisa p aiortin the ifupur@ tonference as
both an ardent desire of our government and a necessity. [...]" (Ulus & Cumhuriyet,
Decembes, 1945)

As Abidin Daver underlined in his article dated Noventhdr945, in which he evaluated

the American proposals regarding Baits(see p93-94), Saracplu made statements
supporting the call for the review of articles that could pose a threat to Turkey's security
and after taking both three country's offeesstated that exhaustive evaluation might be

much more relieving.

By December7, 1945, Falih fiBejkéeal &t ameOnthe i oé

Straits issugo in Ulusabout the statement given by Prime Minister §aghu to the press

2UlussfiBoj azl ar hakkéndaki Amerikan ve Kggnidei z tekl i
bildirdi 6 Pecembe, 1945;Cumhuriyet Bk bakanéén gazeteciBeejradllar dg¢r
meselesd PecembeB, 1945
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wasalsoremarkableAtay, who started his article by reminding American proposals were

first learned by the words of thé.S. Secretary of State J. Byrnes, moving through the
words of Prime Minister Sara-oj]l u, he wur
participate in an international conference on condition that Turkey's security and

sovereignty would not be harmed.

Pointingout that the position of the United Statedich prioritizes freedom, security,

and sovereignty in international affairsinforced the sense of trust in friendly countries

in his article, Atay stated that the Turkish government was very pleaseddhanited

States would attend this conference and emphasized that the issue now evolved into an

international subject.

af . .. ] For wus, it is no longer a question of t
of the issue of condition, now we hawetask of determining the conditions for the

international use of the two waterways according to the situation. Just as the Straits are an

integral part of the Turkish territory, Turkish security is also an integral part of the cause of

Turkish sovereigpt over t he SUlusaDedersbei], 1945).] 6 ( At avy,

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which published evaluations regarding comments of Prime

Mi ni ster Sara-ojlu on the | atest devel op
editorial writers and prominent international newspapers, started to give priority for news
regarding the developments in Iran dne newTripartite Meeting which would be held

in Moscow on Decembe, 194553

In the report titledii} - | er araséenda yeni(Towards a ke nf er
conference between the Big Thrgereceived from the British United Press and
published inCumhuriyebn Decembe8, 1945, it was stated that the American and British
foreign ministers would meet in Moscow on Deceml& 1945, with the proposal die
SovietUnion. On the other hand, stating that the situation in Iran was getting worse with
ead passing day in the report titlé&k r a n 6 d a(Thd sitnatiomin Iran)o, reviews

of the foreign agencies were includ€uMmhuriyet DecembeB, 1945).

3Ulus,fBoj azl ar; Bakbakamdadn ide Dpeembedyedf4s;Gumhuriyet
iBoj az | aro DeeesimeB, %15
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On the other handRrofessomMihat Erim, who made a situation evaluation over the news
recently publised in AngleSaxon media in his article titelBHey ecanl &€ vy ay
a r k a s(Eehirdl ghe exciting publicationg published inUlus on Decembe8, 1945,

stated thathe world was in severe political depression due to insecurity.

Al . .. I n our opinion, the dispute arises fro
amazing events we face today is the desire to defend. Any state, who does not feel secure,

tries to raise the walls to create medieval solitude inside and etitgorders in a manner

that seems safe to eUssWbDecembeB; 19455 ecurity [...]60

When the rebellion in Iran, the Chinese civil war, and the depression in Balkan states
evaluated all together, Erimvho stated that these problems weeeived from the same
source, underlined that to achieve the solution, first of all, the reasons that create distrust
should be get rid ofand after that, the base of consensus should be established between
two views. Erim complained that wortduldnotbe able to show the same success in the
field of spirituality and morality that shown in the technical fi¢ld warned that political
approaches based on defense or offense would eventually drag the world into an even
more devastating war than beforegdda prevent this pessimistic possibility, he called to

unite under the ideals of the United Nations.

Following these statements@fofessoNihat Erim,Ulus, which share®f the information

that the foreign ministers of the three great powers would meet in Moscow on December

9, 1945, displayed a sceptical approach to the new meeting, with a pessimism that was
given by old experience. F a tal attitude eflds,e At a
underlined in his article titledB ¢, y ¢ kK bi r «kKey u rfldhaimeptiagyttean t o
does not makeus hope for anything gregd that it would be baseless to attach great
hopes to the conference of foreign ministers to be converiddsnow, which he wrote

on December@, 1945.

Reminding the latest speech of teS. President Truman in which he said that issues
should not be discussed between three or five states but instead should be handled under
the umbrella of the United Nationms his article, Atay then stated that despite these

words the decision regarding the gathering of the foreign ministers of three major states

4Ulus,il - dék bakané Mo 9 Decenbéddl@45t opl anéyor
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in Moscow was surprising. From this point on, Atay questioned the reason why the three
would be meeting in Mos@oand concluded that this conference, as the previous ones,
would not go further than investigating whether there was a possibility of an agreement

between the Anglk®axons anthe SovietUnion.

Atay stated that Iran, Eastern Europe, Ballkeml Far Easssues would be on the agenda

of the conference in line with foreign media reports, and emphasizeduha! distrust

and conflict in the principles of peacshich constitute the common point of all these
issues, would determine the direction of the eosfice.Thus, emphasizing that these
contradictions would determine if the independent nations' regime or some of the great
powers' domination regimes would prevail, Atay then underlined that the principle of
prevention of dominance by one nation over hantwhich was accepted by all parties,

surprisingly shows differences in practice.

In the last stage, according to the author, it was claimed that the-8agtms would

share the secret of the atomic bomb wliaSovietUnion at the meeting in Moscoand

ask them to withdraw their attempts allegedly pursued their own security concerns, and
thus concluded that the main purpose of the conference was tahm&evietUnionto

common sense.

Ai[f...] So, the point i s pusuingdedirasthatareanlyfpr di scour
its own security, and to ensure that they have an equal place like everyone else within the
Uni ted Nat i diusDefember@ 1845 At avy ,

Atay acknowledged that the normalization could be achieved if this waslto be
realized, but argued that the Moscow Conference could not provide a consensus which

wascomprehensive enough to allow for achieving this goal.

Nadir Nadi, who accompanied Falih Réfkeée .
article titled Y e n i Mo s k o v &Newt Mogdova meeéng,e published in
Cumbhuriyeton the same day. Underlining that the hesitation and ambivalence were still
prevailing in world politics, criticized the Angi§axon policy towards Russia in light of

the recent developments.



Stating his astonishment like Atay, regarding thé. Secretay of State J. Byrnes'
statements indicating a new conference would be convened in Moscow, contrary to the
words of theU.S. President Truman in this article, Nadi then described the changing
decision of thdJ.S.in a very short time as a weakness in pofityle followed against

Russia.

Nadi acknowledged that the Ang&axors and the Soviet Union might have some
expectations from this conferentdeat came out frormowherebut stressed that the
outcome would not change unless a comprehensive agreeeremeached on the basis

of the problems, no matter how and where they were discussed.

The author pointed out that the sides were explicitly clear at the point reached, and argued

that the solution could only be reached through two ways:

Al . .. ] 1 Russiathathersecurity copstitutes an indivisible whole with the security
of the world.

2. To retreat stepy-step in front of the demands which were put forward by Russia with
secur ity c | &umhgriyefDecemberd, 1948)a d i ,

Nadisystematically stated that Angiaxons followed the second path when considered
within the frame of the latest developments, and this path would lead the world to

desperation and peace of balance

On the other hand, irhis article titled AA - é k k airf telr a(@perk camnls
conferencgo published inCumhuriyeton the same day¥, me r R é z state®thgt,r u |
as Atay and Nadi expressed before, it would be baseless to expect better results from
Moscow conference than previous meetings. In the meantien@so underlined that
focusing on clearing the fog between thggeatpowerss should be the most important

goal © o J rCurhhuriyet December @, 1945).

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which were agreed on that it was too optimistic to expect good

results from theTripartite Conference to be convened in Moscow, in addition to this

matter, which the international community was awaiting impatiently, also these
newspapers continued to share reports fronfdreagn pressregarding the Tan Printing

House demonstrations occurred on Decemdb&B45 with their readers.
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In this context, it was observed thdius andCumhuriyet which shared the assessments

of the France Presse and Tribune de Geneve regarding the eveatsidanllen December

9, 1945, tried to create an international legitimacy ground against the statements that
recently appeared in the Soviet media, and fascism accusations directed to Turkey

through these reports.

The Tribune de Geneve reported that the Rnsdemands on the Straits had a major
effect on the emergence of the demonstratigingl it was stated that the situation was

out of control with the emergence of other territorial claims as well as the Straits. France
Presse reported that the Russiae siohsidered the demonstrations in Istanbul as a fascist
and antiRussian action while the British indicated a concern that the Russian

interventionism irNorthern Iran might spread to Turkey as the reason for the évents.

In addition to the reports of thigibune de Geneve and France Presse, the reviews of the
Greek newspaperAkropolis on the subject were shared Wus and Cumhuriyeton
December @and 1, December 1945.

In the report of the Akropoligublishedn UlusandCumhuriyeton December@, 1945,

it was stated that upon the libellous accusations and insults put forward by some
newspaperghe nationalist Turkey who has a democratic regime that bears the mark of
the reformist Atatirknonsurprisingly witnessed a set of social demonstratiggsin,

in the same report, demonstrations in Istanbul were descrilaedeapression of national

rage®®

On the other hand, in another report of the Akropglidglishedn Ulus andCumhuriyet
on December 1, 1945, it was emphasized that Turkeyd ke conplete democratic

identity, as a response to a question whether fascism exists in Turkey or not. The Greek

85 Ulus, K s t admaki soh ngma yoi Decembe®, 1945,CumhuriyetiiTaleberymay i ki ne ver il ¢
manalard PecembeB, 1945

66 Ulus, AiYunanistandd a K s fdakimpmialy i kK | e r e doaDesemberddy18481Cumhuriyet

fiMilli hiddetin bir ifadesi 6 Pecember @, 1945
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newspaper also indicated tliae most significanproof for the forestated argument was

the radical revolutions realized during the early republpznod of Turkey’

It was observed thatllus and Cumhuriyet which shared the reports of the Greek
newspaper Akropolis in which they were reaffirming their reliance in Turkey, upon the
severe allegations of Russian newspaper Pravda claiming that the tatimrs in
Istanbul had fascist and antRussian roof$, took a tougher stance against those

accusations as of Decembdr 1945.

I n this context , vekReméntlytleniarthd dcaisatibdris afyfascism h o
claims against Turkey, in his article titlédl ¢ r ki y e 0 y e (Tdrkeyicanaotbed i | e
accusego written in Ulus on December 1, 1945, underlined how Turkey was fighting
against fascism by referencing a document sent byTHr@nd s$Nurnberg reporter

outlining the Nazi activities between 1933 and 1939.

ANurnberg reporter of Tanin sent a newly found
office, revealing activities between 1933 and 1939. According to this document, 2lee Na

found a solid foothold in Romania. In Irag, Azerbajjaand Afghanistan, the Nazi

organization has worked. the documentit says:fiOur work in Turkey has not provided a
success. 0Uljs.Decerhbérl (195 ay ,

Even though Atay accepted that financial relations between the years 1939 made
Turkey and Germany came close to each other, he also mentioned that with the treaty of
1939, Turkey showed the clearest attitude against the German threat in a pernod whe
Germany concuered tividdle Europe. Atay pointed out that Turkey directed its military

and political strategies such as the states positioned against Nazi imperialism during the
war, and emphasized that the events in Iraq, Syria,drahAfghanistanuring the most
intense periods of the war did not reach critical dimensions thanks to the resistance of the
Great Wall of Turkey.

In light of these historical realities, Atay argued that no false accusations could be made

against Turkey, whose allegian@ethe United Nations cause better understood in each

7Ulus, iT¢r ki ye hakkénda bir Yuwmacembgrd A®5,@umhiuryetn makal e s
AT¢rkiyed e f a ki z mo, DewambemE O&5r ?

%8 Ulus,iPr av dadn é n, Decemdk@Kkl948;CuenhuriyetiRus gazetel edinin sa
December @, 1945
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day passes, also stated that even these accusations were meant to continue, there would
be no doubt that these accusations served some secret purposes.

On the other hand, Abidin Daver, in his article jmghed inCumhuriyeton December2,
1945, expressed how freedom of expression was suppressedSiovietUnion, based
on the evaluations of the editorial writerBdnin H¢ s ey i n C,adgardingtfea | - ér

demonstrations occurred in Istanbul.

Indicating that a library managed by Soviet citizen in Istafibely oJ | u, whi ch
asacommunist propagandacentery H¢seyin Cahit Yal -én, w:
youth due to its open propaganda nanthisi vi t |

article asking that iiny antiregime journals were beirublished inthe SovietUnion

as published in Turkey. Answering Yal -én'
described the Soviet Union, where radio was connected to a centrah syslethe free
circulation of any antregime articles or cartoons never allowed, as a closed boxwith

foreign ideas could ever enter inside.

Emphasizing that the Turkish people lived in such an environment during the reign of
Sultan Abdulhamid, Davehén mentioned that the Soviet people, who were unaware of

the outer worldgonvinced that their rights were much better than other couftries

Following the criticism expressed by Atay and Daver against Russian propaganda
accusing Turkey of being a fascastd oppressive towards the freedom of expression, the
statements of a Greek magazine supporting the Turkish cause regarding the latest Istanbul

demonstrations were also publishedJins andCumhuriyeton December 3, 1945.

In the statements given the articleof the Greekweekly magazine Promahas, it was
stated that there was no suitable environment for the development of communism in

Turkey and that Turkish youth, who wetemmitted to the ideals of taking the country

% Daver,Cumhuriyeti He m Nal & n a ,Hi anp Mlé & Bdoentdar 2, H945
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forward and realizing its histrical destiny would never tolerate foreign movements

hostile to nationalism in their countriés.

Greece, which entered the restoration process with the end of the Second World War, has
been one of the most critical Balkan countries experiencing stratespiotes between
Anglo-Saxons andhe Soviet Union. When evaluated in this respect, it could be put
forward thatUlus andCumbhuriyetmight want to highlight the international nature of the
problem by focusing on the support messages emerging from aycthaitsuffers from

Soviet intervention against systematically implemented-Tuntkey propaganda of

Russian media after Decemi#g1945 dated Tan Printing House demonstrations.

Just days before the Moscow Confererdleis and Cumhuriyetbegan to expredheir
expectations about the conference again, attracts attention. In his articlélitlecten
b e k| e d\hHatwmexgect from the Big Thrg@published inJluson December4,
1945, ProfessorNihat Erim stated the expectationtbe Turkish Government fronthe
Moscow Conference and the pessimistic atmosphere in the first days of the conference

was beginning to cast away after the last news.

Stating that it was believed that the Moscow Conference, which was announced by taking
the chace of late beginning of the UN General Assembly, scheduled to be convened in
London in the second half of December, would eliminate the instability that has been
going on for six months, Erim also mentioned that Turkish government was also

supporting thes goodwishes for the peace and safety of the whole wdrld.

On the other handn his article titediMo s k o v a K (MostcavrCanfese@c®,
sharedunderthecolumnS i y a s iof Ckmhorgydion December3, 1945¥ mer Ré z a
D o ] painted out that a nepeace conference could be convened if desagents over

some issues werlved In themeantime he also stated that it would be wise not to

Ulus,iSon Kstimapiuk!| er i ne ddRZecembebdi 1945 ZwumhuriyetiiT¢rkiye bir
muci ze Yy arDRetemeadkl0sr o,
Erim,Ulus,il - 1 er den Bd Recemder 14i1945 z
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attach geat expectations to this conference upon the statementsdfSh8ecretary of
State J. Byrnes.

The aticle also listed the topics to be discussed at the Moscow Conference in the light of
the information received from London, while the expectations of different foreign sources

related to the conference were shared.

A[l...] Accor di nlgndonpamong the mam ssuesttesbe fliscusgad at the
conference are:

1. The Straits issue and relations between the Soviet Union and Turkey,

2. Iran issue,

3. Palestinian issue,

4. The question of controlling the atomic energy,

5. Far Eastern affairs,

6. The question of the administration of Germany,

7. Eastern Europe affairs,

8. Soutlast Europe, inotherwordsh e questi on oDfojtrGuehhuByatl k ans [ . .
December 5, 1945).

Dojrul t hen ment i orthe dase ohthehabosstatedrissuesctd B2 t h &
discussed, there would be no important issues left. On the othehesaldp mentioned

theopinion of the Times regarding the Straits issue

"[...] The Times, after noting the difficulty of reaching an agreetno® the Straits regime,
writes that AiBritain and America cannot all o
i ndependeDao g tCamhfriyet Dedembend, 1945).

In this article, where the expectations of the conference shared, it was poirtteat the

policy style of the AngleéSaxons towardthe SovietUnion would have a directimpact

on the outcome of the conference, and it was warned that the conference would be
unsuccessful if the soft policy style pursued agatmsSovietUnion until this day was
continued. In fact, this warning was taken one step further, and it was emphasized that if
the conflict could not be resolvetthe SovietUnion could lead the world into a new war,

as Germany did once.

In addition to these warnings, Fah Réf ké& At ay, wb.8.Seauretarynt ed
of State Byrnes and th¢.K. Secretary of State Bevin were facintpa accomplibefore

the conference, in his article titledMo s k o va K ¢Moscew Gonferenc®
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publishedin Ulus on December @, 1945, and he mentioned the important roles
undertaken by these two statesm

In his article, Atay also pointed out that the outcome of the conferemiglel determine
the peace system in the world, and stated that two kinds of peace systems could be

mentoned under the current conditions.

"[...] There are two peace systems: one is the separation of the world into zones of sovereignty

called security among the great powers, which we think has vanished with the Nazi and

fascist dictatorships. The secondhs brder of freedom and equality, which is based on the
unconditional possession of all nations' own land and rights, and we wish that a new step has

been taken in Moscow towards the elimination of the actions that prevented the latter from
happening. This s t he only good news weUlesxDegoemober f r om Mo
16, 1945).

Stating that two kinds of freedom and two kinds of democracy would drag the world into
a permanent war environment if the wonldredivided into sovereignty regions between

the great powers, as stated in the first option, Atay then emphasized that to eliminate this
possibility, the ongoing disputes between the countries that based on distrust should be

resolved.

"[...] One voice reaabs to Moscow from all nations of the world: Agree to end the unique
tragedy for the sake of the freedom of nations with a peace that gives nations their freedom
and ensures its Utug Decembhend 1945).[ . . . ] 06 (At ay,

In this periodwhen the wdd closely followed the results of the Moscow Conference,
news about the conferenaes well as news about three related issues that would affect
the course of TurkisRussian relations, began to appeatllns and Cumhuriyet The

first of these issuesasthe transfer of Armenians abroad to Soviet Armenia, wivah
become apparent with the initiatives of the Armenian National Committee at the San

Francisco Conference.

Although November 2, 1945 dated Soviet government decision on the migration of
Armenians living abroad to Soviet Armenia was learned through Soviet radio broadcasts
on Decembe@, 1945, the invitation was not immediately shared with the Turkish public.
Cumhuriyetwhich addressed the issue in accordance with the communiqué (Erkin, 1968,

p.2742 7 5) prepared by Prime Minister Sar a-
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newspapers, as referred by Feridun Cemal Erkin, shhedftrst report regarding this
issue on Decembe#d11945.

In this report, which was shared with the tifi® u s y agibmela isteyen Ermeni
v at an (Aameniaa citizens who want to go to Rusgdn Cumhuriyebn December
14, 1945, it was stated that upon the invitatiorthef SovietUnion, about 200 Turkish
citizens of Armenian descent, who wanted to go to Arméaidregistered in the Soviet

Consulates@Qumhuriyet December 4, 1945).

In the news titlediRusy ady a gi t mek i st ey(stanbulikest anb
Armenians who want to go to Rus3@ which was shared i@umhuriyeton the next

day, it was stated that 6@ 70 people applied to the Soviet Consulate, and it was
emphasized that most of these people viardly dressed, shabby and vagabomte

report also included the words of respected Armenian citizens praising Turkey, in return
for theunqualified anduseless Armeniangho applied to the Soviet Consulate to go to
Soviet Armeniastating that their home country was Turkey

Ai[...] By t he wa yThisiBthe honitafanme and nyaayrof ng/ esteeimed fi
Armenian friends | know. In this free coty, anyone can go anywhere. As for me, | will not
move from my place because | know that | will not fithe freedom that | have here
anywhere. o [...]0 51¢4b)mhuri yet, December 1

After Dr. Nazaretyan, the statements of the headmaster of the BeZeryanian High

School and the attitude taken by the Armenian Catholic Patriarchate regarding the issue
were also mentioned in the repdtinally, it was stated that those who applied to leave
the country in a manner contrary to the procedures withouureedo the Turkish

authorities would be denationalized from Turkish citizenship.

In the report titlediT ¢ r ki yedden Rusyabya (Agmehianewho i st e
want to go to Russia from Turkgy published inCumhuriyeton December 7, 1945, it

was stated that the Turkish government would nsakeralpolitical attempts against the
irregularities mentioned in the report dated Decembe 945, in the meantime, it was

also specified that these attempts would not be aimed at keepsegvtho wanted to go
(Cumhuriyet December 7, 1945).
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After the informative news on Decembet, 115, and I of 1945, about the Armenians
who wanted to go to Soviet Armenia, the first comprehensive review of the issue was
published inCumhuriyeton Decembel9, 1945. Abidin Daver, who evaluated the issue

in his column titediHe m Nal é n a didrew atidéibnaorthe two fronts of the

issue in his article and detailed thém.

Ai[...] There are two fronts to this issue:

1. The Soviet Union, like TsaridRussia, wanted to use the Armenians as a political
instrument by playing the role of patron of the Armenians;

2. The Invitation and registration of the Armenians in Turkey as if they were Russian
citizens by the Soviet Consulate, without feeling a netyefsi a meeting and agreement
with the Tur ki sh dComhariyehpDeeemlterd[1945). ] 6 ( Daver,

Daver, who first evaluated the issue through Soviet imperialism, as he mentioned in his
article dated SeptembeR,21945, emphasized th#te Soviet Union, just like Tsarist
Russia, was taking the role of patron of Armenians and using them as leverage against
Turkey (see p77-78). Fromthis point on, Daver claimed thidite SovietUnion intended

to take back the provinces of Kars, Ardahan, and Artvin, which had been left to Turkey
under the 1918 Treaty of Breisitovsk and the 1921 Treaty of Kars.

Secondly, Daver mentioned the political and diplomatic problems caused by the issue in
pradice and underlined that the fact that those who want to go to Soviet Armenia
registered directly through the Soviet Consulate without recourse to the Turkish

authoritiesdamages the law and courtesy between the two countries.

After focusing the two frontsf the issue mentioned above, Daver called on the prominent
persons and press organizations of the Armenian community to enlighten Armenian

citizens, referring to the words of the Moscow correspondeReafes.

"[...] As our friend wrote, it is importarto remember the following important point: There
is away to go there, but no way to return. Because those who live in the communist heaven
are not allowed to leave.

The task of enlightening his descendants in this matter will be relied upon by the Armenian
press and it s Cdmhgriyet Deaembeeds1®45) Dav er ,

2Daver,CumhuriyefiEr meni st anéa jDecamlderQil846eyenl er
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As can be understood from the statements of Abidin Daver, the policy of ignoring adopted
in Cumhuiyet was gradually replaced with a more offensive poligcause in the early
days, while emphasizing that the majority of the Armenians who applied to Soviet
Armenia consisted of unqualified and useless people, it was emphasizétetbavas
nothing bst and the statements of Abidin Daver who stated thaliving standard in

the SovietUnion was worse than that describéd it can be understood from his call to

the Armenian community leaders was observed that this attitude started to change

recently.

The second of the topics frequently featured Gomhuriyetduring the Moscow
Conference was the development process of the events in Iran. After the decision was
announced about the opening of Thaiblzal Assembly of Azerbaijan iNorthern Iran

in through the Soviet radios on DecemBget 945, the Iran issue, whigtasbecome one

of the subjects that the international community closely follows, especially the Moscow
Conferenceentereda new phase \h the establishment of the Azerbaijan government

on Decemberd, 1945.

Cumhuriyet which brought this development to its pages with the title of
fAAzer baycandda bi(Agorenkentad fornked in AzZerbaijanon
December @, 1945, according to sources in Tehran, a cabinet of 10 people was
established in Northern Iran, and expressed that all ministries, except for the Ministry of
Defence and Ministry of Foreign Affairs, were covered by this cabinet. On the other hand,
the sarme report stated that the rebels wanted to be recognized lasahgovernmenof
Azerbaijan, and underlined that the rebels who stated that they would recognize the
Iranian flag and the Shah, wanted to collect their own ta@emburiyet December @,

1945).

The report, which was shared with the tiiler a n  p a r (fraa Is &aling ppaurt)o
on December 9, 1945, emphasized that the growing Kurdish rebellion in Gian
province reached a more dangerous level than the isd@tinern Iran. It waseported
that the guerrilla partthatsupported Russian occupation forces 29 years ago was back

in action It was alsocommented that the Iranian government, which could not even



capture a parliamentary majority in such an environment, was facipgssible

revolution.

On the other hand, according to the information received from Tehran, although the newly
formed Azerbaijan government did not establish the Ministries of Defense and Foreign
Affairs and stated that even they would adhere to the Iranoastitution in these two
fields, it was mentioned that they sent representatives to Moscow from day one.

It was also reported in the news, while the statements of the American officials related to
the subject were also included, it was stated thdt/i8eSecretary of State J. Byrnes and

the British Foreign Minister Bevin faced a newf a i t a at ahe nvimdcowo
ConferenceQumbhuriyet December 9, 1945).

Besides the fact that Armenians living abroad were invited to Soviet Armenia and the
Iranian eventsbecame more and more alarming, the developments that marked the
Moscow Conference were undoubtedly | ed b
N . Ber dzenittediiTlgir' ks yadtyiec lkear K éa kyka&@ablat t al ¢
our legal demands agast Turkeyo published on Decembeddl 1945 ( Hasanl
p. 238).

The first reactions from the Turkish government to this article, published in the most
prominent Soviet newspapers such as Pravda and lzvetsia on Dec@nmiti#ts came

f rom Ge n e KasabekirKa\eteran of the Turkish War of Independence, and
Foreign Minister Hasan Saka. On Decembkrl®45,Cumhuriyetshared the statements
made by Karabekir and Saka in the Turkish Grand National Assembly with its readers
with the titlefiMecliste Ris istekleri meselesi’gr ¢ k ¢Ihedsgue of Russian demands
was discussed in the Assemjalyand again on the same day, in the report tiied ] u k

b i aka! (A cold joke)o summary of the article of the Georgian academics in question

was shared with th&urkish public.

Especially in the shadow of the TurkiRussian relations, which have been tensed a lot
after the Tan Printing House demonstration in Istanbul, it was underlined in the news that

Gener al Kazém Karabekir' s ietdemandsivhickweree pr o :
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getting increasingly serious and threatening, were met with great enthusiasm by the MPs

in the parliament.

Af...1 "If the information we recmreighbaud from f
in the north has some requests from us. The whole world should know that the Straits are the

throat of the Turkish natigrand Kars plateau is the backbone. It is in the interests of both

states to become fr i en@uwnhuayetdecentber? é9®.i n f r i ends

Af ter Gener al Kazéem Karabekir's stat eme
territorial integrity cannot be considered separately, the same news also stated that
Foreign Minister Hasan Saka emphasized that Turkey was always feadie
reconstruction of Turkish Russian friendship by drawing attention to Turkey's foreign

policy approach that prioritizes international peace.

Al . .. ] iWe want t o,ardeve Viorkifoetimatd Ow goal is,tahiourggledt st at e s
commandess a i Rlg a ciie a't home, f-rera cow oni, we will puesuewoorr | d o0 .
national policy of not wanting anything from anyone and not giving anything to anyone, as

we have pursued so far. Even the Soviets' failure to renew the existing friendship and non
aggression agreement betweerhas not reduced our friendship desires and ambitions. We

are always ready to renew &onthurigetDeeemigrt2hen t hi s
1945).

I n addition to the speeches of General K
official view of Turkey in the face of recent developments, on the sam&dayhuriyet

shared the report titleldlS o ] u k akdd {Arcoldqoke)) avith its readers, in which the
important parts of the article published by the Georgian academicians underlined

(Cumhuriyet December 2, 1945).

In the section quoted from the article, it was claimed that the Turks and Iranfams

were accused of assilaiing the Georgianshared the territory of Georgia through an
agreement signed between them, so it was statedalihtite Lazistan, including the
provinces of Kars, Ardahan, Artvin and O
Giresun which were dégedly within the borders of the Kingdom of Georgia in 987, were
wanted back. On the other hand, the same section argued that the rigbtSedrgians

who fought for international interests on the contrary to Turkey, which was accused of

supporting fasist Germany in the Second World War, should be given back.



The report also stated that this article, in which accusations targeting Turkey were
frequently mentioned, was shared with the American and Bfitishgnministerswho

were in Moscow for th@ripartite Conference.

Following the publication of the article written by Georgian academicians with the
Turkish public,Cumhuriyetoegan to carry the reactions and criticisms of Western press
agencies regarding the issue on its pages as of Dece®)ld€4% and in this context, it
published a report titledKkonf er ans T¢r k Rus (Coefegemdee si n
discusses the Turkish Russian isgoe which included the assessments made in the
American and British press on the possible effects of the Gearlgiems Cumhuriyet
December 2, 1945).

First, The Times reported that these demands put forward by Georgian academics could
put the Soviet Union in a difficult position in the matter of amending the Montreaux
Convention, which was scheduled to be discussed at the Moscow Conference. In the same
assessment, it was noted that these demands coincided with the criticisms directed against
Turkey in theSoviet press, and it was underlined that they were heavier than all the

demands that had been forwarded to Turkey so far.

Then the welknown commentator of The Daily Herald, William N. Ewerssessment,
stated that although the Soviet government did engtlicitly support the article of
Georgian academicians, the fact that two official Moscow newspapers devoted four

columns to this article was a remarkable detail.

Finally, in the same report, a United Press article including remarkable reviews of M.
Karl Mundt, one of the members of theS. Foreign Affairs Commission, who visited

Turkey and Russia in the summer of 1945, was shared. In the article, M. Karl Mundt's
statements which the effectiveness of the United Nations would be questighed if
SovietUnion made an official attempt on these demands were quoted, and his impressions

t hat he gained from a meeting with Presi
regarding the Turkish Soviet relations, were also given.

Al . . .1 i Mundt visitad Tdirkey in shé sumrheg Prestdent In6nl told him
ambiguously about some Russian wishes and that Tuvideje knowing that a victory
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against Russia could not be hoped for, woul d
(Cumhuriyet December 2, 1945).

Besides these statements, according to the information stated in the same article from an
unnamed source, it was stated that the Turkish General Staff has for some time been afraid
of a possible Russian intervention in the port of Trabzon and its sumgsnénd as
evidence for this, it was stated that the Turkish army was still kept in the order of warfare,

even though the wavasover.

In addition to the reviews made by the American and British press regarding the Georgian
demands andhcreasingly stri@med Turkish1 Russian relations, on the same day, the
editorial tittedATurk T Rus dostl uj unu t ekeway todhwildma n & n
Turkish T Russian friendshipo publishedanonymouslyin Cumhuriyet stands out as

offering comprehensive and criticabaluations on Turkish Russian relations.

In the article, it was stated that, after the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of
Neutrality and Friendship in March 1945, despite all the friendly attempts of Tineey,
Soviet Union took a hostile appmach. However, it was also emphasized that the

subsequent Soviet moves brought the relations between the two countries to a stalemate.

In this context, firstlyit was stated that the proposals put forwardhg/SovietUnion

for the renewal of the TurkisRussian Friendship Treaty damaged Turkey's faith in
Russian friendshipin April 1945, the Soviet Union began to incite the separatist
Armenians and then sent a note to the Turkish government regarding the Tan Printing
House incident in December 1945 indlame the tension between the two countries, and
the fact that the Soviet Union now supported the Georgian demands has been criticised

with allusive statements.

fi [ .the Sdviet[Uniohnow wants Georgia to be given the Turkish territory that extends all
the way to Giresun by provoking the Georgians. At this rate, it should be no wonder that the
people who live along the Angara River in Siberia are also provoking Ankara to ask them to
d o s o CumhuriyetDécentber 2, 1945).

In the course of these ents, the article shows as a reason of the breakdown of the

friendship between the two countries ttregSovietUnion, which emerged strongly from
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the wars in Asia and Europe, began to act with imperialist ambitions just like its
predecessor, Tsarist Risssand thus Turkey became an obstacle to these imperialist aims.

Al . . .1 The Soviet Uni on, in the weast of Eur c
governments subject to its orders based on the Red Army, has deviated to realize its ambition

to land inthe Mediterranean and wants to demolish the Turkish Great Wall, which is the only
obstacle to its | andi Nognhame/ Cumhuriyet Dbtermdbert2er r anean
1945).

After these evaluations, at the end of the article, the constructive and friendly approach
of the General Kazem Karabekir and For ei
Turkish i Russian relations under the shadows of Ititicrous claims of Georgian
professors were mentioned. After all, it was also emphasized that the only condition for
the reestablishment of the TurkigRussian friendship was the withdrawal of the Soviet

demands.

af . ] I f we consider the soMastowgwesupfts t he mat
desire to ask for a base in the Straits, that is, having an eye on Istanbul, and to take over the

Turkish territories starting from Kars, Ardahan, Artvin to Giresun, there will be no obstacle

left to the return the friendly relationssAong as Soviet Russia continues to follow its path

today, it will never gain Turkey's friendship. Because we do not want anything from anyone

and we are deter mi ned nQuinhutiyetDegember2 EOA5).t hi ng t o

3.3.3. January 1946

It was observed that the developments of December 1945, which constitute an important
turning point for TurkiskRussian relations, especially the issue of Georgian demands,
continued to appear in the newspaperdlos andCumhuriyein the first month of 198

with the same seriousness and concern. From this point on, it is seen that until the United
Nations General Assembly, which was to be convened in London on January 10, 1946,
Ulus and Cumhuriyetfrequently sharedeportson three closely related topicshese

reports can be listed as reports on the Moscow Conference results, national and foreign
press reports on Georgian demands, and expectations from the UN General Assembly

meeting to be held in London.

The first comprehensive evaluations of the results of the Moscow Conference, which was
closely followed by the Turkish public with the hopes of a peaceful resolution of the

issues iNNorthern Iran and the immediate elimination of disputes deemands offte
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SovietUnion fromTurkey, began to be sharedUius and Cumhuriyetin the first days

of the new year.

UlusandCumhuriyefpublished assessmentsBrftanova andReutes regarding the talks

bet ween Cevat A-ékal én, T u r kBeitish Minist&rmob a s s a
Foreign Affairs Bevin on the return of the Moscow Conference, with the readers on
Januaryl, 194673

According to the Britanova agency's news that both newspapers shared drotteir

pags , British Foreign Minister Bevin's mee
arrived the country and consulted on ongoing issues were considered as an evidence of
the urgency and concern of the situation in the TurkiBlussian relations. On the eth

hand, the same report emphasized that although the governments of Ankara and Moscow
intend to maintain tranquillity, the propagandists of the two countries pose an obstacle to
this intention, and therefore the process reached a complete stalematepdiealso
expressed concern over statements about the Turkish nation's readiness to fight against
Russian demands, which becamenore significanproblem along with the claims of

Georgian academars.

"[...] For today, the Russia@nTurkish issue is i complete stalemate. The Russian press is

indeed asserting unacceptable demands, and Turkish newspapers are not hesitant to say that

if Russia insists on their dedha&Cmhuriyethe war ¢
Januaryl, 1946).

In the repat, which included the evaluations of tliReutes besides the Britanova,
regarding the results of the Moscow Conference, it was stated that many issues such as
Iran, the Near Eastand the Middle East, especially the Turkish issue, couldbaot
resolved atthe conference. In addition to these, tReutes report, which provided
detailed observations on issues of primary concern to Turkey, emphasized that the issue
of the amendment of the Montreaux Convention, as well as the demands for Kars and

Ardahan provinces were not negotiated at tAeipartite Meeting.

73 Ulus, NArazi istekleri; Mr. Bevin d ¢n Londradda B¢y¢kelcimizle gorék 40, Januaryl, 1946;
CumhuriyetiRus i st ekl er i i 6 UanuahlolBdér adda endi Ke
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On January?, 1946,Ulus and Cumhuriyetshared with their readers the statements of
Ambassador A-ékal én, who answered the q
Chronicle and expressing sorrow over the results of the conference, following his meeting

with theU.K. Foreign Minister Bevin, withauadding any commerit.

In an interview published on thieont pages of both newspapers, it was stated that
Ambassador A-ékalén shared the deep sorr
any improvement in the Iranian issue at the conference, anteg@ant the importance

of a constructive solution of the Iranian issue for the security of the Eastern Mediterranean
andthe Persian Gulf, especially Turkey. In the news, it was underlined that Ambassador

A - é k avhoamswered to the question raised by the reporter of The New Chronicle
about the repercussions of the Turki®bssian affairs in the conference by stating that

he issues discussed at the conference were not directly related to the future of the relation
between the two countries. Furthermore, it was also stated that despite his regret that
important issues were not discussed, the partial agreement reached by the major states

could be beneficial for everyone.

Statements of the Amieawplanatiors regalingtheaptesent , W
situation of the TurkistRussian relations, indicating that the deteriorated relations
betweerthet wo countries did not derive from Tu
denied supportinthe SovietUnionas wdl as Allied states, when the historical realities

examined, were also included.

It was also stated thathi t he | ast phase of the inter
mentioned the principles of Turkish Foreign Policy and stated that Turkish foreign policy
was based on the principles of establishing sustainable friendly relationhe&bviet

Union and the United Kingdom, which were of great importance for the security of

Turkey and the Near East.

7 Ulus, fiLondra B¢yékelgimiz diyorki: T¢r ki y e o | priarkesefelersmimeniia k ak a et me k
beyhude ®&Jasuar® HI4&CumhuriyetiRus t al epl er i davasénén hal
January?2, 1946
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I n addition to the statements made by .
Cumbhuriyetalso covered the developments in th&. on the same day, with a report
ttlediMos kovadéda | -1 er bi z i(Whatdid thenBiginteee talk Kk o n
aboutusin Moscow?o0. In this report, the explanation given by British Foreign Minister

Bevin about the Moscow Conference at the Cabinet meeting chaired by Prime Minister
Attlee was mentioned. The report stated that Bevin shared with Cabinet members his deep
regré on the interruption of the negotiations on the Iran issue and that after the
consultation on the Turkish Russian issue, British Cabinet members began to be
concerned about the severe reactions that had already started to appear in the Turkish
press irresponse to the Russian demar@isnjhuriyet January?, 1946).

The reports include severe reactions, which were also brought to the British cabinet's
attention,began to appear dlus andCumhuriyetsince the last days of December. The
Soviet demands, wtih were set forth firstly at the Molotevarper talks in June 1945,

after the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendship in March
1945, caused a severe reactioth@Turkish public with the allegations put forward by

the Georgan academicians. In fact, reports in which regional and local newspapers
affirmed their support and confidence in the central government and expressed their anger
and criticisms against these demands were shatgligand Cumhuriyef uncommonly

in betwea June 1945 and December 1945.

In the report which was shared with the tiiRus i st ekl er i Trabzo
asabi yet | (Busdaa demantisaverelinget with great anger in Trabzadn Ulus

on December 2, 1945, the reaction of the people of the region against the Georgian
demands which were referred in the local newspaper natakkdn Trabzon province,

was included. In this report, which was shared on ftbat page of Ulus, it was
emphasized that Turkeyasan indivisible whole within the borders of national oath and

that the Turks would defend their homeland till the end, as the inheritors of Atattirk. On
the other hand, a point in the way the news is transmitted comes to the fore; the report of
local navspapemHalk was shared iJluswith an image from Trabzon province, with the
noteina view from Trabzon, which is Turk to
hi story is Tur k, af(Ulds Detembef2ul®dd) e wi | | be
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In addition to this example from December 1945, it was observed that suchlike news were
frequently published in the early days of January 1948lus and Cumhuriyet On
Januaryl, 1946,Ulus andCumhuriyetpublished reports retrieved from foreign sources,
regarding the results of the Moscow Conference, as well as the protests against recent

Georgian demands in Zonguldak and Ordu provinces.

In the report shared idlus on Januaryl, 1946 with the titlefiGuling iddialara cevap:
T¢e¢rkiyedni n  ktoprak worcie yokbur(Answkr dorthée kidiculous claims:
Turkey owes no one a single piece of [gogdit was stated that many workers, tradesmen
and professional groups in Zonguldak province, especially members of the party
organization of the CHP and the administrative board of people's houses, reaffirmed their
loyalty to the statesmen with a telegrdrayt sent. The contents of this telegram were also
shared in the news that the people of Zonguldak were ready to fight till the end to protect
the homeland and independence, if necessary, under the command giiethieieaders

and the glorious Turkish ftaagainst the territorial claims over the Turkish landkg,
Januaryl, 1946).

On the other hand)lusandCumhuriyea | s o s hared the article
served as mayor of Ordu province for a period. In the article, which firstly published i
the local newspap@&iurses Gursoy reflected the reaction and determination of the people
of Ordu province against these territorial claims. In his article, for whatever reason or
motivation, Glrsoy emphasized that even a single span would not be gigegadane
unless the land of the homeland from the eastern borders to the \Basitsvered with

the body of twenty million Turkand emphasized that thegnsidered dying with honor

for this purpose as the beginning of eternal fffe.

Following the simutaneous publication of the criticism and reactions expressed in the
local press against Georgian demands in Trabzon, Zongald&kordu provinces idlus

and Cumhuriyet Cumhuriyetcontinued to cover the ongoing protests in Canakkale,

S Ulus, iG¢léng iddialara cevap: Terkiyed i n ki mseye bir kao8auatlppr ak b
1946;CumhuriyetfiG¢rce i ddi al d&ra doar dduer i n o dahuard,1946 y andér d é
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Hatayand Aydén provinces as well as in Sg¢r

days.

In the report titlediYurtta asabiyet ve heyecan devam ediyAnger and excitement
continue at homgo published inCumhuriyebn Januarg, 1946t was stated that dung

the protests held against Georgian demands; people reminded the victory of Canakkale to
those who claimed rights over Turkish lan@s the other hand, it was also underlined

that the people of Canakkale stated their readiness to make all kindsifafesaon the

path to independence that initiated by Atatirk and Inénu. In the same news, developments
regarding the protests that took place in Hatay, which joined the homeland or3July 2
1939, were also shargahd it was stated that the people of Hatiagnted that the whole
Turkish nation was ready to be set on fire for a single span of Turkish sod rally that

held Cumhuriyet January2, 1946).

On the next day, sharing the news regarding the protests organized by the peoples of
S¢rmene éandiGéalrd c fivartta inial velasabiyie(éndignationlared

anger at homg Cumhuriyetouched that on Janua®y about 5,000 people in Sirmene
district held a public demonstration to protest against foreign demands on Turkish lands,
ontheot her hand, stated that 4,572 people
emphasi zes their unwaver i ngCunbunystiJdnumaegnt t
3, 1946).

OnJanuary, 1946, Cumhuriyet whi ch carried t he ppaged est s
with thenewstitled fiYurtta infial (Indignation at hom@o, featured an article written by

Raif Aydojdu, the mayor of Aydmladdifontovi nc
the words of Aydoj du, whofi sttt amefalwatdhgau t
prepare the ground for an Eastesnt y | e n e thedrticleawrittea byojournalist

Hi kmet k©°Il en i nDo jph,avasistaredii thersaane eod. ndis article,

he emphasized that Turkeyasno longer a country open &xternal effects like the last

days of the Ottoman Empire and that the noble children who unite under Atatirk's flag
and ideawerethe sole owners of the land of the homelabdrhuriyet Januaryt, 1946).



Cumbhuriyetwhich expressed the reactions andgsts of the people of Aydin regarding

the Georgian demands through the article
the article ofProfessorYavuz Abadan tittediHa k v e  k(Ehe gafh ofyratH and
honour)o on the same day. Abadan, who drewrdtta to the sacrifice and determination
shown by the Turkish nation in the War of Independence, emphasized that this nation,
which never left the path of truth anlkonour, would stand against all kinds @in
imperialist threat as amdivisible andinvincible forcejust like it did 25 years ago
(Abadan,Cumhuriyet Januaryl, 1946).

In addition to these reports publisheddomhuriyet a program dated Janua3y1946,
broadcasted by Ankara Radio in several foreign languaggading English relatetb
Georgian demands, sharedWiys on January, 1946, is also notablé As stated in the
telegram sent by.S.Ambassador to Ankara Edwin C. Wilson to his superiors on January
4, 1946, the radio broadcast emphasized that the Georgian demands cohsidted/o

tale (FRUS, vol. VII, 1946, p. 806) and that the audience could confirm the allegations

from any sources.

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which carried the rising reactions and criticisms from all over
Turkey against the Soviet pressure increased recentlly the territorial claims put
forward by Georgian academicians, also featured the articles of respected Turkish
historians during the same period. This news and articles, wigcdclosely related to
recent developments such as motherland awareness iifuttkish history and the
inconsistency of the Georgian demands, which were claimed to be based on historical

realities, were published ldlus andCumhuriyeton Januarg, and4, 1946.

The first example to be given to the articles published in thiegbmasthe article titled

AT ¢r k tari hinde A/ Mu(Candegtersofii$asredt motherland im k ki s |
Turkish history)o written by Turkishhi st ori an and Tur kol ogi s
Cumbhuriyeton January, 1946.

78 Ulus, fiTarihi hakikat: G ¢rce, ma s al @ n é n oplanassyd, 1846 d i r ?
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Explaining the Turk§ d e vtotheir matherland for centuries through symbols and
beliefs in his articleProfessorK af esoj |l u emphasized that t
characteristics of the Turks, one should look at the two thousand years of the Turkish

history and sociological stcture.

Ai[f...] We are also witnessing this |love of mo
which our ancestors raised the greatness to the religious level. According to them, the
mot herl and was considered a dividme being, or r

The unity of faith here and hundreds of others like that are enough to shoprdaiivalthe
concepts of their ancestors are in the for ma
( Ka f e €wrnhdriyetJanuans, 1946).

Foll owi ng | h'sr@rarksabdubhbvetised jirkish society mobilized against
the territorial c¢claims targeted th@Glecir mo f
tarihinin i¢ ylzu nedir?(What is the inside story of the Georgian histo)g?published

in Cumhuriyeton Januarp, 1946 was also notable due to including statements to rebut

the claims of Georgian academicians.

Started his article by questioning the Georgian history whether it was as stated or not,
Deveciojlu then began t oureoxGeorgiamier draviag d e m
attention to the importance of the Caucasus, the museum of peoples and languages, one
of the two passages that played a major role in connecting Europe and Asia (the others

werelstanbul and the Straits).

The author, who claintethat Georgians were not even aware that they were called
AGeorgiano, stated that the people callec
of seven communities, shared the latest population distribution of these seven

communities according togent research, with readers.

A[l...] According to the | atest statistics, the
Population Community name

480,000 Georgians

500,000 Imeretians

100,000 Guris

70.000 Chechens

11.000 Pshavis

7.000 Khevsuratif . . . ] 0 (@mhuiyetdaouprib,d946)



In Iight of this data, Deveciojlu emphas
unity in a racial sense, and then questioned whether the Georgian territory, which
Georgian scholars claimed that basechistorical realities, was true. Reminding that the
coasts of the Black Sea had invaded by the IV. David (expressed as Il. David in the
article), who ruled the Kingdom of Georgfaunded in 920in between 1089 and 1125,
Deveci o]l u e mp latos over the codsts af the Blacki8eay which was a
complete invasion, would not support the claim that the lands in question belonged to the

Georgians.

Ulus and Cumhuriyet which covered the news and articles from the national and local
press agenciesgainst the increasing Soviet pressure and the recent Georgian demands,
also closely followed the publications made in favour of Turkey in the international arena
when the United Nations General Assembly meeting was approaching. In this context,
the artices of the British magazine Tribune and the Greek newspaper Kathimerini, which

were shared in the early days of January, stands out as important examples.

In the article of the Tribune magazine, one of the major media organs of the British
Labour Party, whih shared itJluson Januarg, 1946, it was highlighted that the eastern
provinces of Turkey, which were subjected to the Georgian demands, were
unquestionably belonged to Turkey, and stated that Weseo such a thing as Georgian
issue in Turkey or arwhere else in the world. On the other hand, in the same aiticle
was pointed out thahe developments in Azerbaijan brought Russia to the center of the
Middle Easterrstageandemphasized thdhe SovietUnionwasnow actually becoming

a neighbour ofraq.””

Following the publication of the article of the Tribune magazmeich expressed its
support for the Turkish cause and concern for Russian expansiobisi,and
Cumhuriyetshared the article of the Greek newspaper Kathimerini with its readers on
January3, 1946’8

T Ulus, iG¢ree, meselesi diye bir mesele yoktur, January2, 1946

"8 Ulus, fiSovyetlerle ihtilaf: BirYunang azet esi ni n yrazRusinesaleasideg®r e T
Londradd a k o n ud Januarye 1046;CumhuriyetiiT¢rkiyed i n y ap a ¢ a,Paduary mt i han
3, 1946
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In the article that pointed out that the TurkidRussian relations, which have been tensed

a lot with the Georgian demands and started to closely followed by the international
community, would be one of the most important agenda itentheofUN General
Assembly to be held in London, claimed that the structure of the UN agency would be

destroyed, if the General Assembly fails to resolve this conflict.

To base this claim, the article reminded in detail how TurRsissian relations reached
their current status, andiasstated that TurkisiRussian relations kldbeen dragged into
a newdilemma together with the anger created by the Georgian demands in Turkish

society.

Ai[...] Ankara agr ees t o,anddhe Tuekswreceivee Briidband r e aux C
American proposals for such a review. However, the Georgian demands and territorial claims

over Kars and Ardahan provinces are separate issues. All the news received from Ankara

clearly shows that the Turks would ratfiight with the Soviet Unionthangingl and [ . . . ] 0
(Ulus & Cumhuriyet January3, 1946)

Stating that the way the Russians supported the Georgian demands and their plans
regarding the Kars and Ardahan provinces were increasingly worrying the Turkish
people in the article, it was also underlined that this policy style pursued by the Russians

began to be described ldgler-like attitudesby many Turks.

In light of these facts, the article emphasized that the issue of one UN member state
requesting land fronanother would become one of the most vital issues of the UN
General Assembly, and stated that if the problem could not be solved, the entire
organizational structure would collapse and small powers would encounténwignse

security problems.

The last part of the article stated that the United States and the United Kingdom, who
aware of this danger, would defend Turkey as a friendly country agjfag&bdvietUnion
at the upcoming UN General Assembly, and noted that Greece would be of gefeit ben

if the Turkishi Russian issue were to be resolved.

In addition to articles by British and Greek newspapers stating that the issues which
consider Turkey directly would be of vital importance at the upcoming UN General

Assembly,ProfessomNihat Erim'sarticle published itJlus on January, 1946 was also
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attractingattention for describing the general perspective on Turkey's expectations from
the upcoming UN General Assembly meetifg.

Erim, who started his article by drawing attention to the facthbatanity was going
through very important days for their future, emphasized that the distress and anxiety
caused by the failure to build peace and security after the war, unfortunately, attracts more
attention than the social, political and economic potd caused by the war. Erim stated

that the UN General Assembly, whialould be opened soon under these circumstances,
would be the stage for decisions of great importance for the future of humanity, and
emphasized that member states must learn frormigtekes of the past and strive for the
interests of the international communidtherwise the worldvould face unimaginable

destruction.

In the last part of his article, stating that these feelings were shared by the people from all
over the world, as wieas statesmen who would represent the fifty nations in London,
Erim underlined the fact that the UN General Assembly which would take place in
London,the winner of the war, the brave and heroic oitypuld have a positive impact

on all participants.

Onthe day of the publication of these statement®imfessorNihat Erim inUlus, two
important developments that closely concern Turkish foreign policy took place before the
UN General Assembly. The first of these was that the Turkish Foreign Minister Hasan
Saka and the accompanying Turkish delegation went to London immediately before the
UN General Assembly to discuss TurkishRussian relations with their British and
American counterparts and to explain Turkey's strict stance on this (dkiseand
Cumbhuiyet reported to their readers that Hasan Saka and the accompanying Turkish
delegation went to London earlier due to the reasons mentioned on JariL@4g with

newsboth newspapersublishedon theirfront pages &

Ulus, iBirdéngm n o k t a o, damuwhrgby1646
80Ulus, fiKonferans@a T¢rkiye; Hasan SakaLlondradda Kngi |l iz ve Amreiok&n kef
Januarnyg, 1946;CumhuriyetfiT¢rkiyed i n kdalanaary® 1946

14z



Another important development took place in Ankara on the same day. At a time when
the tension in the country escalated with increasing Soviet pressure and subsequent
Georgian demands, Turkish Prime Minister
Januay 6, 1946, and made extensive statements on these issues that had been the agenda
of the Turkish public for a while. Prime Minister Saragoglu's extensive assessments
regarding the subjects of Turkish foreign policy, increasing Soviet pressure, Armenian
ard Georgian demands, as well as his call for common sense for Turkish journalists, were

shared with readers on Janu@ry 946 issue ofl/lus andCumhuriyef!

In this statement, which was sharedUtus and Cumhuriyet'sfront pages Sar acoj |
emphasized twanportant issues that Turkey has been suffering from for a while, and
then made some wishes and call s. I n his
of giving the Kars and Ardahan provinces as a homeland to the Armenians living abroad,
stated hidirm belief that the majority of the Armenian citizens living in Istanbul would
remain loyal to their states by not being concerned with external provocations. Then,
stating that the provinces subjected to the demands were left to Russia, pursuant to the
San Stfano Peace Treaty, which was signed after the last TurRigssian war on March

3, 1878, corresponding to the 1,410 mil
expressed that this decision was also included in the subsequently signed Treaty of Berlin
daed July B, 1878. Sara-ojlu continued by r emi
came out of the First World War with great losses, agreed to determine the future of these
two provinces by plebiscite, and underlined that Kars and Ardalesa returnedio

Turkey according to the results of the plebiscite (85,124 of 87,048 voters voted in favour
of Turkey). Sara-o0ojlu then refuted the cl
and Ardahan were taken back by exploiting Russia's weakness and stafedkéhatvas

almost norexistent at the time.

Secondly, in evaluating the claims of Georgian academicians and their publication in the
Sovi et press, Sara-oJjlu emphasized that

allegations directed were the refuged® fled from the persecution of the Tsar and his

8lUlus,MB a Kk b ak agnédngreizm dbi r deme-te bulundu; o JaoupryZa k i st
1946;CumhuriyetfiB a K b a k ghinédemead, January7, 1946
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armies. Based on the statistical data of
speaking the Georgian language in Turkey and how many of them lived in the provinces
where the allegations dirext, and he accused the Georgian professors of not knowing

the history of yesterday and today because of their inconsistent claims.

After these two i mportant issues, Sara-o
Turkish nation to the press organipais of the US, Greece, Switzerland, India, Arab
countries, France, Sweden, and particularly th€.for their strong support to Turkey
against the allegations directed by Georgian academicians. Statirigehratison for

this interest mainly deriveftom the policy of Turkey that never goes astray, as it has
never been Sara-ojlu then stated that t he R
prosperity of the international community, aimed to strengthen her friendly relations with

herneighboursstrongly committed to the principles of the San Francisco.

In the |l ast part of the press conference,
severe criticisms and comments in the Turkish press and called for dignity and calmness
to be adopted by the Tkish youth and Turkish journalists, especially until the troubled

waters settle down, considering the conditions of the day.

While the British and American governments were particularly concerned about the
recent news and articles targetihg SovietUnion, which were mainly published in the

local and national newspapers of Turkey, on the way to the UN General Assemvbly, it
possible to infer that Prime Minister Sal
harm Turkey's national interests in tinéernational arena, with these statemelntshis

context, the telegrams that the U.S. Ambassador to Turkey Edwin C. Wilson telegrams
sent to his country's Foreign Ministry on Janu&r$946 and January3, 1946, supports

inferences regarding the semnaty of the Turkish government in this regard.

The US. Ambassador to Ankara, Edwin C. Wilson, who summarized his conversation
with Feridun Cemal Erkin, Secreta@eneral of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Republic of Turkey, in his telegram sent to his superiors on JaBuaBA6, stated that
accordirg to Erkin, patriotic protests would continue in addition to reactionary articles in

the Turkish press if the Soviet pressure continued. However, in the same telegram, Wilson
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stated that Erkin assured him that these possible reactionary articles aritt patests
would not have hostile or provocative characteristics as before (FRUS, vol. VII, 1946, p.
806).

Upon the Soviet diplomatic note dated Janua2y 11946, regarding the articles that
contain heavy accusations against the Soviet leaders, StdliMalotov, published in
VatanandTanin( Hasanl &, 2011, p. 257), AGebewat sado
Erkin to discuss the issue. In the telegram that he sent to his superiors to inform them of
the latest developments, Wilson stated that Erkirmiméal him about the measures taken

by the Turkish government to reduce the tension. Mentioning that Erkin told him that a
few days before the Soviet note was rece
the Turkish press that asking from them to aifrfrom giving offense tdhe Soviet

Union, Wilson then mentioned that these statements were also included in the answer
note sent by the Turks to Russia. In addition to that, Wilson stated that with this initiative,
the Turkish government expected th8oviet counterparts to adopt the same approach

and eliminate such injurious press and radio articles and comments against Turkey. In the

|l ast part of his telegram, Wi lson stated
initiative to limit the antSoviet news coverages from the other sources and that there had
indeed been very few reports in the Turkish press that could be described as strongly
critical criticism ofthe SovietUnion since then (FRUS, vol. VII, 1946, p.8@89).

When evaluated in spe UlusandCumhuriyet it wasnoted that, as Ambassador Wilson
stated in his telegram, there was a noticeable decrease in news and articles with heavy

criticism and accusations agaitis¢ SovietUnion until the early days of February 1946.
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4. CONCLUSION

In this research, whichonducted tainderstand the threat perception and the alliance
preferences of Turkey in the period between Marg¢h1®45 and January, 1944 by
looking at the related publications Bfus andCumbhuriyet two hypothesewere tested.

As it was stated in th@Aims and the Importance of the Studyection of this thesis, the
first aim was taestthe relevance of themiddle powercharacteristics of Turkeyvhich

were pointed out by the several authbssanalyzing the related publicationsldifis and
Cumbhuriyein the given periodOn the other hand, the second aim, which was also related
to the first one, was to establish the direct and indineitience of the Turkish
government over the publicatiorsf Ulus and Cumhuriyetwhile constructing the

perception of threat and alliance preferences in the given time period.

To properly test these hypotheses, publicationglog and Cumhuriyetseparated into
three subsequenections|n the firstsection entitledPeriod ofDenial (March 20, 1945
I June 2, 1945) which indicates the time scale between MarGh1®45, the day after
the termination of the TurkishSoviet Treaty of Neutrality and Friendshgnd June 2,
1945, when the Turkish press informed about the Soviet dentaresmain conclusions

made.

Firstly, it was observed thatafter the termination of the Turkish Soviet Treaty of
Neutrality and Friendshiphoth Ulus and Cumhuriyetdenied the deterioratioaf the
relationship between Turkey atttk SovietUnion and avoided such editorial comments
thatmightharmTurkishdiplomacy dynamicsowardsthe SovietUnion and the Western
allies.On the other hand, both newspapers have given wide coverage to the reports and
articles retrieved by thdoreign press agencies-particularly from theBritish and

American to understand the general stance towards the issue.

Secondly, emphasis on the nggi¢y of the strengthened international cooperat&spite
different opinions, in ordeto settle the ongoing conflicts and to establish desired
international peace and prosperity stands out as another important discduitseanid

Cumbhuriyetin this period.
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And thirdly, it was observed that botblus and Cumhuriyetattached significant
importance to the role that the Angiaxons-particularly the U.S.would play in the

postwar period.

In thefollowing section entitledPeriod of Recognition (June 2, 19457 November2,
1945),which refersthe time scalestartingon June 2, 1945, the day when the Turkish
press informed abouhe Soviet demandsnd ending omNovember2, 1945 when the

first American diplomatic note regarding the Straits received by the Turkish government,

threeconclusionsnade

Firstly, it was observed that neitiglus nor Cumhuriyetexplicitly mentioned the Soviet
demandantil the speeches of Prime Minister¢, kr ¢ Sar a- 01945 andn Ju
Foreign Minister Hasan Saka on JuB; 1945. However, it was alseenthat, as of the

last week of June 194%fter receiving the information regarding the Soviet demands,

both Ulus and Cumhuriyetstarted to publish articlesnd reportswhich were mainly

addressing the necessity of the national unity and responsibilities.

Secondly,it was observed thdtoth Ulus and Cumhuriyetattached great importance to
the agendasand the possible consequencesirdérnational conferences such as the
Potsdam Conferencerhich convened in July 194&ndthe Council of Foreign Ministers
held in September 194B this regard,ticouldalsobe stated that the faillsef boththe
Potsdam Conferencand the Council of Foreign Ministersarked significant turning
points in both foreign policy priorities of Turkey arntle editorial policies ofUlus and

Cumhuriyet

Thirdly, it was also seen that, despite the widening gap betuesrand Cumhuriyetin

terms of the editorial language they used towards the Soviet demands by the end of
September 1945, the amount of simultaneously published news and articles in both
newspapersvhich weremostlyrelated to the subjects that formed the nainamics of

Turkish foreign policy at the timéncreased significantly

And finally, in the lastsection entitled Period of Internationalization (November2,
19457 January 7, 1946)which indicates the time scale startiongNovember2, 1945
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when thefirst American diplomatic note regarding the Straits received by the Turkish
governmentand ending on Decembgr1945, the day after the speech made by Turkish
Pri me Minister Sara-ojlu regarding the r

with the Soviet Union threemainconclusions could be made.

First of all, itwas observethat bothUlus andCumhuriyetgained confidenci the face

of the ongoing uncertainties that emerged after the Potsdam Conference, netetpe

of first American andritish diplomatic notes regarding the Straits in the early days of
November 1945.

However, in December 1945, it was seen tias andCumhuriyetstarted to addresbe
seriousness of the Soviet threat more frequently than in previous months, as Soviet
propaganda grew at home and abroad also the evehsrihernlran became more
complicated. In addition to these developments, along with the Tan Printing House
demongrationsin Istanbuland the unfounded claims of the Georgian academitéahs

both newspapers to demonstratgrict attitude towards the Soviet threht.this regard,

it was also seen that bothlus and Cumhuriyetgave wide coverage to the reports and
articles retrieved from both local and Western press agemdigsh indicatel support to

the Turkish cause in the face of increasing Soviet propaganda.

On the other handt was also observed that, first, the speech of the General Director of

t he Press and Publication Directorate [
demonstrations in Istanbul, t hen speeche
Foregn Minister Hasan &a regarding the Georgian demands, and lagtly/press
conferenc@f t he Tur ki sh Pr i menthdbackiosiricreasinglagik r ¢
Soviet propaganda in the country, come to the fore in this period as attempts to limit and
control the publicaons of the Turkish press to prevent any harm to the Turkish foreign

policy at the time.

In brief, when analyzed within the context and the scope of the research, it could be stated
that despite hansufficienteconomic and military resourcasits dispsal Turkey, who
pursueda balance policy during the Second World War, adopted the esseficg af o d

i nt ernat i oniaherfaraigh poficg in thér givpnotime period. In addition to
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this, asshownin this research, after the termination of theKishri Soviet Treaty of
Neutrality and Friendship, Turkey first tried to exploit the balance between the U.S and
the Soviet Union to find a way to prevent such a chronic dispute. But then after, as it can
be seen in the related articles of the distingulsghors of the period, particularly after

the Soviet demands and the failure of the Potsdam Conference, Turkey turned her face to
the Western allies and made significant effort to consolidate their support to alleviate the
Soviet threat. Therefore, it ol be concluded that both arguments of William Hale and
Barlas & Guvenc regarding the middle power characteristics of Turkey proved in this

study

On the other hand, in line with the alliance preferences of Turkey in the given period,
despite such differences betwdglus and Cumhuriyetin terms of the intensity of their
editorial languages specifically towarttse Soviet Union, both newspapers anteir
authors remained loyal to their framework which was set by the central government. In
this regard, it could also be stated that the direct and indifeetnceof the government

in the publications ofJlus andCumbhuriyetparticularly on threat perpéon and alliance

preferences, wera@soproved
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