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[TepiAnyn :
The attacks against the Constantinopolitan Greeksin September 1955 took place in the context formed by the tension in the Greek-Turkish relations
inthe middle of '50s. The nationalistic outburst in Turkey because of the Cypriot question had already formed an explosive situation in
Constantinople, which deteriorated after the news about the attack on the consulate of Turkey in Thessaloniki. Nowadays, almost all the researchers
agree that the following extensive assaults begun on government’s initiative and they were organized in collaboration with the secret police.

Xpovordynon
September 1955
I'ewypaeucog Evtomiopnog

Constantinople/ | stanbul

1. Introduction

After the Second World War, the Greek-Turkish relations improved substantially. The two parts had developed political and military
cooperation in the framework marked by the Cold War. Being alies against the “danger from the north”, the two countries embraced
the Truman Daoctrine in 1947 and the Marshall plan, and they integrated in the European Council in 1947. The Greek-Turkish

rapprochement had a positive influence on the treatment of the Greek Orthodox minority.!

At the same time, the new socio-poalitical climate in Turkey after the end of the war, but also after the Democratic Party had come to
power, secured favourable conditions for the minority. The liberal climate led the minority? to a new flourish with tangible results in the
education, the community and cultural organisation of the Greeks.2

2. The Cyprus Question and the beginning of a history of being held hostage

However, in the middle of ' 50, there was a change in these favourable conditions, which had allowed a relative recovery for the
minority. The attempt of Greece to bring the Cyprus question forward at the UNO led Turkey to involve in this issue, though it had
showed little interest for Cyprus until then. The encouragement of Britain constituted an important factor for this sudden shift in the
Turkish politics, since Britain estimated that a possible involvement of Turkey in the Cyprus question would favour Britain’s interests.

Britain tried to raise a tripartite question out of the Greek-British controversy, thus inducing the involvement of Turkey.*

When the Cypriot crisis broke out, Ankara brought the minority question to the fore. In essence, Turkey used the community and the
Ecumenical Patriarchate as a bargaining chip or, more specifically, as a means of pressure towards Greece in an effort to take
advantage of the public sentiments in Greece concerning the issues of the Greek Orthodox community of Constantinople (Istanbul).
According to Ankara's estimations, the pressure towards the minority and the Patriarchate would render Greece susceptible and
yielding. Hence, there was inaugurated a long period during which the minority would remain a hostage of the dispute over Cyprus.

Simultaneously, from 1954 onwards, there was a recession in the economic boom of Turkey in 1950-1953. The rate of growth fell
from 13% to 4% and the-balance-of -trade deficit in 1955 was eight times higher than that of 1950. Thus, despite the triumph of the
Democratic Party in the elections of 1954, it henceforth was losing his adherents because of the deteriorating standard of living. Asa
result, the government adopted an all the more authoritative policy, which produced reactions outside, but aso within the Demaocratic
Party®. The government of Menderes, being trapped in the economic and political crisis, tried to direct the attention of the Turkish
public opinion to the “national issues’, that is the Cyprus dispute.

On 301 June 1955, the British government under prime minister Anthony Eden invited Greece and Turkey to participate in a
conference for the “security issues in the Eastern Mediterranean”. The Turkish government must persuade the international public
opinion that its belated participation in the Cypriot question did not denote indifference. It had to show that the Turkish public opinion
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kept up with the devel opments and worried about the Turkish-Cypriots. The government of Menderes was making every effort to
introduce the Cyprus question as a “national issue”.

3. The nationalistic campaign

When the Cyprus dispute caught the public attention, especially from 1955 onwards, a nationalistic campaign was launched, which
was targeted at the Patriarchate and the Greek-Orthodox minority.® The Turkish Press played a central rolein creating aclimate in
which the minority was identified with the “internal enemy”.” Through the Press, the Patriarchate was demanded to set a limit to the
political activities of Makarios and punish the prelates who had been involved in the Cyprus dispute, while there were denunciations of
the Patriarchate that allegedly financed EOKA, as well as demands for its removal from Turkey. The association ‘ Cyprusis Turkish’,
the Press and the students’ associations demanded that the Patriarchate, the minority press and generally the minority reaffirm that they
sided with Turkey as far as the Cyprus dispute was concerned. During that period, articles were appearing which compared the
conditions of the respective minorities in Western Thrace and Istanbul concluding that, athough the Muslims in Western Thrace were
systematically oppressed, the Orthodox of Istanbul thrived. In the summer of 1955, as the tripartite conference was getting closer, the
Turkish press and the students' and other political associations escalated the attack against the minority. The rumours that the Greek-

Cypriots were planning to massacre the Turkish-Cypriots on 2gth August 1955 played a decisive role in the propaganda.®

From the end of August onwards, nationalistic and anti-minority incidents were taking place every day. Greek-Orthodox who spoke
Greek in public transports were lambasted and persona contentions were invested with national overtones ending up to the police

stations on charge of “offence against Turkishness” on behalf of the Greek-Orthodox.? On 29t August the tripartite conference began
in London and the ambient anxiety was getting more and more intense. 1% Therefore, despite the presentation of the events ex post
facto as “unforeseeable” on behalf of the authorities, in the beginning of September there had already been an explosive situation.

The association ‘Cyprusis Turkish’ (Kibris Turktlr Cemiyeti-KTC) had played a decisive role in preparing and executing the ‘ Events
of September’. The KTC was established in August 1954 with the encouragement of the students’ associations for the purpose of
defending the Turkish community of Cyprus and mobilising the Turkish people for the Cyprus question.'? The association had enjoyed
the government’s support since its establishment. Hikmet Bil, the association’s president and reporter in the newspaper Hurriyet,13
was closely linked to Menderes’ circle. In agreat extent, the association was financed by the government.1* Many local organisations
of KTC had been established and staffed by the members of the Democratic Party (DP). Due to the DP’s organisation net, the KTC
spread quickly in Istanbul, but also all over the country. The association cooperated closely with students’ associations and trade
unions. These trade unions were under the strict control and guidance of the state, while their leaderships had a nationalistic

orientation.1®

4, The Events

On6th September 1955, the newspaper stanbul Eksprest® reported on the attacks against Atattirk’s birth house in Thessaloniki
during the evening.1” Late in the evening, a demonstration was held from Taksim Square, which culminated in looting the shops of the
non-Muslimsin Istiklal Avenue of Beyogly (Pera). After awhile, masses of demonstrators attacked the shops, houses, churches,
schools and cemeteries in aimost all the Constintanopolitan districts with Greek communities.'8 It is estimated that approximately
100,000 people participated in theriots.

The assaults broke out almost simultaneously and “uniformly”, which shows that there had been afixed plan. There are indications that
the execution of the plan was directed by individual |eaders who were provided with “target lists”. Also, there are many testimonies
proving that demonstrators had been transferred from Istanbul districts, but also from the countryside. Many evidences attest that
there were representatives of the Democratic Party organisations among the instigators. The local organisations of Democratic Party,
but also the trade unions played a decisive role in executing the assaults and in transferring and supplying the rioters with crowbars,
cudgels, petrol etc. Many researchers attribute the small number of injured and dead —compared with the magnitude of the events- to

the fact that the perpetrators had been instructed to avoid inflicting bodily harm.1® The security forces, but also the mgjority of the
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firemen did not respond to the victims' pleas for protection. There are many testimonies that the security forces gave assistance to the
rioters and they participated in the riots. 2

In the aftermath of the riots, Constantinople, Smyrna and Ankara got under martial law. Three courts martial were established in
Istanbul.2L In the trials, the participation of members of the DK, the government and the security police was ignored. Despite
accusations against KTC, finally its members were cleared.??

The riots had definite social features. Many observers have underlined that the perpetrators came from the lower social strata, “a mob

of the lowest social classes’:23 “shady, dirty, dowdy, barefooted guys predominated, many faces alien to the normal population of
Pera, the modern district of Istanbul. Tramps, Laz, peasants, Kurds with turbans etc, they al had been added to the ordinary crowd

of demonstrators, students, children, petit bourgeois and workers.”2* The governmental circles took advantage of the “social” features
of theriotsin order to dispel any suspicion that they had any responsibility for al that. However, the social dimension of the riots,

especially in areas such as Pera, constituted a factual account of the events, at least in a degree. 2>

Of course, things are not so simple. Despite the stereotype cultivated systematically by the Turkish nationalism and the Greek literature
on the “lost fatherlands”, the Greeks were not exclusively bourgeois of Beyoglu.? For this reason, the events of September do not
constitute simply a“class struggle” between the “infidel” Peraand the Muslim/Turkish countryside.2’Many journalists of the time
ignored in a great extent the events that occurred in the districts where the poorest Greek-Orthodox lived. 2

The government of Menderes ascribed the events to communist conspiracy. On 71" September the police arrested 48 persons as

communists.2? However, the theory of communist conspiracy —a common place during the Cold War period- could hardly be
convincing, even to the foreign observers. The events had clearly nationalistic character and the involvement of the anticommunist

national-minded circles was obvious. 2 Thus, in the end of December, the “communists” were released without any explanation.®!
5. Theresults

The government used the riots as a pretext for intensifying the restrictions on the opposition and the Press. In that way, the evidences
that would implicate the government were concealed, while it imposed martial law and suppressed freedom of speech in an effort to
disclaim its own responsibility for the riots and shift blame onto others.

After the coup d’ état on 27" Mai 1960, the riots came to be the subject of a particular trial, part of the trials that the government of
Mederes was brought to in the Plati island (Y assiada). At last, Menderes and the Foreign Minister Zorlu were convicted of the events

of September.3?

Regarding the Orthodox- Greeks demography, the correlation between the events of September and the demographic shrinkage of
the community was not as important as it have been said to be. Demographic evidence shows that after the events of September, the

Greeks did not abandon Constantinople in massive terms, 33 which means that there was not yet a mass exodus such as that happened

after the expulsions of 1964. However, what we can observe is the internal transfer of population from the distanced districts*
towards the centre for security reasons, which resulted in the desolation of many communities. The position of the Patriarchate, the
Greek Press and the consulate played an essential role in restraining the migration, as they tried to prevent the Greek-Orthodox from

emigrating.3®

For the mgjority of the Greek-Orthodox, these events were the definite proof that they would not be accepted as equal Turkish
citizens and they would always be exposed to discriminations no matter which government would be.

6. I nterpretations
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There is ageneral consensus that the events broke out on government’ s initiative and they were organised in collaboration with the
secret police, while the party organization of DP, the trade unions, the students’ associations and the KTC played an active role.

Frequently, in the effort to interpret the events essentialist approaches predominate ascribing a decisive role to factors, such as the
“soul” or the “idiosyncrasy” of the Turkish people. The essentialist and orientalist approaches adopted by contemporary testimonies,
but also by a part of the modern historiography, correlate the events of September with fanaticism, which is assumed to appertain to
Islam.36 On the pretext of the events of September much of the older stereotypes about Turkey have reappeared. Immediately after
the events, the diplomatic circles of the West expressed their fear that despite its modernization and participation in the Western
Alliance, in fact there was no difference between Turkey and the other countries classified in the “East”. As aresult they started to
raise doubts about whether Turkey had really been really secularised and modernized or not. The assaults turned against the non-
Muslim minorities, but also against the foreigners, mostly against the international trade; consequently, they were construed as " anti-
western" manifestations. Thus, according to many observers, the events of September reflected the barbarism and fanaticism, which
was considered as features appertaining to Islam and the “Orient”. The comments of western observers are clear: The events of

September illustrated all these features appertaining to the “East” and not to the “West”.3”

Recently, there has been an effort to dissociate the events of September from the Greek-Turkish relations and the Cyprus question
underlining the internal factors that led to the assaults. According to Guven, the most important representative of this position, thereis a
clear continuity in the politics of Turkification from the beginning of the 20t century up to the events of September, but also
afterwards:. “the attempts of the secondary bibliography to interpret the organization of the ‘incidents of September’ mainly on the
basis of the Cyprus question must be evaluated as insufficient, since the political concurrence of the Cyprus question was a chance to
continue the persecution against the non-Muslim minorities, which had been initiated in the ‘ 20s."38 Although definitively it does not
present the deficiencies of the essentialist interpretation and it helps us to contextualize these violent incidents within the “tradition” of
the Turkish nationalism®, this position involves the danger of ignoring the historicity of the events. An approach of the Young Turks
and the DP in terms of linear continuity and the reductionism to a political strategy or an agenda set at least 50 years ago in fact

obscure the particular historical circumstances, which encompass multiple contrasts.*

Thus, we have to underline that there was a correlation between the Cyprus question, the intensification in the Greek-Turkish relations
and the anti-minority measures in Turkey during the period 1954-1974. For example, there was a close connection between the
Cyprus question and the expulsionsin 1964. This led the Turkish government to use the Greek minority as negotiating asset.** The
anti-minority attitudes were manifested in the frame of the “tradition” of the Turkish nationalism and they regenerated old strategies, but
after 1954 they were used mainly as a means of extortion against Greece in the controversy over the Cyprus question.

1. The beginning of the Cold War had direct effects on the minority. Even the election of the active Patriarch Athinagoras was realised with the direct
involvement of US, which tried to secure akey role for the Ecumenical Patriarchate over the Patriarchate of Moscow. Athinagoras himself in an
interview on the New Y ork Herald Tribune in 1965 would admit that his el ection was the religious facet of the Truman Doctrine. See: Macar, E.,
Cumhuriyet Déneminde /stanbul Rum Patrikhanesi (Istanbul 2003), pp. 183-192.

2. These developments were determined by the abolition of the system of tek miitevelli (single trustee) in 1949, which infringed the self-administration
of communities. The tek mitevelli system wasimposed in 1938. According to it, special trustees, who were appointed by the General Department of
Religious Foundations (Evkaf Genel MudurlGgu), undertook the administration of the Religious Foundations of the minority.

3. The statistic evidence that referred to the minority education constitute a tangible example of that flourish. Although only 3,172
students were going to minority schools in 1945-1946, they doubled in 1954-1955 reaching the number of 6,495 students. For this

flourish see: “tapatomovAog, K., H tedevtaia avalaunn. H kwvotavtvovnoditikn pwpunoovvn ota xpévia 1948-1955 (Athens 1966).

4. Bpoovng, X., O unyavicuss tg Karaatpopiis. To tovpkixé moykpdou g 67571 Temreufpiov 1955 (Athens 2007), pp. 85-91. For the Turkish position
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on the Cypriot question during that period, see: Armaoglu, F. H., Kibr:s Meselesi 1954-1959 Turk Hikumeti ve Kamuoyunun Davranislar: (Ankara
1963). Also: Torun, S., Turkiye Ingiltere ve Yunanistan Arasinda K:br:s'zn Politik Durumu (Istanbul 1956).

5. Ziircher, E. ., Zvyxpovn wotopia tc Tovpkiac (Athens 2004), pp. 301-304. Also see: Bozarslan, H., IoTopia ¢ avy xpovic Tovpxkiag
(Athens 2004), pp. 73-76.

6. For this campaign, see: Belisoy, F., “Eyliil Olayar: Oncesinde Basinda Rumlar”, Toplumsal Tarih 81 (2000), pp. 28-38.

7. Especially after the war, the Turkish Press was technol ogically modernized and advanced, which resulted in taking a massive character; it was the
first time that the sales of popular newspapers touched 70-80.000. See: Gevgilili, A., “ Turkiye Basini”, Cumhuriyet Donemi Tirkiye Ansiklopedisi
(Istanbul 1983), pp. 220-222.

8. On 20" August, in areporter’s question about what must be done in case of attack against the Turkish-Cypriots, Hikmet Bil, member of the
association “Cyprusis Turkish” answered: “ Our answer must be brief. This answer will be: There are many Greek-Orthodox in Istanbul”. See:
Xpnotidng, X., Ta Zerreupfpravd (Athens 2000), pp. 221-222.

9. Benlisoy, F., “6-7 Eyliil Olaylari Oncesinde Basinda Rumlar” Toplumsal Tarih 81 (2000), pp. 34-37.

10. Asit is known, the conference closed on 7" September without any essential result. However, Turkey got the better of this process, since it
achieved to be recognized in the international level as one of the interested partiesin the Cypriot question. Armaoglu, F. H., Kibr:s Meselesi 1954-
1959 Turk Hikumeti ve Kamuoyunun Davranglar: (Ankara 1963), pp. 141-155. Also see: Firat, M. M., “Turkiye nin Kibris Politikalari (1945-1960)",
Toplumsal Tarih 81 (2000), pp. 22-27.

11. Inthiscontext, Xpnotidng imputes “lack of foresight” to the heads of the community, because there were many indications showing that the
situation was getting beyond control: “It is difficult to accept that the persons who were responsible to keep guard over the fortunes of Hellenismin
I stanbul showed the requisite sensibility and prompt acuteness. The signs of plotting the riots had been manifested in away that imposed being in
alert aswell as making acute complaints not only to the Turkish government, but also to all the allied governments. However, that did not happen. In
their effort to show sangfroid, the competent ones showed just improvidence and they let the fatal befall”. Xpnotidng, X., Ta Zerreufpiavd. (Athens
2000), p. 244. Also, Akgonil underlines the Patriarchate’s passivity. See: Akgonil, S., Turkiye Rumlar: Ulus-Devlet Cag:ndan Kiresellesme Cagina
Bir Aznl:g:n Yok Olug Sireci (Istanbul 2007), pp. 193-194.

12. Notable journalists participated in the association’s national board, such as Hikmet Bil, Ahmet Emin Gialman and Ohran Birgit.

13. During the ‘50s, the newspaper Hurriyet, which was first published in 1948 by Sedat Simavi, played central role in exalting the Cyprus question to a
“national question” for the Turkish public opinion. Its nationalist-populist articles would contribute to the creation of an anti-Greek climate which
would prevail just before the “ Events of September”.

14. Bovawvng, L., O unxavioudc e Kataotpodrc. To Tovpkird moyxpdu tne 61°-7"° ZemreuPpiov 1955 (Athens 2007), pp. 92-95, 105-108;
Dosdogru, H., Eyliil Olaylar: (Istanbul 1993), pp. 21-22.

15. Given, D., Efvikioudg, korvovikés petafoléc ko peiovotyes. To emeioodia evavriov v un poveoviudvov e Tovpiiag (6/7 Zerteufpiov 1955),
(Athens 2006), pp. 110-118.

16. The publisher of the newspaper Mithat Perin was closely connected with the Democratic Party and he collaborated with the secret police. Giiven,
D., EOvikioudg, korvavikéc uetafolréc kot pertovornreg. Ta eme1oooia evavtiov twv u poveoviuavwv e Tovpriag (617 Zerteufpiov 1955), (Athens
2006), pp. 140-141.

17. Onthe night of 5 September, abomb exploded in the garden of the Turkish consulate in Thessal oniki, which was considered to be the house where
Mustafa Kemal was born. The bomb attack, which was considered as the motive for the riots, seemed to have been planed by the Turkish security
police. Oktay Engin, member of the Muslim minority of Thrace and student in the faculty of Law in Thessaloniki was the |eading protagonist of the
attack. Although many evidences proved Engin’srole and the involvement of Turkish secret agency and consular authorities, in June 1956, the trial
was adjourned under the pressure of the Turkish government. |n September 1956, Engin escaped to Turkey with the aid of the consular authorities.
After having held various postsin the Turkish secret police, he became prefect in Nevsehir. See: Guven, D., EQvikioudg, koivwvikég uetaflolés kaa
uetovomnreg. Ta emeioddia evovtiov tmv un poveoviudvwv g Tovpriag (617 Zerteufpiov 1955), (Athens 2006), pp. 137-140.
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18. Also, attacks were launched in Smyrna, the Greek consulate and the Greek stand in the international exhibition, which was taking place those days,
and in the residences of six Greek army officers of NATO. See: Kiligdere, A., “ izmir’ de 6/7 Eylil Olaylar”, Toplumsal Tarih 8 (1998), pp. 34-41. Also see:
Glven, D., EOvikioudg, kotvwvikég uetofolés kot petovotnres. Ta emeioddia evavtiov tmv un poveoviuavwv e Tovpriag (6/7 Zerteufpiov 1955),
(Athens 2006), pp. 49-53.

19. The number of dead is disputable. According to Helsinki Watch report, they were 15. See: Giiven, D., Evikioudc, kovwvikéc ustafoléc ko
uetovotnreg. Ta emeiaddia evovtiov tmv un poveoviudvwv g Tovpriag (617 Zexteufpiov 1955), (Athens 2006), pp. 72-76. However, according to many
researchers, they were not morethat 2. See: Akgonul, S., Turkiye Rumlar: Ulus-Devlet Cag:ndan Kiresellesme Cagina Bir Aznl:g:n Yok Olug Sireci
(Istanbul 2007), p. 209; Alexandris, A., The Greek Minority in Istanbul and Greek-Turkish Relations 1918-1974 (Athens 1983), p. 257; Macar, E.,
Cumhuriyet Déneminde /stanbul Rum Patrikhanesi (Istanbul 2003), p. 197.

20. For a series of testimonies by the victims of the riots, see: AyyeAetomovAog, I'., «O eAANVLIKOS TOTOG KaL Ta yeyovdta g 6/7
ZemtepPeiov 1955» in: Agivng, I, Zemteufpiava 1955. H «vixta twv kpvotaAdwv» tov eAAnviopov tnc IloAnc (Athens 1989), especially
pp- 55-189. In 2005 the archive of the vice-admiral Fahri Coker was published. Immediately after the events, he became judge in the
court martial in Pera. The archive contains a series of documents and many photos illustrating the course of the events. See: Karaca, Z.
(ed.), 6-7 Eyliil Olaylar: Fotograflar-Belgeler Fahri Coker Arsivi (Constantinople 2005).

21. Courts martial took place in Smyrnaand Ankaratoo. The chair was held by colonels, while the judges and the prosecuting attorneys came from the

lower military grades. See: Glven, D., EOvikioudg, koivavikég petofolés kar ustovémeg. Ta emeroddia evavtiov twv un poveovludvay e Tovpkiag
(617 Zemreufpiov 1955), (Athens 2006), pp. 97-104.

22. For the emergency measures taken after the riots, see: Topuz, H., “6/7 Eyliil Olaylar ve Aknoz Pasa’ min Y asaklar”, Toplumsal Tarih 81 (2000), pp.
39-41.

23. Comment made by the USA consul in the newspaper Istanbul Ekspres. Quoted in: Bpuovng, 2., O unyavioudg g Katastpopijc. To tovpkixé
roykpou e 617" Xerreufpiov 1955 (Athens 2007), pp. 159-160.

24. Xpnotidng, X., Ta Zenteufpravi (Athens 2000), pp. 83-84. “A great part of them comprises ‘porters’, whose lifelong craft isto carry on their back a
burden so heavy as half of afreight car. Also, dockers, boatmen, peasants have been transferred to the centre of the city”. Allgemeine Zeitung,
15.9.1955. Quoted in: Xpnotidng, X., op. cit., p. 90.

25. Workers from various sectors participated massively in the riots. From the 609 out of 977 prisonersin Selimiye camp were workers (approximately
2/3 of the prisoners). If we take into consideration the number of workers organized in trade unions, it is not by chance that 34 trade unions were

proscribed after theriots. Gliven, D., EOvikioudg, koivavikés uetafiolés ko uetovomyreg. To. exeloadoio evavtiov twv un uoveoviudvav e Tovpkiag (617
2enreufpiov 1955), (Athens 2006), p. 123.

26. This specific stereotype about the Greek-Orthodox minority is reproduced even in very important recent scientific researches. Thus, in his effort to
explain why the Greeks continued to support the Democratic Party, Akgonil underlines that the liberal economic policy of the Democratic Party met
with the approval of Greeks, the “overwhelming majority” of whom, according to the author, was occupied in “commerce”. Akgonl, S., Turkiye
Rumlar: Ulus-Devlet Cag:ndan Kuresellegsme Cagina Bir Aznl:gin Yok Olug Sireci (Istanbul 2007), p. 212.

27. For acurrent approach of theimagery of conflict between the ‘ cosmopolitanism’ of minorities and the ‘ countryside’ nationalism in completely
different circumstances and also for a different interpretation of it, see: Avdpiavornodrov, K., - Mreviicoi, @., «Ot HETONOPPDOELG LG TOANG T) T,
gurdAnto g [ToANG», EvOéuara 397 (2006), pp. 28-29.

28. Inthe areasrelatively distant from Istanbul centre, the attacks took the form of invasions of dwellings, injuries, but also rapes. Xpnotitng, X., Ta
Zemreupfprava (Athens 2000), pp. 117-120. According to Greek sources, during the incidents, 200 women were raped. See: Alexandris, A., The Greek
Minority in Istanbul and Greek-Turkish Relations 1918-1974 (Athens 1983), pp.257-258.

29. Aziz Nesin, Kemal Tahir, Ratip Tahir, Hulus Dosdogru, Miieyyet Boratav, Nihat Sargin, Asim Bezirci, Hasan | zzettin Dinamo and IIhan Berktay got
arrested among others. For thisissue, see: Nesin, A., Salkim Salkim Aslacak Adamlar (Istanbul 1996), and Dosdogru, H., Eyltl Olaylar: (Istanbul
1993), pp. 21-22

30. In hiseffort to reject the communist conspiracy scenario, Christridis put up the cold-war ‘argument’ that, if indeed the events had been the result
of communist initiative, they would have been much bloodier! “ Supposing that there had been a communist organization in Turkey capable not only to
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plan, but also to organize and execute an operation on such alarge scale, self-evidently it would not have spared at all the Greek-Orthodox’ lives. On
the contrary! If acommunist organisation had aimed at slandering the Turkish state's prestige, it would have been in its own interest to cause
bloodshed. That did not happen. The organizers of the riots took care of not giving anyone the chance to accuse the Turkish government of conniving
in the slaughter of its citizens. Their attention to avoid any bloodshed betokens its concern to display ‘bourgeois’ loyalism, which is something
completely alien to potential communist pursuits’. Xpnotiong, X., Ta Zenreufprava (Athens 2000), pp. 164.

31. It seemsthat apart of the Greek Press in Constantinople for some time adopted the communist conspiracy theory. The commitment of the minority
Press to the Greek-Turkish friendship, which had been accomplished within the cold-war framework, played adetermining role. Thus, it was quite
reasonable that the minority Press highlighted the “danger from the north” and it “invested” in the “communist threat”, which could be the only way to
bring the two countries together again. For thisissue, see: Andrianopoulou, K., “istanbul Rum Basininin Tepkisi ve 6-7 Eyliil Olaylar”, Tar:h ve
Toplum 237 (2003), pp. 24-32.

32. The trials in Plati pursued the legitimization of the coup d’ etat of 1960. The trial for the September events was exclusively focused
on the responsibility of high rank government officials, while the involvement of the secret police, trade unions, KTC, student
associations etc. was ignored. See: Giiven, D., EQvikioudc, kowwvikéc petapolréc kar petovotntec. Ta emetoddia evavtiov Twv un
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40. That istheinterpretation proposed by some researchers, who perceive the events of Septemper as the continuation in the policy of creating a
Turkish/Muslim bourgeoisie. “Asin the case of capital tax, it was necessary to enfeeble further the role of Armenians, Greeks and Jews in the economic
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interpretation involves the danger of identifying the economic and social power of the non-Muslim bourgeoisie in the beginning of ‘20s with that of the
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the Second World War, the non-Muslim bourgeois did not have a privileged position in the key sectors of Turkish economy any more and they could
not exert any influence on the emergence of the Turkish bourgeoisie. For thisissue see: Keyder, C., “Misir Deneyiminin Isiginda Tirk Burjuvazisinin

Kokeni” in: Keyder, C., (ed.) Memalik-i Osmaniye' den Avrupa Birgili’ne (Istanbul 2003), pp. 141-179. From this point of view, the existence of a ‘secret
agenda’ for the Turkification of the economy after the Events of September seems rather exaggerated.

41. See: Ntepip, X., Axdp, P., Ot televtaior eéépiaror tie Kwvetovrivovmolne (Athens 2004).
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