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The Greeks in Asia Minor.

HE atrocious massacre committed at Smyrna in full
view of the Allied warships (actually under their
protection, because it was the presence of the Allied fleet
which facilitated the landing, and indirectly encouraged the
commission of the outrages) is sufficient excuse for calling
attention to the unfitness of the Greeks to govern any part
of the Ottoman Provinces in Western Asia.

The Ottoman Government, acting on the advice of
General Townshend (so he has stated), and trusting in
the good faith and generosity of the Entente Powers,
anconditionally surrendered, and by so doing prevented
the prolongation of the War and the loss of many thousands
of valuable lives. It is, therefore, inconceivable that, in
order to gratify the conflicting aspirations of certain small
States, ambitious out of all proportion to their size, and capacity
to govern alien races, an industrious and virile peasantry,
forming by far the largest part of the population of this
part of Asia, should be handed over to the * tender”
mercies of their bitterest enemies. Even the severest critics
of Turkish rule acknowledge the sterling qualities of these
simple-minded, frugal, and hard-working Ottoman peasants,
whose hospitality and kindness ‘to strangers are proverbial.
These poor people had no share in the responsibility for
the War. Their share was to suffer the loss of their fathers,
brothers, and sons, of their cattle and corn, their only
worldly possessions. It is easy, therefore, to understand
how thankful they must have been when told that their
Government had signed an armistice with the great Western
Powers, which meant there would be no more fighting,
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Sir Arthur
Crossfield’s
Apologia.

and that those who had been spared could once again go
about their business in peace.

Refugees from Macedonia had told them of the horrors
of invasion which they had suffered during the Balkan war.
Grateful, indeed, they must have been to think that this
terrible danger was once and for all removed: contentedly
they saw the fortifications dismantled and the troops who
had so valiantly protected them during these long years of
war withdrawn; for surely what better confirmation could
there be of the explanation of this blessed word ‘“ Armistice.”

We can easily imagine then their dismay when a few
months later suddenly, without warning, the stately vessels
so peacefully anchored in their gulf vomited thousands and
thousands of their hereditary foes; any who knew the legend
might well in the bitterness of their hearts have compared
“The Armistice "’ to the “ Wooden Horse™ which enabled the
Greeks of old treacherously to capture the City of Troy;
duped like the Trojans, they had yet to learn the devious
ways of a discredited diplomacy.

If the Politicians, the great three in Paris, who ordered
this sudden landing of the Greeks in Smyrna, had had the
most superficial knowledge of the Greek character and the
conditions prevailing in Smyrna, they must have known
that to land Greek troops without first landing a very much
larger force of trustworthy French and British troops, and
allowing these troops sufficient time to take the necessary
precautions, was to invite the horrors which actually occurred.

An ardent apologist of Greek misdemeanours, Sir Arthur
Crossfield has, as Col. Aubrey Herbert emphasises in reply,
admitted in The Times that the occurrence of ““the unhappy
event” was due to “grave errors of judgment and culpable
negligence ” on the part of the Greek authorities. When
Sir Arthur Crossfield proceeded to minimise what happened
Col. Aubrey Herbert frankly admits that he prefers to accept
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the account of British officers who were present. This
Greek apologist euphemistically speaks of the massacre of
the Moslem civilians, men, women, and children of Smyrna,
as an “unhappy event,” just as the Armenian apologists
speak of a similar massacre of the Moslems in Van as
“a so-called rising” of the Armenians. Had he been here
to try the case the remarks of the late Lord Brampton, the
popular Mr. Justice Hawkins, would certainly have shocked
this self-constituted advocate who, on a plea of guilty, urges
as extenuating circumstances ‘‘grave errors of judgment and
culpable negligence.”

A further reason why his defence, from the Greek point Greek
of view, is singularly unfortunate is that it is in entire G.H.Q.’s
contradiction to the communiqué published by the Greek .
Headquarters on May 25th, which, as reported by the Press
Association, emphasises the remarkable orderliness that has
characterised the occupation of Smyrna, as well as the
warm welcome given to the Greek Army not only by
unredeemed Greeks but also by the Mussulmans. The
communiqué describes as excessively exaggerated the rumours
relating to fighting and pillage organised during the first
days of the occupation by Turkish soldiers and bad characters
of all races. ‘““Two Greek soldiers were killed and eight
wounded,” says the communiqué, “while 150 civilians were
.killed or wounded.” A further Greek communiqué of May
27th, reported also by the Press Association, ‘‘announces
the occupation of the town of Bainder, 31 miles eastward
of Smyrna, amid indescribable enthusiasm. Perfect order
prevails throughout the occupied regions up to now.”

.

A third contradictory statement is that of the Greek
Minister in London, as shown in the following paragraph,
which appeared in The Globe of June 7th.

“The Smyrna battle.—M. Caclamanos, the Greek Minister M.
in London, has favoured us with a communication which g;‘g&‘:&“"
commences with an assurance that certain ‘erroneous and i
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biassed information’ has been spread concerning the incidents
which occurred in Smyrna on the first day of the landing
of Greek troops at that port. Enclosed with the com-
munication is an official statement regarding the battle which
ensued as soon as the Greeks landed, and in which the
casualties comprised 62 Greeks, 78 Turks, and 23 others.
¢ Unfortunately,” continues the statement, ‘this resistance
had been premeditated. On the eve of the landing proc-
lamations had been abundantly distributed, calling on the
Mussulman crowd to resist” The document concludes by
stating that owing to the tact and solicitude shown to all
the elements of the population by the Greek troops, the
latter have been able to extend their occupation to the
interior without incident, and to the satisfaction of all.
This, the writer of the account hopes, will prove to the
Great Powers that the Hellenic Government has responded
to the trust with which they have been honoured.”

- The two subsequent paragraphs explain a situation
which the Allied Diplomats in Paris had hitherto failed
to comprehend.

“A Red Rag to a Bull—We would not suggest for one
moment that the account forwarded to us is anything but
perfectly true, and we trust that it is as free from bias and
error as the versions which M. Caclamanos criticises were
full of those qualities. However, the salient fact which the
document serves to confirm is that there was a battle and
that the latter resulted from the deep-rooted hostility of the
Turks to the Greeks. That the latter did and are doing
their best to discharge a difficult task we have no doubt,
but that the Greeks are the last people who should be asked
to occupy Turkey or interfere in any way with Turkish
affairs we are even more certain. The Greek to the Turk
is as a red rag to a bull, and to send Greek troops to
Turkey is only to provoke trouble of a most serious nature.

“Insulting the Turks.—Further, the presence of Greek
troops in Turkey is an insult to the Turks. The latter would
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have little or no objection to having their country occupied by

the troops of the Power which beat them in fair fight, but the

action of the Allies in off-loading upon unconquered Turkish ‘
territory, a horde of Greeks, is looked upon by every Turk with |
bitter and indignant resentment. The Greeks did not conquer |
the Turks, and they did very little to assist Great Britain in

so doing. Further, every Turk knows full well that, unaided

and in fair fight, the Greek never could conquer him, for

he is the Greek’s superior in every respect. We do not

wonder at the Turks’ resentment, and we trust that it will

be taken due notice of by the Allies in drawing up the Peace-

terms. Employing Greek troops for occupation purposes

has had disastrous results. To place the mandate for

Turkey in Greek hands would be to invite and ensure

catastrophe.”

Four months after ‘“the warm welcome given to the Commission
Greek army not only by unredeemed Greeks, but also by of Raguizy.
the Mussulmans,” a commission of enquiry appointed by the
Peace Conference in Paris, who were primarily responsible
for “the unhappy event,” has recently proceeded in all
haste to Smyrna. Although an accommodating guide
may still point to the blood stains of the aristocratic
Rizzio on the floors of the Holyrood Palace it is doubtful
whether the commission will discover those of the humble
Moslems butchered in Smyrna. M. Venizelos has protested
against the exclusion of a Greek representative on the com-
mission, and his protest has been allowed. What Moslem
then dare give evidence when he knows that he might be
imperilling his own life and that of his family? The only
reliable evidence obtainable will be that of the French and
British naval and military officers who were present. Will
they be asked to give evidence ?

The Politicians of the Peace Conference have clearly Peace
shown by this one act of supreme unwisdom that they ::;‘::;‘::
are totally unfitted, unless they take proper advice, to deal py

with questions in the Near East. M. Venizelos.
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Having had no first hand experience of the Near East
they have been easily humbugged by the honeyed words of
M. Venizelos, being too provd to consult men who under-
stand the complex conditions of Near Eastern politics and
character.

It is a disgrace on the fair fame of Britain that through
the want of foresight of the British politicians these hapless
Turks, by far the cleanest fighters of any of our opponents,
have been cruelly butchered under the protection of the
British flag.

Amongst the innumerable noble acts recounted in our
Press of the Turkish soldier it is interesting to recall that of
the sniper in Gallipoli who, having shot-and severely wounded
a British soldier, could not bear to see his sufferings, so
descended from his hiding place and carried his man safely
into the British lines amidst the cheers of our men, who
then allowed this *“ John Turk ” to depart in peace. “John”
to a Britisher stands for honesty and other good qualities;
was that the reason our soldiers called the Turks ‘ John
Turks”? It is unimaginable that they should ever have
spoken of ““ John Boche” or *“ John Hun.”

Turcophobes and Grecophiles persistently asseverate that
Turks are unfitted to rule peoples of other races and creeds,

-and, of course, especially Greeks. On the contrary, Turks

can and do rule Greeks better than the Greeks do themselves,
whereas under no circumstances are Greeks fitted to rule
Turks and Moslem races in general.

Unless Turkish rule was preferable to Greek rule, why
previous to the Balkan wars did thousands of emigrants
annually quit Greece to settle in Turkey, whilst very few
Greeks indeed left Turkey to settle in Greece ? This exodus
from Greece was not the result of the emigration of a
superfluous population, for the population of Greece was
stationary or even decreasing, and Greek statesmen became
seriously alarmed in consequence.
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The Greeks in Turkey have always enjoyed far greater Greek
religious freedom than did the Greeks in Greece under their Mtolerance.
own orthodox Church where it was actually a criminal offence
for any Greek to have in his possession a bible written in
modern Greek; all bibles had to be in ancient Greek
unintelligible to all but a very small part of the population.

A section of the High Church party in England anxious
to join up with this intolerant Greek Church are using every
effort to influence the settlement, hoping by sacrificing 600
years of history to see Constantinople with St. Sophia the
head of a second Byzantine Empire. Do they realise that
this would mean the sacrifics of the lives and well-being of
many thousands of Moslems and the re-establishment of the
most vicious and corrupt ecclesiastical domination known in
history ?

It is worthy of note that the Greek merchants of Salonica Greeks
acknowledged that they were infinitely better off and happier f:";g:;:;.'
under Turkish rule than under the restrictions imposed upon
them by their emancipators; and the general Greek popula-
tion in Turkey have always formed a large and prosperous
community continually increased by emigration from Greece.

The evidence of Greek prosperity in Turkey gives the
lie to the charges of persecution and intolerance which for
propagandist purposes are frequently brought against the
Ottoman Government.

But what of the Moslem population that lived in Greece Turks exter-

previous to 18337 It is non-existant. Where are the Minated in
o . Greece.

mosques, the Moslem schools, the religious foundations, the
Turkish homesteads ? The mosques, the schools, the religious
foundations, the homesteads are no more. The rich plains
of Thessaly, acquired at a much later date, which were
once the granary of Turkey, have, under the rule of Greece,
become almost a wilderness—unable to support the meagre
population that live there.



Greek
cruelty
systematic

In Crete, too, after a very few years’ of Greek rule, the
Moslem peasants had disappeared. A report of an agent
of the Bible Society complained bitterly that the rich valleys,
once carefully tilled by the exiled or murdered Turkish
peasants, were lying barren and waste, the Cretan Christian,
with his rifle and bandolier, being too great a ‘‘ gentleman
to pay attention to such details, which were left to his
already overworked wife. Any visitor to-day to the rural
districts of Greece may see the sleek and lazy husband riding
a donkey alongside a toiling load of hay or firewood, under
which struggles a woman—his wife. :

In Macedonia and Salonica the present position of Moslems
is unenviable, and in a few years it is probable that they will
have ceased to exist. Specific cumulative and convincing
evidence existed that up to June, 1914, the migration of
240,000 Macedonian Moslems to Asia Minor and Ottoman
Thrace had been brought about by a wholesale system of
oppression and cruelty; on the other hand, it must not
be forgotten that during the progress of the Tripolitan and
Balkan wars not a single Italian or Greek was molested
in Turkey. Whilst the Greeks have thrived and prospered under
Turkish vule, under Greek rule the Moslem population has been
or is in process of being exterminated. The Greeks have amply
proved their capacity for obliterating and their incapacity for
ruling a Turkish and Moslem race.

Should Constantinople and the Smyrna district be given,
despite the pledged word of Mr. Lloyd George, to be ruled
by the Greek minority, then in a few years Moslem mosques,
schools, and religious foundations will be as non-existant
as they are in Greece at this day, and one of the fairest
and most prosperous provinces of Asia will be turned into
a wilderness.

Greeks are, on account of their cruelty, totally unfitted
to govern other races, whether Moslem or Christian. Those
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who have forgotten the crimes committed by the Greeks
in the Balkan war should by these cold-blooded murders at
Smyrna be sharply reminded of the Carnegie Commissioners’
report that, “whereas all the Balkan nations had violated
the laws of civilisation and humanity, the most deliberate
and systematic cruelties were those perpetrated by the
Greeks.”

Some years ago the writer was told by a French naval
officer, whose ship had been one of an international fleet
sent to Crete, how a Turkish naval officer had been captured
by the Greeks, or, rather, Cretan insurgents, and burnt
alive. He remembers that French naval officer’s horror and
indignation at this dastardly deed. What then must have
been the feelings of the French and English officers and
sailors who, under somewhat similar conditions, were the
horrified spectators of a far greater massacre? The answer
is contained in a personal letter sent by a French naval
officer, who was present at the disembarkation of the Greek
troops, to M. Pierre Loti, who adds that < All the other
French officers recount what happened, with similar
expressions of indignation.” M. Pierre Loti's correspondent
wrote as follows. (See Appendix.)

If the Greeks were unable to restrain their lust for
slaughter even in the presence of the most highly civilised
Powers, Europe may well ask what crimes they will not
perpetrate when they are on their own, and have the
unfortunate Moslem population at their mercy.

The Times correspondent has reported that at Mnemen massacre at
the Greek troops killed the Turkish governor and, at least, Mnemen.

100 Turkish civilians besides looting extensively. Major K.
Thompson, who has recently returned from Aidin and is, at
present, in England, reports that the Moslem part of the
town was entirely destroyed, and that every shop in the
bazaar was pillaged and sacked by the Greek troops ostensibly
sent there to keep order.
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No
justification
for Smyrna
landing.

That there was not the slightest justification, during a
time of Armistice, for arbitrary and ill-advised interference
with the internal administration of a peaceful and prosperous
community occupied in gathering the abundant harvest, the
hard-earned fruits of their patient and industrious toil, the
surplus of which was destined to relieve the scarcity of a
famine-stricken Europe, is amply proved by the impartial
and politically unbiassed report of the Ottoman Smyrna to
Aidin Railway Company, the pioneer of British railway
enterprise and commercial interests in Asiatic Turkey. The
following extract is taken from the half-yearly report as
published in The Times on September zoth. ‘“The working
of the railway has been carried on by the Company’s staff,
under the control of the Inter-Allied Military Commission,
since April last. The whole district was then quiet, and the
receipts from traffic were very good, as there were considerable
stocks of exportable goods remaining in the interior. Un-
fortunately, following upon the landing of the Greek Army
in May, and their occupation of Smyrna and the country as
far as Aidin, disturbances arose, and it was not possible for
transport to be continued in any volume. A British Mission
has arrived at Smyrna, and there is every hope that order
will be restored so far as its influence extends (but not
where Greek influence is paramount). The stocks of produce
in the country are still stated to be large, and a ready market
is available as soon as they can be moved. The coming
crops are also reported to be good. Owing to the disorganisa-
tion arising out of the disturbances it has not been possible
to complete the accounts for the past half-year.” The
words in brackets did not appear in the report, which was
evidently drafted some time ago. It may, therefore, well be
that the greater part of the valuable foodstuffs which would
have been carried on a British railway, forwarded by British
merchants in British ships to British ports to feed British
people has now been destroyed, and instead of the cash
earnings of the Railway Company being sent in the form of
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dividends to this country British capital may have to be
exported to cover the loss on working the railway, and yet
the British Government professes itself anxious to reduce
the price of food and the depreciation in the rate of exchange.

Their harvest ruined, their towns and villages destroyed, Turks may
be driven to

winter and starvation before them, unable to appreciate the petaliate.
high-minded ideals of the statesmen lodged in the most
luxurious and palatial Parisian caravanserais, the Moslem
peasants,(*) goaded to fury, being only human, may retaliate,

with the result that the most terrible atrocities will then

be committed by both parties, as, indeed, happened in the

Greek War of Independence in 1821, and more recently in
Kurdistan, where the massacre of Moslem inhabitants . of

Van and Bitlis and neighbouring villages, under circum-
stances of the greatest cruelty, led to retaliation on the part

of the Moslem population against the Armenian aggressors.

The Encyclopedia Britannica describes how the Greek ?;::fkare in
peasantry in the Peloponnesus, instigated by Russian the Morea.
agents, rose and massacred the Mussulman population of
Patras, enacting similar scenes of butchery in every captured

town. The horrors culminated in the capture of Tripolitsa,

the capital of the Vilayet. ‘“In the month of September

this was taken by storm. Kalistrones rode in triumph to

the citadel, over streets carpeted with the dead, and the
crowning triumph of the Cross was celebrated by a cold-
blooded massacre of 2,000 prisoners of all ages and sexes!

At sea, as on land, the Greeks opened the campaign with
hideous atrocities, almost the first exploit being the capture

of a vessel carrying to Mecca the Sheik-ul-Islam and his

family, whom they murdered, with every aggravation of
outrage (sic). These inauspicious beginnings, indeed, set

(*) ¢ The peasantry is one of the most steady, thrifty and honest in
the world. In fact, the Turkish peasant is a thorough gentleman, so to
speak.”—Lieut.-Col. Fife-Cookson, late additional Military Attaché to the
British Embassy in Constantinople.
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the whole tune of the war, which was frankly one of mutua
extermination.” Having succeeded in provoking the Turks
to retaliate as they intended Greek agents and Greek
sympathisers at once organised throughout Europe a
successful Grecophile campaign, part of the stock-in-trade
being the parade of a notorious brigand; whom they
christened Odysseus, and dressed as an ancient Greek.
This same brigand patriot, whose real business was
loot, later on joined the Turks, and was subsequently
taken prisoner and executed by the Greeks. Public
opinion was camouflaged, and the Greeks were victorious
not by force of arms but by force of words. Whenever
Turkey has been attacked by her Balkan neighbours her
position has been systematically prejudiced in the eyes of
Europe by the wildest and grossest misrepresentation.

His Excellency Chedo Mystovitch, former Serbian Minister
to the Court of St. James and to the Sublime Porte, writing
in The Asiatic Quarterly (October, 1913), now that Serbia
had achieved her aspirations so far as Turkey was concerned,
candidly admitted that  Political interest made us (the
Balkan nations) paint the Turks as cruel Asiatic tyrants,
incapable of European civilisation. An impartial history
would prove that the Turks are rather Europeans than
Asiatics, and that they are not cruel tyrants, but a nation
loving justice and fairness, and possessing qualities and
virtues which deserve to be acknowledged and respected.”

If the British Government acquiesces in handing over any
part of the Ottoman Empire to Greece, they will incur a very
grave responsibility, for the Greek is instinctively inclineds
to kill, not only when his blood is up, but as the Carnegie
Commission has reported, his cruelties are deliberate and
systematic.

Greek apologists have urged in excuse the demoralising
effect of Turkish domination. The Greeks of Corfu have
never been under Turkish rule, and yet they have displayed
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utmost ferocity against their enemies whether Turks or
Albanians.(*)

Putting aside the question of humanity, which is impos- Greek
sible, for it is the predominant argument that should influence i N
British policy, it is werth considering whether there are any
obligations or reasons of self-interest why we should enlarge
Greece at the expense of Turkey or any other countiy.
Fiance and Britain have always been the protectors of Greece
and have consistently supported her policy; on more than
one occasion they have saved her from the disastrous results
of her own felly; in the first Greco-Turkish War when the
Greek army, under Constantine, was in full flight, were not
the victorious Turkish troops advancing on Athens ordered
to retire and Turkey forbidden to take possession of any
Greek territory? Again, in the second Balkan war, was it
not openly proclaimed to the world that there should be no
territorial annexations by any victorious State ? The ministers
then feared that the Turks would be victorious, but as the

(). One instance which came under the observation of the writer
himself will suffice. For some years previous to the Balkan wars cargoes
of arms and ammunition were being smuggled into Southern Albania from
the Island of Corfu with a view to organising an insurrection. One night
a boat engaged in landing arms was discovered by the Coastguard patrol,
and, being challenged, attempted to escape. The men of the patrol fired,
as they had every right to do, and one man in the boat was killed, but the
remainder escaped. About a month afterwards, some thirty miles further
along the coast, a Turkish Customs’ officer espied a boat apparently
engaged in collecting firewood. Thinking no harm, out of curiosity he
walked along with a friend and an unarmed policeman. They were
seized by a number of Greeks who were supposed to have been collecting
wood, and taken on board the boat, which immediately hoisted sail,
and the poor prisoners never returned. The whole affair was a plant;
the three unfortunate men were bound and pushed on board the boat,
and during the night, still bound and helpless, they were dumped
into the sea. The writer, who was shooting in Albania at the time, will
never forget the anxiety and grief of the brother of one of the murdered
men whom he tried to comfort by suggesting that his brother and
companions had been taken as prisoners and would presently return.
It was only some months later that the writer was told the full story of
this terrible tragedy. It cannot be suggested this ferocity was developed
under British rule.
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