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Sadrazam Tevfik (Okday) 23 Subat 1921 Giinii Londra Konferansindayken S6zii TBMM
Delegasyonuna Devretti Mi?

Omer Faruk Altay*

Londra Konferansinin 23 Subat 1921 tarihli oturumu resmf tutanaginda gériyoruz ki Sadrazam Tevfik
(Okday), istanbul Hiikiimetinin gdrislerini iceren Fransizca muhtira okutmustur. S6z hakkini TBMM
Hariciye Vekili ve Delegasyonu Baskani Bekir Sami'ye (Kunduh) devrettigine iliskin herhangi bir ifadesi
yoktur! (Ek 3’e bakiniz). Nitekim istanbul Hiikiimeti delegasyonu iiyesi Osman Nizami Pasa, Bekir
Sami'den birkac fasil sonra séz almis ve gériislerini beyan etmistir? (Ek 5’e bakiniz). Daha acik bir
deyisle, hem istanbul Hiikiimeti delegasyonu hem TBMM delegasyonu, miilahazalarini ayri ayri beyan
etmislerdir.

ingiliz liberal The Guardian gazetesinin 24 Subat 1921 tarihli niishasindan: Londra Konferansi’nda [..]
iki Ttirk Delegasyonu da dinlendi ve her biri Tiirkiye icin konusma yetkisine sahip olduklarini iddia etti.
iki delegasyon da ayri ayri sunum yapt:.?

ispanyol La Accion gazetesinin 24 Subat 1921 tarihli niishasindan: istanbul Hiikiimeti ile Ankara
Hiikiimeti'ni temsilen génderilen Tiirk heyetler, bugiinkii konferansta kendilerini ifade etti.*

Paris’de muntesir La Matin gazetesi, 6zel muhabiri Jules Sauerwein’in “Asirlik Dogu meselesi. Tirklerin
programi birkag kelimeden ibarettir: Yenilgileri zafere cevirmek” sernameli makalesini nesretti:

Asiri saygili ve titreyerek konferans salonuna girip Mosy6 Lloyd George’un karsisina oturan ve romatizmali
organlari izerine bir yiin 6rten Tevfik Pasa diplomasi edebiyatinda Tiirkiye’yi temsil eden istanbul’un “Hasta
Adam”inin gercek semboll idi. Mosy6 Lloyd George’un actyarak onun saghgini sordugunu gérmek hiizin
vericiydi. Sadrazam, boylesine yuksek bir meclise kabul edildiginden memnunluk duydugunu belirterek
tesekkir etti ve Roma’daki elgisi Osman Nizami Pasa’ya s0z verdi; o da bir kag cimleden sonra “Tirk Millet
Meclisi”nin temsilcileri olarak tanittigi Ankara’nin adamlarina soézii birakmayi uygun gérdi. [..]°

24 Subat 1921 tarihli ispanyol matbuatinin belirttigine gére:

Sultan'in temsil heyeti, sekreteri vasitasiyla, kendilerinin Ankara’nin politikasini takip edecegini ve Sevr
Antlasmasi'nin yeniden gdzden gegirilmesini talep edecegini beyan etmistir. Tevfik Pasa, istanbul ve Ankara
hikimetleri arasindaki ihtilaflarin i¢ meselelerle ilgili oldugunu agiklayacakti. Konferansin o giinkii oturumu
yaklasik bir saat siirmiistiir. Oturuma baskanlik eden Lloyde George, sézii, istanbul heyeti baskani Tevfik
Pasa’ya vermistir. Tevfik Pasa da Turkiye adina kisa bir konusma yapmistir. Onun ardindan General Osman
Pasa, Tevfik Pasa’nin konusmasini belge ve bilgilerle destekleyen bir konusma yapmistir. Ardindan, istanbul
heyeti, s6zii Ankara heyetine birakmistir. Ankara heyeti baskani Bekir Sami Bey, Turk milli tezini savunan uzun
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adresinden temin edilmistir.
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konusmasinda, kendi heyetinin, Tiirk milletini temsil eden tek ve gercek merci oldugunu sdylemis olsa da
konferansin, istanbul heyetinin agiklamalarini dinlenmesine itiraz etmemistir. [..]°

ibniilemin Mahmut Kemal inal, Sadrazam Tevfik'i ve TBMM delegasyonundan Doktor Nihat Resat
Belger'i’ sahit gdstererek, Sadrazamin diplomatik sdz hakkini tamamen devrettigini ileri sirmistar.
Lafiz soyledir: S6z, asil millet vekillerine aiddir. Binaen aleyh Anadolu hey’etine s6z verilmesini teklif ve
reca ederim.®

Bab-1 Alf Londra Biiyiikelcisi ve Londra Konferansi Murahhasi Mustafa Resit'in miitalaasina bakalim
dedik mamafih H. Basri Danisman, dedesinden veyahut ailesinden aktarim yapmak yerine Sadrazam
Tevfikzade Sefik Okday'dan nakille Doktor Nihat Resat'in mahut rivayetine atif yapmis oldugunu
gordik. Lafiz soyledir: S6z asil milletvekillerine aittir. Binaenaleyh Anadolu heyetine séz verilmesini
teklif ediyorum.®

TBMM Trabzon mebusu ve Londra Konferansi Murahhas Heyeti mensubu Ridvanbeyoglu Hisrev
(Gerede), Tevfik'in s6zit TBMM delegasyonuna tevdi ettigini fakat Nihat Resat'inkinden bambaska bir
lafizla yazmistir: Tiirk ulusunun temsilcileri konferans huzurunda olduklarindan, s6zii Anadolu
delegelerinin séylemeleri gerekir.*°

27

TBMM Sinob mebusu Doktor Riza Nur: Tevfik pasa Londra konferansinda s6zii “Séz sahibi bunlardir
diye Bekir Sami’ye birakmis. Birakmak biiyiikligiinii de yapmis. Bu adam hakikaten biiyiiktir.'!

Londra Konferansi TBMM murahhaslarindan Yunus Nadi, ingiliz istihbarat raporuna bakilirsa,
konferans hakkinda muhtira kaleme alip TBMM Hariciye Vekaletine takdim etmistir. Fakat TBMM zabit
ceridelerinde béyle bir muhtiranin izine rastlanilmamaktadir.?

Yunus Nadi’'nin sehadeti kritiktir. Yunus Nadi, Sadrazam Tevfik'e atfedilen so6ziin efsane oldugunu 1
Kasim 1922 tarihli gazete makalesinde belirtmistir. Yunus Nadi'nin aktarimi da bambaska bir lafizladir:
S6z bizim degil, milletin hakiki miimessilleri olan Anadolu murahhaslarinindir.®

inceledigimiz ingiliz Gazeteleri arasinda Tevfik Pasa’nin Tiirk Halki’nin gercek temsilcisinin Bekir Sami
Bey oldugunu séyledigine dair bir habere rastlanmamstir.**

ingiltere'nin istanbul Fevkaldde Komiseri S6r Horace Rumbold’un 8 Mayis 1922’de ingiltere Disisleri
Bakani Lord Curzon'a gonderdigi gizli yillik raporda belirttigine gére, Londra Konferansindayken TBMM
delegasyonu, istanbul delegasyonundan daha baskindi. iki heyet arasinda "gurur" meselesi, cekisme
yasanmigtr.'®
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Yunus Nadi'nin tanikligi, Londra Konferansi zabitnamesiyle ve ingiliz yillik gizli raporuyla értiistiyor: (i)
S6z devri mevzubahis olmadig gibi bilakis Bab-1 Ali delegasyonu sulhgu, miinferid bir muhtira takdim
etmisti. (ii) iki delegasyon arasinda alenen degil fakat hafiyyen bir siirtiisme vardi.

Netice

Ber vech-i bala verileri sdyle mitalaa ediyoruz: Bab-1 Alf ve TBMM murahhas heyetleri Londra’da
maslahat icabi aleni bir ¢catisma hali gostermemek hususunda prensibde s6zlesmis goriintiyorlar fakat
Sadrazam Tevfik’in “S6z, asil millet vekillerine aiddir. Binaen aleyh Anadolu hey’etine s6z verilmesini
teklif ve reca ederim.” tarzi bir ciimleyi Londra Konferansi resmi oturumunda séylemis oldugu iddiasi,
gercek disidir.
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No. 19

1.C.P. 161] British Secretary’s Notes of an Allied Conference held in St.
James’s Palace, London, S.W., on Wednesday, February 23, 1921, at
11 a.m.

PRESENT: British Empire: The Rt. Hon. D. Lloyd George, O.M., M.P., Prime
Minister (in the Chair); The Rt. Hon. the Earl Curzon of Kedleston,
K.G., Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs; POLITICAL EXPERTS, Mr.
Kerr, Mr. Vansittart; secRETARIES, Sir M. Hankey, G.C.B., Mr.
Howorth, Mr. Sylvester.

France: M. Briand, M. Berthelot, M. Loucheur, Count de Saint-Aulaire;
POLITICAL EXPERTS, M. Kammerer, M. Brugére; sECRETARIES, M.
Massigli, M. Chastenet.

Italy: Count Sforza, Signor de Martino; POLITICAL EXPERT, Signor Galli;
SECRETARY, Signor Guariglia.

Japan: Baron Hayashi, Mr. Nagai; SECRETARIES, Mr. Saito, Mr.
Yoshizawu [Yoshizawa].

INTERPRETER: M. Camerlynck.

TurkisH DELEGATES:

Constantinople: His Highness Ahmed Tewfik Pasha, Grand Vizier; His
Excellency Mustapha Reshid Pasha, Ottoman Government delegate
at London; His Excellency Osman Nizami Pasha, Ottoman Govern-
ment delegate at Rome; secRETARY, His Excellency Ali Chevki Bey,
Turkish Minister at Stockholm.

Angora: His Excellency Bekir Sami Bey, Deputy for Amassia, Minister
for Foreign Affairs (President of Delegation) ; Djami Bey, Deputy for
Aidin, delegate; Khousrew Bey, Deputy for Trebizond, delegate;
Yamous Nadi Bey, Deputy for Smyrna, delegate; Zekaia Bey, Deputy
for Adana; secreTARIEs, Dr. Nihad Reshad Bey, Munir Bey.

(The delegates from the Turkish Governments at Constantinople and
Angora respectively entered the Conference at 11.15 a.m.)

1. The Sévres Treaty: Case presented by the Turkish Delegation

MRr. Lroyp GEORGE said that he desired, on behalf of the conference, to
express great regret at the illness of his Highness Tewfik Pasha, and to say

168



Sadrazam Tevfik (Okday) 23 Subat 1921 glinl Londra Konferansindayken.. Tarih Tahkik

Ek 3.

how delighted he was to sce that his Highness was sufficiently recovered to be
able to be present at the meeting to-day.

Tewrik PasHA thanked Mr. Lloyd George for the interest which had been
taken in his health, and said that he wished to say how glad he was to find
himself in the presence of the distinguished persons assembled at the con-
ference.

MR. Lroyp GEORGE reminded the conference that on the 1oth August last
the Treaty of Sévres had been signed between the Allied Powers and Turkey.
This treaty had been designed with a view to ending the long and devastating
conflict which had inflicted on the participants greater losses than possibly
any similar war known to history. Since the signing of the treaty, the real
peace which that trcaty had been intended to evoke had not in fact been
restored, and the world was constantly reminded of the massing of armies, of
marching and counter-marching, of sanguinary conflicts, and of preparations
for even worse events. The whole world was most anxious for peace, and
needed peace, and in this respect Turkey was no exception. Turkey had
suffered losses in the war as great, in proportion to her population and re-
sources, as possibly any other Power, and it was essential that some action
should be taken with a view to her speedy reconstruction and restoration
from the ravages of war. The Great Powers, appreciating the necessity of
action, had decided to invite the representatives of the Turkish Empire to
London in order to assist in the beneficent task of terminating conflicts and
restoring peace in Asia Minor, and the conference would now be glad to
hear from the Turkish delegation what they had to say on the subject.

Tewrik PasHA informed the conference that a document in French would
be read out, which document summarised the views of the Turkish Govern-
ment at Constantinople.

(For the English text of this document, see Appendix 1.)

PRrESIDENT BEKIR Samr said that the Grand National Assembly of Turkey,
by appointing delegates to meet the representatives of the Great Powers at
this important conference, had shown its sincere desire to secure the restora-
tion of a lasting and just peace in the East. The Turkish nation, after carrying
on the war in circumstances of great difficulty, had, towards the close, enter-
tained the greatest confidence in the promises made by the Great Powers, on
the faith of which promises Turkey had ultimately decided to lay down her
arms. While he did not wish to go into this particular aspect of the question,
he thought it right to say that the consequences to Turkey of her decision to
lay down her arms had not been of the kind which she had been led to sup-
pose they would be. The Turkish delegates had come to the conference to
ask that their case should be dealt with fairly and justly, and he expressed
the hope that the conference would provide the means by which it would be
possible for Turkey to continue and to develop her national and economic
life. The claims which it was his duty to make could be summarised in a few
words: Turkey must insist on some measures being taken which would secure
her continued existence as a separate and independent nation, and would
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also enable her to maintain her national honour. With the consent of the
conference he would now read a statement which contained the particulars
of the programme of the Angora National Assembly.

(For the English text of this statement, sce Appendix 2.)

MRr. Lroyp GEORGE said that, as a general statement of principle, the
documents which had just been read by the delegates of the Constantinople
and Angora Governments respectively were clear, and he did not propose to
take any exception to them; but he must point out that the contents of those
documents did not in the least assist the conference in the consideration of the
very practical difficultics which it was its duty to discuss and endeavour to
find some solution for. The conference would like to know how these general
principles were related to the practical application of the Treaty of Sévres;
how far, in other words, did the Treaty of Sévres fall short of the aspirations
on which these general principles were basced, and in what directions was it
suggested that the treaty infringed these general principals [sic] or hampered
effect being given to them? Take, for example, questions like the complete
restoration of Turkey’s sovereign rights; the protection of minorities; the
arrangements for the control of the Straits; in what respect did the Turkish
delegates consider that the treaty clashed with the general principles just
enunciated? Until the conference had details it was clear that no substantial
progress was possible.

PrESIDENT BEKIR Sawmi said that once the conference had definitely recog-
nised the justice of the general principles he had ‘'mentioned, he would be
quite prepared to enter into a discussion of the ways and means by which
peace might be restored and Turkey enabled to return to her normal life.

(The heads of the Allied delegations briefly conferred among themselves.)

MR. Lroyp GEORGE said that he had had a short consultation with his
colleagues on the two statements which had been made, but, short as that
consultation had been, all the Allics were in the most complecte agreement
that a mere statement of general principles did not at all advance matters or
help the conference in its consideration of the problems confronting it. As
he had already said, general principles might be quite unexceptionable in
themselves, but at the same time might be useless for the purpose of solving
practical difficulties. The Allies must insist on knowing how far, in the view
of the Turkish delegates, the Treaty of Sévres fell short of the general prin-
ciples which had been stated, and in order to answer this question it was
absolutely necessary to have details. One could not incorporate general
principles in a treaty. He therefore felt bound to press the Turkish dclegates
to say precisely in what respects they thought the Treaty of Sévres unjust
and an infringement of those general principles contained in the two docu-
ments which had been read to the conference.

PrESIDENT BEKIR SAmI said that he had listened with great interest to the
remarks made by Mr. Lloyd George, and he wished to say at once that, in
the view of the Angora Government, the carrying into effect of the Treaty
of Sévres meant the doom of the economic and political life of the Turkish
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nation. Turkey could not continue to exist as a separatc nationality so long
as the treaty was maintained. On these grounds the Angora delegates had
thought fit to submit to the conference certain general principles, the adop-
tion of which would secure to Turkey her national and economic life. The
acceptance by the conference of those principles would be an indication to
the Turkish delegates that the parties concerned had entered on a path
which would lead to the restoration of peace, and as soon as that path had
been entered upon he was willing to discuss details and ways and means.

MRr. Lroyp GEORGE remarked that it was quite uscless for the conference
to endeavour to conduct business on the lines indicated by President Bekir
Sami. It might be desirable for the Allied delegates to have a separate
consultation.

M. BrianD said that there was a question which he would very much like
to ask the Turkish delegates, as on its answer would depend the probability
of a practical result being reached. Within the four corners of the general
principles which had been enunciated and the Treaty of Sévres, what were
the particular amendments or modifications of the treaty desired by the
Turkish delegates? In order that the conference might usefully discuss the
problem, it was necessary for it to have some concrete proposals of a definite
character drawn from the treaty.

Count SrorzA added that the clearer the Turkish amendments and
modifications were, even if, as a result of clearness, some dissent might be
provoked, the greater would be the likelihood of the conference being able
to have a profitable discussion.

OsmaN Nizami Pasna remarked that there were certain clauses in the treaty
which might be discussed on the basis of the general principles which had
been submitted to the conference. It would be possible for the Turkish
delegates to draw up a programme of their proposals and claims if the con-
ference thought that this procedure would be helpful. It would, of course,
be necessary, however, for the Turkish delegates to have an opportunity of
discussing their proposals inter se before submitting them to the conference.

PresiDENT BEKIR SAMI indicated that, without going into particulars, the
kind of questions which would appear on the list would be those relating to
the future of Thrace and Smyrna, the arrangements regarding the Sea of
Marmora and the Straits, and the economic and financial restrictions
imposed on Turkey by the treaty.

M. Brianp enquired whether it would be possible to have a further
explanation of some of these points now.

PresIDENT BEKIR Samr said that the Turkish delegates would like time to
consult together, and suggested that the conference should be postponed
until the day after to-morrow, Friday, the 25th February.

MR. Lroyp GEORGE pointed out that the Germans were to arrive in Lon-
don on Monday next, and that any delay would be most difficult to justify or
arrange. He declared that the questions which had been referred to were
questions which both the Turkish delegations must have considered care-
fully before they came to London, and they must know substantially what
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proposals they were in a position to submit to the conference. He thought
that there ought to be no difficulty in arranging for a resumption on the
following morning.

PrESIDENT BEKIR SAmI said that the Turkish delegates would do their best
to be ready by 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, but he must add that the
Angora delegation was a separate entity, representing the Turkish nation,
and repudiated the claim or right of the delegates from Constantinople to
enter into any arrangements or make any engagements in the name of the
Turkish nation.

MR. Lroyp GEORGE said that the conference would be glad to listen to
both delegations, and pointed out that if the delegations could agree among
themselves it would save time, but that in any case a hearing would be given
to both.

PreSIDENT BEKIR SAMI said that he quite realised the position. It would be
the duty of the Angora delegation to state their views, but of course they had
no intention of attempting to impose them, and the ultimate decision would
be one for the conference to take.

The conference agreed—

To adjourn the meeting until 11 a.m. on Thursday, the 24th February,
1921, when the Turkish delegates would enter into a detailed statement of
their case.

(The proceedings then terminated.)

2, Whitehall Gardens,

February 22. razr.



