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ARTICLES

Soviet-Turkish Relations and Xosygin’s
Trip to Turkey
SULEYMAN TEKINER

The following atticle may be regarded as supplementing Prof, William B. Ballis’s
survey of Soviet-Turkish relations during the decade 1953—63 (see Bulletin, 1964, No. 9).
It describes the beginning of a new stage in its psychological aspect, and, as the work of
an author stemming trom the Turkic cultural sphere, is hased on ‘Turkish as well as on
Soviet sources. The importance of recent relations between the two countries extends
beyond the sphere of purely local policy, since the problem of creating a neutralized
(though not satellite) country on the USSR’s southern borders, comparable to Finland
in the north-west, is here involved.

During the week December 20—27, 1966, Chairman of the Council of Minis-
ters of the USSR A. N. Kosygin visited Turkey at the invitation of the Turkish
government. He was accompanied by the chairmen of the Councils of Ministers
of the Ukrainian and Kazakh SSR’s, V. V. Shcherbitsky and M. Beisebayev,
First Deputy Foreign Minister V. V. Kuznetsov, First Deputy Chairman of the
State Committee for Foreign Fconomic Relations I. V. Arkhipov and Sovict
Ambassador to Turkey A. A. Smirnov. The delegation visited ot only Ankara
but also Tzmir and Tstanbul, where it inspected industrial enterprises, places of
historic interest, and cultural and other institutions. Tt was the first visit ever
paid to Turkey by the head of a Soviet government, and the significance of the
event was stressed by many Turkish politicians and by the entire Turkish press.
the visit may be said to have passed off quietly: The population of the three
cities visited received the delegation in polite, even friendly, fashion, though
without especial enthusiasm. A group of young people in Ankara threw down
some Hungarian national flags at the feet of their Soviet guest as a reminder ot
the Hungarian tragedy, but refrained from more violent demonstration of their
feelings. Tt was stated, not only in the official communiqué but also in the Tur-
kish press, that the negotiations between the two sides proceeded in a “friendly
atmosphere.”!

Apatt from a few isolated incidents (which were ignored by the Sovict press),

*

Soviet-Turkish relations have pursued a rathier tortuous coufse and passed
through a number of different stages. Turkish people still remember the Soviet
aid rendered to the Kemalists during the difficult period when they were fighting

U Pravda, December 28, 1966.
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On March 19, 1945, the Soviet government denounced the Soviet-Turkish
treaty of friendship and neutrality of 1925 as “having lost its importance and
requiting serious modification.””® Then came the Soviet claims to various eastern
tertitories in Turkey—I<ars, Ardahan, Artvin, etc.® A little later, the USSR
demanded a revision of the control of the Straits set up by the Montreax Con-
vention of 1936, proposing in its place that the Straits be defended jointly by the
USSR and Turkey.10 ‘

This was the culminating point in the deterioration of the two countrics’
postwar relations. As a result of Soviet pressure, Turkey became more closely
bound to the Western powers, receiving cconomic and mili tary aid under che
“Truman Doctrine” (1947-48) and joining the Notth Atlantic Treaty bloc in
1952. Three years later, she was one of tlc otiginal signatories to the Baghdadl
Pact, later developed into the Central Treaty Organization. All this tended to

paralyze Soviet overtures with regard to 'l urkey.

After the death of Stalin in May 1953, the Soviet government proposed a
“normalization” of Soviet-Turkish relations.!t A Soviet note dated May 30 stated
that “the govetnments of the Armenian and Georgian SSR’s renounced their
territorials claims™ with regard to the "T'urkish republic.1? The newly-elected
Central Committee First Secretary Nikita Khrushchey also referred to (he need
for reestablishing friendly relations between the two countries. In a speech to the
Supteme Soviet on December 29, 1953, he said:

We all know that when Turkey was led by Kemal Atatiirk and Ismet Todni we
had very good relations with her, but then they came under a cloud. We cannot say
that this occurred solely because of Turkey’s fault—on our part, too, remarks weic
made that were out of place andv darkened rhese relations.

After this, measures were taken on our side to_change the situation that bad
arisen and restore friendly relations with this country. Unfortunately, however,
N0 measures in response have been forthcoming from Turkish statesmen, 13

There was, indeed, no response from Turkey. Her statesmen, mindful of pust
experience, took a skeptical attitude to Soviet overtures for “peaceful coexis-
tence.” Not only did this skepticism seem to prove justified by the events of
1956 in Hungary, but the Turkish governnient found itself confronted by politi-
cal difficulties that were a direct result of Soviet foreign policy. One of these was
the “Syrian crisis” artificially created by the Soviet government toward the ¢nd
of 1957, which turned Syria into a powder barrel that might explode at auy
moment. All this was pointed out in a letter (ignored by the Soviet press) froin
Prime Minister Menderes to Chairman of the Council of Ministers Bulganin, who
was engaged in a “peaceful offensive” against T urkey at the time. The letter scated ;

® Ibid., p. 505, (See also Izvestia, March 21, 1945.)

Y Keesing’s Archiv der Gegemwart, Vol, XV (1945), Frauenfeld—Vienna—Essen, pp. 299D and 571D,
19 Ibid., Vol. XVI (1946), pp. 733 A, 8391, and 8778,

Y Bolshaya Sovetskaya Lntsiklopediya, 2nd ed., Vol, X LIII; p. 506.

12 Keesing’s Archiv der Gegemwart, Vol, X X111 (1953), p. 4084 A,

13 Jzvestia, December 30, 1953,
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A new and extremely dangerous process is developing in Syria. If the establish-
ment of truly friendly relations with Turkey, based on mutual confidence, is desir-
able, an abandonment of the policy being pursued [by the Soviet government] in
Syria would, of course, create a hasis suitable for this purpose. Pressure and threats
are naturally not the means that lead to truly friendly relations. 14

In 1965, Podgorny, heading a delegation of Soviet parlim;aentariﬂns who
were visiting Turkey, admitted that the USSR was responsible for the deter-
ioration of relations between the fwo countries and censured the “IChrushchev
leadetship™ for not having taken sufficiently decisive measures to-cotrect the
errors made by Stalin, !5 and it is probable that in doing so he bad the “Syrian
crisis” in mind.

[n recent years, particularly since the adoption of the new Turkish consti-
tution in 1961, which guarantees complete freedom of expression, the left-wing
Turkish press has been demanding ever more insistently an improvement of
Turco-Soviet relations, even close cooperation with the USSR. The coalition
governments that have been in power since the patliamentary elections of 1961,
mostly under the leadership of Ipéni, leader of the People’s Republican Party,
have also been pursuing the aim of eood-neighbotly relations with their northern
neighbor.

Tutco-Soviet rapprochement was further promoted by certain international
events, notably the crises over Cuba and Cyprus. Yielding to American demands,
K hiushehev dismantled the Soviet rocket bases in Cuba, but in turn demanded
the removal of Anjerican rocket bases in Turkey.!® Although President Kennedy
officially refused the Soviet demand as a condition for fulfillment of the American
demand, 17 the American bases in Turkey were nevertheless later removed. "T'his,
of course, was bound to produce an impression upon the government and
public opinion in Turkey. A more decisive factor, however, was the crisis over
Cyptus. Turkey considered that in her conflict with Greece over this question
she had not received adequate support from her Western allies, and gradually
became persuaded that the Soviet Union was of primary importance for a solution
of this conflict in her favor.

All these circumnstances contributed to the turn that Soviet-Turkish relations
took in 1963, beginning with the visit paid by Turkish patliamentarians to the
USSR in May of that year. 'The delegation, headed by Chairman of the Turkish
Senate Suat Hayri Urgiiplii, met with a very warm reception. During October—-
November of the next year, Forcign Minister Feridun Erkin spent a month on
a0 official visit to the USSR, the chicf result of which was the (for Turkey)
favorable position taken up by the USSR on the Cyprus question. A joint com-
muniqué stated:

1 Zafer, Ankara, October 5, 1957.

S _Aychiv der Gegenwart, Vol, XXXV (1965), Bonn—Vienna—Zurich, p. 11635A.
18 Ibid,, Vol, XXXIT (1962), p. 10193 D,

Y7 Jbid., p. 10247 C.
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Both sides expressed their desire for a peaceful solution of the Cyprus question
on a basis of respecting the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Republic of
Cyprus,. .. observing the legal rights of both national communities which casure
them a peaceful life, and acknowledging the fact of the existence of two national
communities on the island.1®

Progress was also made in these negotiations with regard to Soviet-Turkish
trade relations. The two foreign ministers, Gromyko and Erkin, signed an
agreement on the establishment of cultural and scientific ties, an agrecment
which, although not yet ratified by the Giand National Assembly, is already
being practically observed. Asked, after the negotiations wete ovet, by Zzvestia
correspondent in Ankara Valentin Lednev for his opinion concerning the future
of relations between the two countries, Erkin said:

Of course, the material results of the visit, if T may put it that way, are not very
great, but the main thing is that encouraging prospects for future negotiations
have opened up.

T compare our visit with the last journey to have been made to the USSR by a
foreign minister of Turkey, which took place twenty-five years ago. Saracoglu’s
mission had negative results. It was followed by a deterioration in the relations
between our two countrics, The negotiations that we have been conducting are a
complete contrast.1?

During the visit paid by Soviet parliamentarians in January 1965 (in return
for the Turkish visit of 1963), Podgorny, who headed the delegation, was given
an opporttunity of speaking before the Grand National Assembly. “We should
like to hope,” he said, “that the frontier between the Soviet Union and the
Turkish Republic will become a frontier oi gooc]—ncighl)(fl'ly relations, and the
Black Sea a sea of peace.”2? Dealing with the Cyprus question, he confirmed the
Soviet attitude outlined above. IMe further extended an invitation from the
Supreme Soviet and the Soviet governmcnt to President Giirsel and Primc
Minister Inénii to visit the Soviet Union. The invitations were accepted, but
could not be taken up, since Inénii’s government was overthrown in July 1965
and Giirsel died in October of the follopving year. In May 1965, Gromyko
visited Turkey, and in the following August Inénii’s successor, Urgiiplii, head
of another coalition, visited the USSR. Thc negotiations which he conducied
in Moscow may be regarded, from the Turkish point of view, as successtul-—not
so much because the regular Soviet phrase about “cooperation between states
with different social systems on a basis of...non-interference in each other’s
internal affairs and equality of rights” was included for the first time in an otlicial
Turkish document?! as because the Soviet leaders once more confirmed their
views on the Cyprus question, acknowledging the “existence of two national
communities, the Greek and the Turkish, on the island™ and the necessity of

18 Jzvestia, July 7, 1964,

19 1hid.

20 Pravda, January 6, 1965.
2L Tzpestia, August 18, 1965.
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“observing their legal rights.”?? In addition, a further step was made in economic
relations. Both heads of government exptessed their “satisfaction at the progress
of mutual trade during the past veat”?? and their desire to extend it further.
T'urkey undertook to purchase Soviet machinery and technical equipment for
the construction of certain industrial plants, while the USSR was to buy large
quantities of Turkish products. In an interview with a Z7mes gorrespondent,
Urgiiplii stated that the Soviet government had expressed its willingness to
finance the construction of nine factoties and a dam. The latter is an irrigational
dam on the frontier river Arpachai, while the former include a steel foundry, an
oil refinery and a glass plate factory. The USSR was to provide a credit of sixty
million pounds sterling for fifteen vears at an interest rate of 2.5 percent.?* While
he was in the USSR, Utgiiplii invited Kosygin to visit Turkey: hence the occa-
sion for the subject of this article.

[Losygin’s principal aim may be supposed to have been to consolidate the
improvement made in the relations between the two countries. His first day in
Turkey probably brought him some disappointment. There wete no cheering
crowds to greet him, and indifferent glances were almost all he got. There were
very few Soviet flags hung out (by private persons, at least) along his route.
lvidently deciding to look at things realistically, however, Kosygin ignored his
first impressions and did his best to erase from the Turks’ memory unpleasant
reminiscences of the past. Here he did fairly well. .

From the vety first day, he putsued the cpurse of currying the favor of Turkish
public opinion. At the first dinner given in his honor by Prime Minister Stileyman
Demirel, he declargds

Complete equality of rights, respect for [the other’s] sovereignty, independence
and territorial integrity, non-interference in [the other’s] internal affairs, cooperation
‘1 accordance with the interests of both countries [and] the principles of peaceful
coexistence have been and remain definitive for the position of the Soviet Union
yis-d-vis states with a social regime different from ours.??

Dealing with the state of Soviet-Turkish relations and prospects for the
future, Kosygin made the following remark, which is important as implying the
abandonment of Soviet territorial claims:

We have managed to remove much of what had formerly stood in the way.
Between the Soviet Union and T'urkey, there are no territorial or other controversial
questions which might hinder the development of relations on the basis of genuine
vood-neighborly relations and friendship.*®

[ ater, at a return dinner, Kosygin defined the purpose of his delegatibn’s visit
as follows:

22 Jhid.

28 Thid,

2 _Aychiv der Gegenvart, Vol XXXV (1965), p. 12055 A.
25 [apestia, December 22, 19606.

26 [hid,



Questions concerning the relations ot our countries, one with another, have
always constituted a very substantial part of our foreign policy. This is true today
too. Our present visit also serves as an expression of the interest of the government
of the Soviet Union in the establishment of solid mutual understanding with
Turkey.?7

Referring to another question of great importance for Turkey, #iz., her parti-
cipation in NATO and CENTO, he remarked that he received with gratification
the assurances of Turkish politicians coacerning their sincere desirc tor the
further improvement of relations between the two countries but that, for his
part, he did not consider that “such a development must take place ac the cost
of a deterioration in Turkey’s relations with any other states.”?* Such an alter-
native he regarded as “unjustified.” He went on to emphasize:

Our peoples must be completely persuaded that the Soviet-Turkish irontier,
both on land and on sea, is a frontier ol peace and friendship, and this posirion
cannot be changed under the influence of any external factors. The Soviet Union
would be prepared to take definite steps in order to assure and consolidate this
[feeling of] confidence in our peoples.2?

What Kosygin meant precisely by “definitc steps” is as yet obscure, Perhaps
he meant the conclusion of a non-aggression pact, which, it may be supposed,
the Turkish government would be glad 1o accept: a considerable part of the
Turkish press is already welcoming such a possibility.

In almost.all his speeches, Kosygin assured his hearers that differcnces of
opinion on certain world problems (repeatedly mentioned in his official speechies by
Demirel) should not prove an obstacle to establishing ther best relations berween
the two countries. Speaking at a large reception in the Sale palace in Istanbul,
on the eve of his departure, Kosygin returned to this question once morc;

We are aware that we occupy different standpoints on certain international
questions. But this does not hide the prospects tor turther development of
Soviet-Turkish relations.3?

The communiqué issued after the visit Wvas over indicates that the Soviet and
Turkish viewpoints were in fact brought closer together on many important
international problems.3! Agreement was reached on the following points: the
need for strengthening the United Nations; the fulfillment of obligations arising
from international treaties; promotion of Huropean collaboration in various
spheres; the need for universal disarmanient; the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons; the cessation of nuclear tests of all kinds; the calling of a world con-
ference on disarmament; the relaxation of international tension; the preservation
of peace in the Near and Middle East, etc. On the Cyprus question, whicli, as
Kosygin himself observed, occupies a central place in the interests of Turkish

27 Ibid., December 24, 1966,
28 [hid.
29 Jbid,
90 Ihid., December 28, 1966.
8V Ihid,



public opinion, Kosygin confirmed the point of view previously set forth in
Soviet statements and in previous Soviet-Turkish communiqués. The communi-
qué also touched on the question of rhe Vietnam war, stating that both parties
considered that the Geneva agreement of 1954 should serve as a basis for regu-
lating the conflict. The joint conviction was expressed that the Vietnamese people
should be given an opportunity to determine its own fate.??

The only comment that can be made here is that if these generalizations are
not left unrealized and are not interpreted in practice in quite different ways by
the two parties concerned (which the near tuture will show), then even a partial
rapprochement of the two points of view is bound to lead to some improvement
in their rclations.

A large part in the negotiations in Ankara was undoubtedly occupied by the
discussion of trade and economic ties. This was evident from all the official
speeches delivered by both heads of government during the entire visit. Demirel,
for example, on several occasions stressed that the need for economic recovery
and an improvement in the population’s living standard are “Turkey’s main
problem.”33 During the negotiations, as Kosygin stated in his farewell speech,
agreement was reached on the extension of trade and economic ties between the
two countries, and this is in the interests of both of them.

In generally, very little information is available on proposed Soviet economic
aid to Turkey. According to Pravde special correspondents T. Kolesnichenko
and 1. Ugolkov, industrial plants in the construction of which the USSR is to
render assistance include a large metallurgical.and an alluminum works.3! The
Turkish journalist Mehmet Barlas mentions in addition sulfate, oxygen and
textile plants.35 g

As for the extension of Soviet-Turkish trade, certain steps in this direction
have already been taken. Tn 1964, the total volume of trade between the two
countrics amounted to 19 million dollars, and in 1966 to 50 million dollars.38
It is still, of course, an open question how the Turkish government will react to
Kosygin’s wish that “the development of political and economic ties should go
hand in hand, supplementing one another mutually.”’37 True, Kosygin has so far
not gone beyond expressing “friendly desires” on this delicate matter; never-
theless, it will not be easy to bring the political interests of Turkey—a member
of NATO whose economy is based on the principle of a free market and who is
patticulacly on the alert against Communist infiltration—into line with those of
the Soviet Union.

During Kosygin’s trips through Turkey, local journalists repeatedly tried to
obtain his views on the role of the private sector in a country’s economy, but he

N2 Thid.

8 Thid.; Diinya, Istanbul, December 28, 1966.
B Pravda, December 31, 1966.

8 Curmburiyet, 1stanbul, December 19, 19606,
* Pravda, December 31, 1966,

7 [zvestia, December 24, 1966.
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obstinately declined to discuss the subject. Reporting on his visit to various
industrial plants in Istanbul, the Turkish reporter Umit Giirtunca observed that
the words “private sector” for Kosygin wete a “highly unpleasant expression.”#s
According to the Turkish press, during a visit on December 26 to a large and
up-to-date ceramics factory belonging to a well-known Turkish entreprencar,
Kosygin was obliged to say that “differences in doctrine and theory in this sphere
do not permit him to express any views on this question.”39

Summing up the negotiations that had taken place during the visit, hoth
sides expressed their complete satisfaction. Demirel described the visit as *“‘an
important stage” in Turco-Soviet relations. 1 With regard to the economic
tesults of the negotiations, Demirel said, addressing Kosygin:

The decisions which we have taken with the object of raising our relations
in this sphere to a higher level inspire hope for the future. Your personal help in the
adoption of these decisions, which will enable the Soviet Union to make its contri-
bution to Turkey’s attempts to achieve economic improvement, has been of greal
value to us.!!

Kosygin was equally positive in his comments: “For our part, we are satis-
fied with the results of the visit.”42 According to the Turkish Foreign Ministry,
“the creation ot a favorable atmosphere is the most important result of the
Turco-Soviet negotiations.”*? “Apart from this,” added an official at the ministry,
“the heads of government confirmed that Turkey and the Soviet Union may be
good friends.”* Inénii, now one of the leadcrs of the opposition, also described
the visit as “beneficial,” and stressed the creation of an atmosphere of mutual
confidence, 1% p

'
The reaction of various sections of Turkish public opinipn was, of course,
raried to a high degree. Leaving asigde both the extreme right-wing circles, which
virtually accused their government of being pro-Communist, and the extreme
left wing, which openly preaches “pro-Sovict neutrality,” one can say that the
general reaction, i.e., that of the broad center, was not negative. 'The main body
of the Turkish press attached great importance to the rapprochement and main-
tained that Turkey should take the hand ot friendship extended by Moscow,
though this should not be allowed to harm her friendly relations with other
countrics, l
Here it is worth while considering the vicws expressed in an editorial in the
Istanbul newspaper Diinya by Falih Rifkt Atay during Kosygin’s visit. Atay, onc
of Turkey’s oldest and best-known journalists, is a follower of the policics pur-
sued by Atatiirk, and, among others, has always drawn a distinction between

3 Cumburiyer, December 27, 1966.

89 Thid,

O fzrestia, December 28, 1966; Diinya, December 28, 1966,
U Jhid,

2 Jbid,

43 C)f/m’)m'{yelg December 26, 1966.

11 1hid,

15 1bid., December 27, 1966; Izvestia, December 27, 1966.
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Soviet-Turkish relations and the Communist threat within the country. Under
the heading ““T'he Soviet Union and Turkey,” Atay maintained that Turkey has
always, even at the time when she was imprisoning Communists, remained true
to her obligation, contained in all international treaties signed by her, to avoid all
agoression against the Soviet Union. To live in friendship—ot at least to avoid
all conflict—with the Soviet Union has always been in Turkéy’s interest; but
such friendship, he said, must not be allowed to damage any other of her interests,
Turkey, he wrote, joined the Western powers at the moment when she was
threatened with dismemberment by Stalin—a threat which confronted the entire
Western world immediately after the USSR had exploded its first atomic bomb.
One must not forget Khrushchev’s reminder that one atomic bomb would be
enough to destroy Paris and another to raze London. In the face of these Soviet
threats, not only Turkey but the entire West was obliged to resort to assistance
from the USA. NATO was created in 1949 to avert the Soviet threat, and this
aim was achieved.

Turning to the situation today, Atay points out that a number of factors, in
particular the recent aggressiveness of Communist China, have compelled the
USSR to seek some sort of arinistice with the West., Nonetheless, despite their
revision of the principles of Marxism-Leninism, the Soviet leaders have not
given up fighting tor.them. The United States and its allies have always been
an impottant obstacle to the triumph of Marxism-Leninism, and although the
threat from Mao is now in the foreground the Soviet leaders’ chiel aims are still
to disintegrate Western groupings, isolate America and her allies and assume
leadership of thé “third world.” In all countrics, Atay maintained, the left wing
is doing all it can to secure the dissolution of NATO and the isolation of the
USA from countries such as Turkey under the pretext of restoring the latter’s
“complete independence.” The call for “complete independence” is usually
accompanied by assurances of the peaceful intentions of the present Sovict
leaders and comments about American imperialism. But who, he asks, can
guarantece that tomorrow will not sce a revival of the Moscow-Peking axis?
NATO undoubtedly succeeded in removing the danger of Soviet aggression,
and apart from NATO Turkey has nothing on which she could rely in the event
of some new danger. Turkey should develop her relations with the USSR as far
as possible, but without harming her ties with NATO and the USA. Perhaps
the day will come when Turkey, side by side with the United States and the Soviet
Union, will fight the Chinesc threat.

Finally, Atay observes that Atatiirk’s policy was to avoid all conflict with
the Soviet Union. Tere, Turkey has done everything possible; it harmonious
relations were disturbed, it was not she that was responsible. Turkey’s friends
will understand it today she applies the proverb, “Once bitten, twice shy.” On
the other hand, any attempt to turn the Turkish population against the Soviet
Union can only do harm to Turkey. 1 '

16 Djinya, December 22, 19606.



We have dwelt at such length on Atay’s article here because, as the work of
one of Turkey’s most experienced political commentators, it appears to reflect the
point of view now prevailing in Tutkey. “Friendship with the USSR—but not
at the cost of our friendship with the West” would appear to sum up this point
of view. And this should be borne in mind whenever the future of relations
between the two countries is being discussed.
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Meselesi®

"Tlrk-Sovyet Iligkileri ve Bogazlar Meselesi® adli 457

m

weyfalik bir eser bir az Once Tiirk okuyucusuna sunulnugtur,

serin rmilellifi,yakin devir Tirk diplomasisinin en mintasm
? h

-

yaheiyetlerinden biri,sabik Digigleri bakanlarindan ve hflen

Tirkiye Buylk Millet IMeclisi iiyesi Feridun Cemal Erkin'dir,
Hu suretle, biitlin dinyernin kamuoyunu her zaman ilgilendirscer
bu mihim mevzu,denebilir ki,en selfhiyetli bir mielliflce ve
biltiin yonleriyle incelonmis bulunmektadair.

Meerin 1lk g bdlimine,sirasa ile "Tarihi geligmeler",
"lontreux konferansi" ve "Montreux sbzlegmesine gore Bogesle
lanuni statiisii” bésllﬁlarl Konmustur ni,meselenin ozii,igte b
holilmlerde aﬁ%1nlat11m1§t1r.Eserin miteakip bodlmlerinde isc
fiiinei diinya savagli ile baglayan devrede TUrk;Sovyet miinase
terinin diplomatik tarini biitin teferriiati ile ve canli bir
meldlde anlatllmaktadlr.Hele Sovyetlerin, Tlirkiye'den .ars,
Ardehan ve Artvin vilajyetlerini isteyen ve Tilrk Bogazlarinds

iz talepeden 7 Haziran 1945 tarihli notzsi ile ilgili bahis,

¢ok enteresan olacaygl dﬁ@ﬁnceéiyle,bu bahis lizerinde etraflar
durmalk istiyoruz.

Buglin Tlirkiye hudutliri ig¢inde bulunan Kars,Ardahan ve Ar-
ile Sovyet 81n1r1ar1\iqindeki Batum 1878. yil Rus-Tiirk harbmn
gonr: harp tazminati olarak Ruslara terkedilmigti.Birinei dii

f8vasinin sonunda 3 Mar t 1918 de Brest~Litovss muahedesins

imzalamaga mecbur olan usya'nin bolgevik hiwlreti ise,



entlasmanin 4.maddesine gbre Rus isgali altindaki biitin bu
topraklarda dlirlst bir plibisit yapmayl deruhte etmigti,.Ya
Ardahan, Artvin,Batun ve Kars ahalisi Rusya'da kalmek mai,yo!
tekrar Tirkiye'ye katilmak ma istedigini serbest rey yolu
bildirecexkti.Ve gergokten boyle serbest ve diiriist bir pl¥ih
yapilmigtir.40 yil Rus idaresinde kalan biitin bu topraklar
yegayan ahlinin verdigzi reyler ise $u neticeyi orteya koym
idi @

Batum'da rey veren 4312 kisiden 2669 u Tlr«iye'yi,160 2
Rusya'yi istemigti.li83 kisi ise ¢eximser kalmisti.Ardshsn
cy kullanaen 5276 ki@f&in hepsi Tlrkiye'ye katilmayi istemis
Artvin'de rey veren 10.842 kigiden 10.831 i Tlirkiye'yil, sadc
11 i Rusya'yi istemisti.Kars'ta oy kullanan 19.446 kisiden
12.576 s1 Tirkiye'yi,70 i de Rusya'yi istemigti.

Tste Sovyetler Birligi 1945 notasi ile, tabii Batum hari
bu topraklari istiyordu.C zamanki Sovyet Digisleri bhakani
tlolotov diyordu ki: Sovyetler Birligi'nin Birinci diinya sav
gyindan sonra Tirkiye'ye terketmeik zorunda kaldigi Kars,Arde
ve Artvin geri verilecektir,Tliirk Bogazlari da Tlirkiye ile
Sovyetler Birliy tar:findan birlikte kullanilacaktair,Ancak
bundan sonradir ki,bir Tirk-Rus dostlugu kuralabilir.Sovyet
hilklmetinin Tirkiye'den bu toprak isteklerine deginen miiell
sunlari yaziyors:

"Aylardsn beri Mosiova'da girigilen hazirliklar ve goriil

alamatler,Blyiik Petro'dan beri Car'laran diiglincelerini i

e

e

eden hiilya ve hirsin Sovyetler Birligine de musallat oldugu



>
agilica gosteriyordu...Sovyet diplomasisinin itina ile hazan
lenan pl8ni artik uygnlanma alanina girmis bulunuyoxrdu',

Sovyet notasindan bir miiddet sonra,bilndigi gibi,San Fx:
gisko'da,dlinya barisinin temini ig¢in Birlesmig Milletlex
nizamn8mesinin imza merasimi yapilaiyor.Q zamanki Tlrkiye
Digisleri bakani Hasen Saka’nin bagkanlik ettigi Tiirk heyet
egerin miuellifi Erkin de dahil bulunuyordu.0 zaman lMolotov,
Tirk heyetinin gOrigme teklifini redetmisgti.Bu konuys temsas
milellif diyor ki:

"Artik barigin kesinlikle gelecegine inanan Birhegmig
Milletler delegeleri‘gra81nda higbir heyet,bagxa81n1n malil
eluzatmak hirsi ile ftutugan bir devletin ayna andavoynmmaxﬂ
oldugu drami seéecek,kavrayacak durumda degildi®,

Mirk heyéti bu hava iginde memlekete doniiyor.Bu erada er

.
miiellifi Erkin de Digisleri bakanligi Genel sekreteri oluyc
Sovyetler taleplerindas kesinlikle israr ediyorlar.Tiirkiye
meseleyl Amerika Birlegik Devietlerine anlatmak caresine be
vuruyor.Ve bu meseleds Amerika'min o zamanki Ankara sefiri
Nr.Frdwin Wilson'un hizmetlerine deginen miellif yazaiyor ki

"Ugyallik Biyiikel¢iliyi sirasinda Mr.Wilson kendisine he
gabir, slikfn ve sebati ile gli¢ bir gbrevi yerine getirmig ve
az gorilen bir bagari derecesine ulagsmigtir.Davraniglara il
memleketi ve hikfimeti ig¢in blylk bir aydanl:k kaynsga, Tiirki
igin de feragatli ve sadix bir dost oldu".

Bundan sonrasi maltim,TlUrx hikflwetinin azimli karari,dire
mesi,Mr,Wilson'un blyiik gayretleri ve meselenin bitiin yonle

ile o zamanki Baskan "rumen'e benimsetilmesiyle, Sovyetler



.,

adim adam geri gekiliyorlar.Neticede marQf "Trumen dokbrini
ile Tirkiye hudutlara garanti altina allnlyor.wﬁellifin ken
deyimi ile "Ruslar ikibuguk senelik israrli taleplerinden
vazgegmese mecbur oluyorlar®. ’

Feridun Cemal Irkintin flrk matbustinda genig akisler y=i
atzini ettigimiz eseri ig¢in "heyecanlandiricia bir eser! dey:
"Ie Pigaro" adli popliler Fransiz gazetesine hak vermemek el
celmiyor.CGlinkll bu eser buglnkil Sovyetler Birliginin,eski BRuw
Tar'laranin emperyali:t politikasini ne derecede benlmgediy

ergedini bltliin delilizriyle dinyanin gozleri tnline seriyocr

4 51
St '

Hew emperyalist Sovyetler Birliginin son 10-12 yaildan beri

-

tutturdugu barig teraneleriyin propaganda niteligini de

ortaya koyarak,..
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Tarixi Sansdlerin Ve Faqtlarsn Issqenda

Tyrk=Sovet Mynasibatlari 1

( Musiqi )

Ses: Sovet Ittifaqr nazirler gsursscnsn sa2dri Alegsej Qoswgin'’in kegsn
ilin sonunda Tyrkijs'jes 4 gyn syren myveffaqijjetli seferinin ske-
o

lari hals ds (»rb methuatsnda davem edir.Bels vezijjetin hir az da
Qoergin’in sseferinin,Kipr behranes yzynden Tgrkijs'je tetbiq clunan

ameriqan silah embarqosu nsticesinde tyrk-smerigqan mynssibetlarinds

jaranmpg gerginlikle slsgedar olduqunu iddis etmsk janlee olmazdn,
Angara myzakireleri neticesinds terefler iki devlset arssenda daha
genis iqtisadi smskdagleqen gergeklsgdirilmsesi mesaslasinde mytabiq
qalmEQIar,Mynasibatlafin tekese igqtisadi smekdaslvqla galmasjscaqr da
ajden olmugdur.Tyrk-sove® Birge melumatenda da qejd olunduqu
kimi,iki devlet araspnds diger sahslsrds de smekdeslrgr Lenzim et
msli olan bir Sijesi ssnad hgzarlanmalderQMatbuat xsabar].arirlége:-r;s.c

indi mytexassisler Angara’da ve lMosqva'da bele Sened'i hazrrlamaqgla

magguldur.Matbuat xsberlerinden o ds a2jden olur ki,Tyrkije'ds gizli

L0

fealijjet gesteren gommunist ve ja ifrat sol gqruplara Sovet ttifa-
‘qex'nen mynasibsti mesalssi hemin Sijasi sansd'de myhym jer tuftacagdsr
S8s: Teaqribsn her 10-15 ilds bir myharibe efmis sabiq imperatoriuqlarg

daha dogqrusu Osmanls Devlabi7nin jerins keemis Tyrkije Cymhurijjsti

- ils Gar Rusijesy’'nen jerins kegen avvelce Sovet Rusijesn.dsha sonra
da Sovet Ittifeqr arassnda 55 il ence qurulmug mynasibstler xejli
zigzagls bir Jol get etmisdir,

| Tyrk milleti,Birineci Dynja llyharibesi'nin qalib devletlsri tare-

findsn iggal olunsn vs pargalanmag istanilsn bu gynki Tyrkije
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srazisimin mystaqiilijini ve bytevlyjyny qorumaq y¢yn ¢ox ¢a2tin
gertler daxilinds milli azadlsq mybarizesins baslampgds.Bu megsadls
Angars®'da milli qahramén Mustafa Kemal Atatyrk'yn beggrlsq etdiji
Tyrkije Bejyk Millat Maclisi ve onun icra organs hekumet qurulmugdu

Sovet Rusijeses Angsra hekumatini tansjan ilk xarici devlast olmus
ve Tyrk milli szadlpg hsrskateny silah ve pul ile techiz etmigdi.

. #sas etibarp_ils

Doarudur,Lenin hekumetinin Tyrkijes'jes genderdiji maddi jardﬁﬁ?@&zal

Ordu'nun Azerbajcans isgals zamans 81s kgﬁiril@n altun xezinssindasr

‘idi:ancaq na de olsa he¢ olmazsa,xejirli bir ig yeyn ssrf edilmig

olurdu.
Sess Anéara va Mosqva hekumetleri srsssnda ilk'rssmi mygavils 16 mart
1921»ci ilds baglanmesds,.Bu myqavilsds millstlsrin dostluqundan ve
qerdaglsgsndan bshs olunur,habels onlarsn ez talejini istadiklari
kimi hell etmsk hagqr qebul =dilirdi,

Angara ve losgva hekumstlari sresends ikinei resmi mygavils 17 de
gabr 1925-ci ilde imzalanmngds ve o,"dostlug,biteresflik ve garselsro
1 hycum etmemejs deir" id£°l929~cu ild? bu mygavilenin myddsti jeé
nidsn vzadelmbsdbr,

Amg onu da xatsrladag ki,hels 1lk mygeavilenin imzalanmasendan agz
sonra Sovet hekumsetinin hsertersfli himaje etdiji Mustafa Sybhi'nin
bmgg&lbqb-m1t5n§i§ik gommunistlari grupu grLzli olarag Tyrkijs ser-
hedlerini desniz Jjolu ils kegmak isf@rkmn jaxalansb eldyrylmysler
v Tyrkijstde de bir Qox'qommunist rehberleri hsbs olunmusdulaer.
Bu hadiss Tyrkije rehberlijinin Mosqvs ile mynasibatlsrde dmbﬂ'sajr
dlmesrna s»ba2b olmusgdur. p

S#s; Bununla bele,xysusile,1932-ci ilden etibarsn iki devlet araszndal

igtisadi mynasibstlerde myhym inkigaf qejd edilmigdirgl9377ci ileds
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Tyrkija'de istifads jo verilen Qejssri,Malatja ve Nazilli teqstil

qombinatlaré ile bir nege gsksr fabriki Sovet Ittifage'nesn texniki

ve malijje Jjardemr ils tikilmigdir. R

Qlim Vorogilov'un bagegslsg etdiji béjyk:bir nymabanda hej'etinin
Tyrkije Cymhurijjeti'nin gqurulmassnen 10~cu ildenymy mynasibatils
dyzaldilan merasimlsrde igtirak etmakOXQyn Tyrkije'je gelmesi,iki
devlat arasbndaki mynméibatlarin an jyks@ﬁiinkisaf pillesing c¢atdy-

. ar bir devr_olmusdur.

Sss: Tyrk-sovet mynasibetlerinin jaxgr olmsdrngs vaxtlarda sovet matbu-
atr,bir adet olaraq,iddia etmigdiriki,guja bél@ vezijjet Atatyrk'yn.
vefatendan sonrs bas vermigdir.Ancaq terixi senedlesr vs fagtlar
vezijjetin heg¢ d» bels olmedsgens gestarir.Heqiget budur ki,bir ta.-
réfdan Sovet Ittifsqr ile jaxss dostluq ve amekdaslsg mynasibetle-
rini davam etdirme je cehd eden Tyrkije,diger tersfdsn ds ezynyn tsh

lykaéizliji yeyn zeruri olaﬂ diger tadbirl?%zs vurmaqes da ehmai & G

mirdi.Bu arada Tyrkije (Qerb devlietleri ile de Jjaxse mynasibetlsr

qurmaq istejirdi,bu ises Mosqvs'nen xosuna gelmirdi.

Meealsn,Tyrkijs hekumsti 1928-ci ilds (erb devletlari ils "Osmanl
devlatinin borclarrnen edsnilmesine” dair mygavile imzalads.Bu myga
vils sovel menbslsrinds "ssaret sazisgi" kimil sscijjslendirilmigdir,
Sses: Tyrkijs 1935-ci ild$+Aralbq Denizi devlsetlesri arsssnda imzalanmss:
neca dejarlarg”Centlmeﬂlik sazigi'"'ne gqosulmugdur.Sovet neqheji-
nezsrins gere,bu sazig "Ingiltsre itecavyzkarlpqens jajma vasitesi®
hesab olunmusgdur. 7

Tyrkije 1937-ci ilde ez gonsulsrs Iran,Iraq ve ofqansstan ils

- Se'dabad dostlug myqgavilassini bheglsdp.Sovet iddissena gera,%u paqgte
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gajesi,guja Jaxen ve Ortam Sarq devlatlerini "Ingiltare'nin sijasi
orbitine coll &tmek" olmugdur. |

Ve nehajet Tyrkije Ikinci Dynja lMyharibasi'nin bﬁ@laHQBCbﬂdﬂﬂlg
ogtjabr 1939~cu ilde Ingilters vs Frensa ile herbi ittifaq baglamal:

0ldu.Sovet narszslsgona sabab olan bytyn bu mygqevilelsrin demsk olar
&

Hembsh Atatyrk'yn ssglsgsenda imzalasnmegder.Ondan sonra cers-

jan etmig hadiseler iss Tyrkije'nin entija®ls horsket etmekds ns
geder hagls olduqunu gestermigdir.,

Hels "Dostlug v2 qersnleqls hycum etmemak" barsde Alman-sovet my =
gavilesinin imzalanmaspndan sonra,ﬁaqiqatén ﬁadis@lar ¥xejli syr'atl:
inkigaf etmisdixr.Sovet Ittifans Rumenija ve Baltik elkelsri kimi
gonsulares il@a,necs dejesrler,"dostluq” myqavilslsri imzalajsr,bunun
arxaspndan da sovet gosunlarrs hemin elkelers gqargp silahls mydaxils
je baglajbrdbsDostluq mygavilesi beglamaga Jjanasmajan Finlandija'j=
iss myharibe e'lan olunmu§f§@ Finleandija bu vasite iles jola getiril—
misgdi.

Tyrkije'nin xarici igsler naziri Sykry Saragoglu da 1939-cu ilds
myzakire megsedils Mosqva'js davset olunmugdu.Saragoglu’nun seferi
xejli uzun syrdy,lakin bir netice vermadi.Zira sovet telsblerini je—
rine jetirmak Tyrkije yeyn ssan bir ig dejildi.,

Sovet hekumati telsb edirdi ki,Bogqazler xarici devletlsrin gsmi-
lsrins gspadrlsen ve - bu belgenin mydafiesi y¢yn mystersk Sovet-

tyrk mquvilasi imzaleanssn.Bels bir ittifaq'sn Tyrkije'nin biteref

1iji ile bir Jere snpqmajecagsns ireli syrsn Tyrk nymajends hej'ati

bu sovet taklifini qet'i redd etmigdir,

Ozynyn bitereflik sijasetinde isrer eden Tyrkije,194i-ci ilin

mart ajsnda Sovet Ittifeqr ile birlikde bir "Hycum etmsmek
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Be jannamssi imzaladboAlmanwsovet myharibsesinin baslanmeszndan bir
negs gyn ence de Almanijs il@ "Dostlug ve hycum etmsmak" nygaviles:i
baglads.ljunun 21-de Alman-sovet myharibesinin baglsnmasrndan der-
hal sonrs ise Tyrkije ezynyn bitersflijini e'lsn etdi.
1939~-cu ilds sovet telsblerini redd etmggla Tyrkije,en jaigs hald
Finlandija'nen vezijjestine dysmekden,Alman-sovet myharibesi devryndy
~82 bitsreflijini X el
?Earumaqla da Sovet Ittifaqe'nen pejkins tdvrilmekden ez Canenp qur-
tara bilmigdir. |
Tarixi senedlerin ve fagqtlsrmn isrgrnda fyrk~sbvet mynasibetlsri
mevéusunda sehbsti dinlsdiniz.Gelsen haftakiisehbatda tyrk-sovet
mynasibetlerinin myharibaden sonraki sefhesinden bshg edscsjik,
Saqlbqia qalsnbz,aziz'hamjeriil@r,Bu program Azadlsq Radiosu'ndan
verildi,

( Musigi )
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Terixi Sensdlerin Ve Fagtlarsn Issosnda

Tyrk-Sovet llynesibotleri 2

( Musiqi )

Sas: Bu mevzuja hssr etdijimiz kegan haftaki‘iehbetda tyrk-sovet myna-
sibétlarinin ikinci Dynja Myharibasi‘g}n sonuna qsderki merhelssins
temas etmigdik.DBu gynﬁi sehbatds myharibﬁﬁan sonraki hadisalarden
behs edacsjik.

Myhariba d@vrynda Tyrkije'ni msglub olmug dysmen kimi igsqal etmsk
va ja alman isgalsna ugqrameg myttafiq bir de&lat kimi,nece dej2rlsr
"azad" edib tedricen sovet pejkins cevirmak fyrsatini @lds -eds bil-
majen Stalin idarssi,qalibijjstin da ona verdiji cesaratla,bu elke]
garss ¢ox sart tezjiq tedbirlarinas bag vurmusdur.

Sovet hekumeti hels 45-ci ilin mart ajsnda Mosqva;daki tyrk sofi-
_riné bildggrmigdi ki,o,"Dosﬁiuq,bitaraflik ve gqarsprlpgle hycum etwme-~
mak” parads 21 mart 1925-ci ilde baglanmes Tyrk-sovet mygavilesini
logqv etmek nijjstindedir.

- Begs T ijﬁn‘l945—ci ilde Tyrkijs hekumestins verilsn sovet notasenda

iss 25-ci i1l Tyrk-sovet myqavilesinin vaxtenen uzadslmase ygyn bu

sertlsr ireli syrylyrdy:Tyrkije Qars,ordshan va Artvin vjlajétlarin'

Soyet Ittifaqe'na vermelidir;Bosfor vs Dardanel boqazlars Tyrkijs

ils Sovet Ittifaqs terefinden birgaﬁmydafia olunmalsder; Tyrkijes hek:

mati Boqazlar rerimins aair 1936-cp ilds llontre'ds baglanmss Bejnal
xalqg myqavilénin dsjisdirilmesins,prinsip etibars ils,razy olmalrdr
avvélca Sovet Ittifaqe'nen Tyrkije'dsn telsdb etdiji srazilsrin

tarixi-sijasi r statusu meselesi yzerinds bir az dsjenaq:
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Ses: Indi Tyrkije serhedleri daxilinds olan Qars,d9rdshan ve Artvin ilz
Sovet Ittifaqs'nsn hydudlars igindeki Batum 1877-78-ci illerdski
Tyrkijs-Rusija myharibssinden sonra herb tezminats olaraq Car Rusi
Jasp'na verilmigdi.Birineci dynja myharibaéi'nin‘sonunda Brest-Litow
sq mygavilesini imzelamaga mecbur olsn Lenin hekumoti isa,myahidaﬂ*
4~cy maddasiﬁa 9sasasn bytyn bu araziierdaydyryst bir réj sorqusu ke-
¢irilmssine razs olmu§au.Jani bu ardgilagda jasajan shali ezynyn
"Rusija terkibinde galmaq ve ja jeniaan,Tyrkija ils birlasmsk arzusu
bareds serbest fikir bejen etmeli 1di. '\

Heqiqaten belas sarbest rsj sorqusu olmusdur ve Tyrkijs'nin sabig

xaricl igler nazirlerinden Feridun Cemal Erkin ezynyn 1968-1

ilds ¢apdan ¢sxan Tyrk-Sovet lMynasibetleri Va Bogazlar llsselesi adly
@sarinds hemin rsj sorgusunun neticeleri barsde bu molumdts verir:
Sos: Batum'ds sos veron 4312 azdsmdan 2669-u Tyrkije'ni,160~» Rusija'n:
istomig,1483 nsfor de bitersf galmsgdsr.drdeohsn'da sss versn 5276
o 4 :
adamen hamess Tyrkf?a‘ni istomigdir.Artvin'ds ses veran 10.842 na-
ferden 10.831-i Tyrkije'ni,ll-i ds Rusija'ne istemigdir.Qars'da se-
versn 19.446 adamdan 19.376-s» Tyrkije'ni,70 naferi da Rusija'ns
istemigdir.

Bali,sovet hokumeti vaxts ilse imzaladgqb Brest-Litovsq myqaviloess
nyae,lng—ci ilds kegirilmis rsj sorqusunun naticelarini g@,habelm
Tyrkijse Cymhurijjeti ile baqladpqs sazislseri de bir anda unutmugdu.

Sovet Ittifaqr'nen Bosfor ve Dardanel vs ja istahbul Vo Canaqqaln
boqazlarens,necs dejsrler,Tyrkijs ils birge-mydafis etmok barsdski

onun,
tslabins goelince,bu,har sejdsn evvel,Bofazlar rezimins dair lontre
bejqalxalq sazigini tapdalajeb Sorqi Aralsq D@nizi bolgoesini- ez ha-

kimijjeti altena 2lmass demsk idi.



tyrk-sovet -3

gsé Tyrk~Sovet lynasiboetlsri Ve Bodazlar Maeselosi adly sssrin myasll:

S

rifal Erkin Tyrkije'je qerss jensldilen sovet sramzi talsbleri ils

8lagedar olafaq jazer:

"Ajlardan beri lMosqva'da apsrslan hazsrlsqlar va nezers carpan
slamatler,Bejyk Pjotr devryndan beri Caerlar'sn zehinlarini megaqul
eden xylja Vo hirsin Sovet Ittifaqr tersfinden de menimeendijini
agerqea gestérirdiu..Sovet diplomatijéssnﬁh diqgeatle hazsrlanmes pl
ne artsq tetbig olunmaqa baglanmesdsf, 2

Hel®,1925~ci ilds baglanmes Tyrk-sovet dostluq,bitereflik vs qar-
et stleqles hycum etmemeak barsdoki myqavilsnin vaxtenen uzaéblmajacaqk
nen 45-ci ilin‘mart ajonda sovetvhekumati'tarefindan e'lan olunma-
spndan sonrsa myhym bir hadisa bag vermisdi,O0 zaman Birlesmis Milw-
letler Tegkilats'nen nizamnamesini imzalamaq yeyn San-Frarsisgqo!ja
geden Tyrkije nymajends hej'eti,meveud ixtilafa dinc danﬁ$bqlar jo-
lu ils ¢ars tapmaq megssdils,Sovet Ittifaq'snen o zamanki xarici
liolotov

igler naziri/ile gorysmek istomis,lakin MNolotov bu telsbi qat'i rad

‘l'

etmisdi.

58s: San-Iransisqo! ja gendsrilmis Tyrkije nymajonds hej'etinin terki-

) , bins daxil olan eserin mysllifi ve o zeman Yarici igleor nazirinin
- ¢
myavini tejin olunan Feridun Comel Erkin o vaxtlarda Tyrkijo'nin j:.

nezlegene ve dynja toskilatmns qurmaq ygyn San~Fransisqo'ja@golmi§
diplomatlaren zehnijjotini do bu sezlsrle ifado edir:

| "Arteq sylhyn qet'i bﬁg tutocagene inan?girlagmig HMilletler Toegki
lats'ndaki nymajendelasr arasssndn he¢ bir nymsjsnda hej'sti,basqgass

nen malsna 81 uzatmaq hirsdi ils tutusan bir.dovletin,e jni zamanda,

0 jnamagda olduqu ojunu hiss vo dork edocok vozijjetds dejildin.,



Ses:
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Sovet tezjiqi qarsssmnda Tyrkije'nin vezijjoti hegigetan ¢ox
¢atin idi;lakin onun,szynﬁgystdqil Ve suveren bir devlst kimi mev-
cudijjetini tehdid edsn sovet tslsblerine gyzesta getmomak ezminde
olduqu da agksr idi.Bels vazijjatdavtyrk dipiomatijass Birlesmig
Statlar'a jaxsnlagmam;va mmsalanin'igiyzjﬂy,tahlykali vezijjeti ong
izah etmsji ezy yeyn Jjegane doqru joiwhesab etmigdir,Birla§mi§ Sta '~
lar'en o zamanki Anqara sofiri Brdvin ngson'un bu igsde gox myhym
rol ojnadsqr ajden olur.

0 zaman Tyrkijs'nin xarici‘i$19r nazirinin myavini Uljgyrk~80vet
Mynasibatleori Ve Bogazlar Mesolasi adls esarin my=2l1ifi Egggngn
barads jazsr: (

"Angara'da yec illik sa3firliji ssnasenda Mr.Vilson ezyngrxas sabr,
sakitlik vo sobat ils ¢otin bir vezifeni jerins Jetirmis vs onu mys
tosna bir myveffaqijjst derscesins gatdbrmbgdbr.gévranbglarb ils er
olkesi vo hekumeti yeyn beﬁyk ajdsnlsq menbe ji,Tyrkijo yoyn do fo-
dakar va'sadiq bir dosgt élmugdur”.

Hadisslsrin bundan sonrski inkigsafr ise maelumdur.Bir tarafdén Tyr
kije hekumeti sovet t22Jjiqi qarseswnda sert myqavimet gestermisg,di-
ger torofden ds Ameriga'nen Angara sefiri Vilson;takca tyrk-sovet
mynasibetlorinin de jil, tyrk-rus mynasibaflarinin tarixini ds bytfz
toferryats -ile o zamankl ‘prezident Trumen's izah etmokds davam et-
misdir,

1947-ci ilde totbig olunqn meshur "Trumen dogtrinass" 'npn Tyrkije-
ni do shatse etmssi hemin fealijjetlerin semoroli naticesi idi."Tru-

men doqtrinass" ils Tyrkijs Cymhurijsti'nin sorhodlerinin tpxunul—~

mezlegs Birlssmis Jtatlar torefinden teminat altpna alenmeg ve ilk
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olaraq Tyrkije'js 150 miljon dollar hecminde iqtisadi ve hérbi jar4'

dem gesterilmisdir.

S@s: Daha sonraki illerdes is® Tyrkije ils Birlesmis Statlar arassnda

Sas:

0)]

h@r_sahada daha s»Xx gmgkdgslhq ‘qurulmug ve Tyrkijs (srb'in mydafis
sisteminds myhym rol ojnamaqgs baglam5§dbr.Tyrkija §2~ci ilds $imals
Atlantik lMydafie Ittifagr'na daxil olmus,55zci ilds o zamenki Baqdad
Pagts'nen ve.indiki SEHTO'nun qurucuiagbndan biri olmusdur,

Bels vezijjotds sovet hekumati ezynyn Ti?kija xysusundaki sijase-
tinds addem-addem gerilsmig ve nshajetde iki iljarem israr etdiji
ez teleblerinden vaz kecmali olmusduf.Lakin o}ezyhyn hagspz harsketi
ile (Qerb'in mydafis sisteminos Tyrkija kimi sadiq bir myttefiq qazan-
dermesdsr.
...,o...

( ltusigi )

Tarixi -sonadlerin ve fagtlsruin issqsnda tyrk-sovet mynasibetleri

mevzusuna hosr etdijimiz ikiﬁci sehbati dinlediniz.Galen heftaki

sehbetdo Tyrk-sovet mynasibatlsrinin Stalin'in elymyndsn sonraki

sefhosinden bshs edscsjik.
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Tyrk-Sovet lMynagibetlari 3

( Musigi )

v

Ses: Bu mevzuja hesr etdijimiz bundan. svvelki ikl msbh:i®is

1953-cy iller arassnde cersjan etmis myhym hadiselsrdsn bens * -

. . 1 ¢ 2 2 =4 - . P o
misdik.Bu gynki sehbstde tyrk-sovef mynasibetlarinin Htal ' n’in
elymynden sonraki ssflesi yzsrinde ﬂaﬁ%nqgango

Stalin'ih elymyndsn sonra Sovet Ittifaqe'nen xarici sljimew’ .« 9

emele gelsn myejjsn dsjisgiklik fyrk-sovet mynasib;?l$r?nﬁy”ﬂ$
ozyny geatarﬁi@dirﬂSovet hekumati 19535-cy iijn maj ajerda fki 4
lot arsssndaki mynasibstleri normallagdsrmeqs Tyrkije hehuvwmaliins
taklif etmigdi.

30 maj 53-cy il tarixli sovet notesrnds Ermenistan va Gyroistss
sovet cymhurijjetlerinin "Tyrkije'den srazi telab etmskden vaz
kegdiklariﬁ bildirilmisdi.Bu,7 ijun 45~ci ilds Tyrkijs’je verilmig
; P
sovet notasenen etibarssz ;'1an edilmssi demsk 1di.

~ Ses: MNelum olduqu kimi,hemin notada dejilirdi ki 1925-ci ilds Sove:

) ittifaqe ile Tyrkije srssende baglsnmes "Doatlug,biteraflik ve
garsslsgls hycum etmsmak" barsdeki mygavilsnin vextensn uzadeslma.-
g yoyn Tyrkije bir swvra gyzestlsrs getmelidir.Daha doqrusu Tyr-
kije ezynyn Qaras,drdshan ve Artvin vilajatlérini Sovet f4tifagqe'na
vermsli;Bosfor ve Dardanel boqazlarens iss Sovet Ittifags ilse bir-
go mydsfis etmeja razr olmalsdsr.30 maj 53-cy 1l tarixli sovet
notssy ile ise,xejli ¢stin,hetta tehlyksli anler jssamss tyrk-

sovet myna5ib9tlarinda jeni bir merhsles baglanmeg olurdu.



T T

Ali Sovet'in 29 deqabr 1953-cy ilde agnplan sealijastnda PHXLS
eden Xruégovfsovetmtyrk mynesibstlesrine “omss e misdi.lkl Awvls’
araspndaki mynasibetlerin "Atatyrk ve Insny devrynds Jamge 203 i-

gunu,dahe sonra ise pislagdijini" xatrrledsn Yrusgow Jem gdl: 7

< @

dejs bilmerik ki,buna jalnwz Tyrkije s=bsb olmugdur;hizin tors”
mizden de mynasibetlerin pislegmsains sebsb olan jerslsz ovsjanasl-

lar verilmigsdir.Lakin,indi biz,jarsumes vezljjeti dejlzd rms

bu elks ile dostlug mynasibatlerini bsrpa stmejs luken versn b2/

tedbirlsr germysyk.Ancsq,teasssyf ki tyrk devia® xsdiml

o

tedbirlsras bag vurmurler.

v

e3: DBeli,Tyrkije'nin devlst zadimlsri Jeri sovet takliflerl xysumor-

s r———

da,ez nevbesinds,lazemi tedbirlar germek ygyn telosmemigd! lsr.2i>

1

keomisin tecrybssinden ders alan tyrk devle’ xadimleri #goveh ran.

berlijinin tentens ils tabliq etdiji "dinc Jjsnage Jas

1]

ama sijasell.

A

ne" bir az gybhas ils jenagsrdslar.Onlar bels hereks’ eimakds hag-

oy

sz da dejildilar. ‘
Biz bununla,o zamsn sovebt rahbsrlijinin jaratdmgr neca dejarlsr,

Py "ayn'i Surija behrenr"'ne gqesd edirik.0 zaman ’ govah
gilahlarr ile doldurulan v® "barst gmlia 1" halpna gelan Surija’ds
Tyrkijs 2lejhins saslar ucalsrde.Bu vezljjet Sovet Ittifaqr ve
Tyrkijs'nin o zamanki bsg nazirlari Niqolaj Bulganin wvs Adnap Men-
deres arasenda mybadile edilen y¢ mektubda genig izsh clunmugdur.
Jeri geolmigksn onu da dejsk ki,sovet matbuaty mybadile olunmug
mektublaren metnlerini nesr etmemigdir.

Ses: Halbuki,Tyrkijs bag nazirinin Sovet ittigaqb”nbn bag nazirins

gondardiji mektubda vezijjet olduges ®¢bg tesvir olunmusdu.

'
Maktubda dejilirdi:



&

REER

1in devrynde buraxplmeg gehvlia

Ses:

Lyrk-

~EOR -

nSurija'da jeni ve oldugee tehlykall proses svrt&le aJ*'qe%
edir.dger sa2mimi nlaraq Tyrkije ila,qarsslegley &-imeoa L8tk
eden heqiql dostlug mynasibatleri jaradwlmaqg el vﬂrgorhdidﬁ
Surije xysusunda jeridilen sijrgatasn vez kegzlm%lidyrﬁf@a?ﬁi 4y

A «

tshdid,ajdendser ki,haqiqi doetlug mynasibatlerins %pﬁ 0y L ode=
jildir". .

Tyrk-sovet mynasib@tl@rindaki jeni ipklsaf Trassoviur g o83
dan uzagqlasdsrprlmassndan sonrs olmugd@rwﬁéi Sovettin R&iaNi
atitnin ssdri Nigolaj Podgorns'nen baggelsbg etdijil Sove  Tau.? o
nymajanda,hej‘ati 5= 1ilin jesnvar ajsnde Tyrkljs Zeif! MAT e
Maclisitnin dsvati yzrs Angars’ ja galdin

Tyrkije parlementinin Jegeneaqends GLXBS eden Podgorns “yrkesco

vet mynasibstlerinin Sovet terafin teqeiri yzyundsn p

eti:mf etdikden sonra,Xrussov rtharlijin@
sredsan gqaldersb ikl
spndaki mynasibstleri dyz@itm@k yoyn kifsjst gedsr g
atmampsder.

Diger tarefdsn,hsla 1961-ci ild@
seckilerindesn sdnr
rinin jaxsslasderrlmass yeyn genig qmmp$n13n/pmr5rdb
goaliseija hekumetinin bag¢
srasendaki mynasibstlerin dyz zalmssl yqyn beijyk s@] &
Podgqornp'nen zijareti ve Meolis'dski ¢pxpgp bu sahad
di addsm atblmaébnh xejli msanlsgdermegder.

taren iki myhym 2mili de burada xatwrlatmaq gerekdix

biri Quba behrann,digeri 4= Kipr problemi idi.

ds ejham e

Tyrkija'ds kecirilmisg

a Xy&ugllm sol metbust Fyr&«move* mynas

Tyrk-sovet mynasibstlarinin ayr'satls jeaxgplagmassn

isla

s

at'i addsm

parlasment

aibatle-

Bu arads=

p®p Oolsn marhum tamet Tneny iki devls®

estermigdire.

3 jeni ve cid-

a ta'lair gam-

.Bunlarian
¢
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Telumdur ki,Sovet Ittifaqs Birlegmis Statlar'sn get'i mevqe tut-
masp neticasinde Quba'da raket bazass qurmagdan vaz kegmsli ol-
mugdu.Lakin,buna nygabil,sovet hekumeti Birlssmis Statlar'dan
telab etmigdi ki,Tyrkije erazisindski smerigan raket bazalarons
legv etsin,

Dogrudur,o zamanki prezident Kennedy sovest hekumstinin bu tsle-
bini resmen rodd etmigdi;lakin bu d= keogigatdir ki,ondan bir az
sonra Tyrkije srazisindski ameriqgan rakegﬁbmzalarb laqv edilmigdir.
Bu vaZijjat Tyrkije'ni,nece dejerlsr,dysynmsjs vadar etmigdir.

ds
Kipr meselssine gelince,bu problemin halli isi sshesin/tyrk ve

1o

Exe]

ce

sovet hekumebtlorinin mevgeji arassnda myejjen Jaxenlasma olmass
Tyrkije'ni razs salmegdsr.

! Necaki,f4-cy 1ilin nojadbr ajends Tyrkije'nmin xarici igler naziri
ns _
Feridun Cemal Brkin Sovet Ittifaqr/resmen zijarst etmesi mynasi-~

- . : A . ;
leminin,"Kipr'in her iki icmesenbn - junan va tyrk icmalarsnsn
nanuni hagla&rsnen gorunmass prinsipil asasenda’ hell olunmasmnsb
arzu etdikleri bildirilmisdir.Sovet hekumsetinin indijedsk myhafi-
za etdiji bu mevqe,elbstte,Tyrkijs ygyn ¢ox myhymdyr.

Poorudur,Sovet hekumetinin Kipr probleminin genig bejnslxalq
ni _
qonfransde myzakirs edilmesi barsdaki talobi/Tyrkije himajs etms-
' ) bu talab

mig.hattn one garsge ¢rp¥xmegdirr. .Bununls bels,NATO' ja daxil,Juna-
ras oo varic. bvivn diger elksler tereafinden de radd edildiji yeyn
ivtilaf tyrk-sovelt mynasibetlari cergiveeindsn ¢exmpgdsr.
9aey  Tyrkijs ile fovet Tttifage araswnde son illsrde xejli geniglenaen

myharibedsn sonraki iqtisedi-texniki amskdsglsq is9,gybhesiz,sovet

1

hag neziri Alegse] Qo

473

e

pgin'in 66=-cr ilin degabr ajenda Tyrkije'js

3
O,

ptrinei resmi ssferindsn sonra bagslanmegl . B
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tyrk-gove b w3
O zaman "Sove. I[ttifaqe ile Tyrkijs arassnda he¢ bir srazl ¥
Ja sair ixtilaf joxdur" deje Anqara'de hejanat veren Ooarpgl:

devlet arasendski serhedlerin ve Qara Deniz'in "svlh ﬂfrkﬁdtﬁl*

ve sylh denizi” oldugunu e'lan etmig,bununla dd :'sreili (q%&adm

.

di smekdagleq yoyn saqlam zsmin hazerlamesdpr.
Qospgin'in kegen ilin sonunda Tyrkije'4Ys ikinci saferi senaznr ;-
da istifedeje verilme merasiminde iwbtirak etdiji ve indilik L Y

nsfer fohle ve qullugeunun iglediji Iskendsrun gshwrinds Tk Tyl

myszzam Demir-polad qombinats, jeniden baslajsn tyrk-sove> iqtise.

. QOB EE L e

b

i-texniki smekdaglerousnen en jexss bahrelsrindsn biri
in hemin szfsri asnmssn&a tarafler iqtisadi~texniki emekdaglrun
daha da geniglendirmek mes2laszinds mytabiq galmesler.
1a ( Mueigi )

Tarixi senedlsrin ve faqtlsrsn issqemnda tyrk-sovet mynasibetlsyi

mevzusunda ygyncy va sonuncu sehbsti dinledimiz.Saglsqla galenez,

2z1z haﬂﬁerlilarvBu proaqram Azadlsq Radiosu’'ndan verildi.



