
currently subjected to the genocidal poli-
cies and massacres of racist regimes.  We 
cannot correct the present crimes against 
humanity if we do not recognize those 
committed in the past.  A first step in this 
regard is the recognition of the genocide of 
Greeks in Thrace.   We must ensure that 
Turkey acknowledges responsibility for 
the Genocide of Greeks to the same degree 
that other countries have admitted their 
crimes against humanity.  Turkey must 
take responsibility rather than turning to 
propaganda and denial.

All people have the right to memory, the 
right to persistently seek official recogni-
tion for the crimes against humanity that 
it has suffered.  The greater the crime and 
the longer the facts have been neglected 
then the greater the sense of urgency to 
attain recognition of the crime.    The in-
ternational recognition of a past genocide 
is a meaningful way to rid the world of 
the crime for all time.  The recognition of 
a past genocide is also a confirmation of 
a people’s right to exist and a protection 
against a future potpourri of new crimes by 
the past perpetrator or any potential new 
perpetrators.

The genocide of the Greek people in 
Thrace is a modern, current issue which 
impacts upon issues of democracy, free-
dom, human dignity and historical truth.   
In the telling of this massive Turkish crime 
against the Greeks, the act is not one of 
merely highlighting the hatred of a per-
petrator.  Rather, it is an effort to obtain 
the perpetrators recognition of the geno-
cide it committed and a sincere apology 
from Turkey.  This could be a first move 
towards developing a sense of friendship 
and brotherhood between the Turkish and 
Greek people, one that is not based on lies 
but truth.  

It is not unknown for governments and 
countries to acknowledge their guilt for 
crimes against humanity.  In recognizing 
their misdeeds these countries are able 
to learn from their historical past, move 

ahead peacefully and democratically.  
These governments and countries have 
committed and acknowledged acts which 
are not too dissimilar to those acts com-
mitted by Turkey against Thracian Greeks.  
Accordingly, we ask Turkey to recognize 
the genocide that it committed against the 
Greeks.  This is an obligation that Turkey 
has to the victims of the genocide.  This 
would be an effort by Turkey to make 
amends for its past acts and to provide jus-
tice for the victims.  It is an obligation of 
the perpetrator to the victim.  It would be 
Turkey’s contribution to the international 
community, international institutions and 
international laws.  

It is an obligation of all people to not 
feed feelings of hatred and revenge but to 
act with sincere intentions of friendship 
and co-operation.  It is an obligation of all 
people to demand that perpetrators pub-
licly acknowledge the acts they have un-
dertaken that are crimes against humanity, 
rather than hide and deny.   

   
* * *

Due to space considerations the authors 
extensive footnotes were omitted from this 
reproduction. The unabridged version can 
be found at thraciangenocide.org.

By Theofanis Malkidis

Introduction 

The Greek presence in Thrace dates 
back to the age of mythology and 
continues up to the present histori-

cal narrative.   Of special note is the myth 
of Frixos and Elli who brought the Golden 
Fleece to Thrace.  With Jason as their lead-
er, and representatives from all the great 
Greek cities, the Argonauts reached Kolhi-
da and transformed the axenos (unfriendly) 
sea to Euxeinos (friendly) Pontus.  These 
ancient Greek cities were of major impor-
tance from the 8th century B.C.

 
The wealth, prosperity and Greek pres-

ence in those colonies is documented in 
descriptions by many Greek writers, sci-
entists and philosophers.  The great Greek 
historian Herodotus wrote of the Thracian 
nation as being second in the world after 

the Indians.  The Greek King Filippos ΙΙ re-
organized Thrace as a prefecture.  His son, 
Alexander the Great, obtained his empire 
with the brave fighters of Thrace. 

During the Roman period, Christian-
ity spread through the teachings of Saint 
Paul and his students.  The monasteries 
and churches become cradles of faith and 
ethnic consciousness.  Christianity, using 
the Greek language, spread throughout 
Thrace.  Constantine the Great transferred 
the capital of the Eastern Roman Empire 
(Byzantine Empire) to Constantinople in 
Thrace (this had been the ancient Greek 
colony of Megara, Byzantium).

During the Byzantine Empire, Thrace 
was regarded as an important centre of 
Hellenism.  As a result of the conquest 
of Constantinople there was slaughtering, 
plundering and flight by the Thracians 
towards Western Europe and the Balkan 
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countries, as well as forcible islamifica-
tion for those who remained.  Among the 
people that were forced to change faith the 
phenomenon of crypto-Christianity was 
noticed, a phenomenon that is also preva-
lent in current times.

Since the beginning of the 18th century, 
the Greeks of Thrace were re-capturing 
their lost identity and mobilizing once 
again their spirit and abilities.  The Greeks 
were regaining their lost faith in freedom 
and their longing for ethnic liberation.  
The establishment of “Filiki Eteria,” by 
the Thracian mayor G. Maraslis promoted 
the Greek Revolution and took place in the 
powerful economical and political centre 
of Odissos.  In a very short period of time, 
Hellenism regained commercial mobility 
through the entire region of Thrace.  Thus, 
the economic prosperity spread to a wider 
area and as a result of the intellectual and 
artistic renaissance, there was a demo-
graphic boom. 

Since the fall of the Byzantine Empire 
(1453), Thracian Hellenism encountered 
constant persecutions and mass forcible 
islamification and turkification.  This was 
an extremely well organized, scheduled 
and systematic genocide of the very begin-
ning of the 20th century.  The Ministries of 
External Affairs of Europe and the United 
States of America were undeniably wit-
nesses of the crimes that were committed 
by the Ottoman state against the Greeks 
of Pontus, Thrace, Ionia (Asia Minor) 
and Cappadocia.  These crimes led to the 
violent expatriation of millions of Greeks, 
forced to abandon their fortunes and their 
creative and evolutionary presence in these 
regions.

The first phase of the Genocide of Thra-
cian Greeks can be traced to 1908 and it 
lasted until the beginning of World War 
I.   The genocide of Eastern Thrace mir-
rors the rise of the Young-Turks which 
powerful positions, the Balkan Wars and 
Germany’s assistance as a strategic ally of 
the Ottoman state.  It created the right con-

ditions to initiate the expulsion of Thracian 
Greeks.  During that period, there were no 
longer declarations by the Young-Turks of 
fair and equal treatment for all in the state.  
To the contrary, the Greeks were to be ex-
terminated.  A major part of the extermi-
nation process was the use of the “Special 
Organization,” a paramilitary unit which 
targeted the Greeks and Armenians.

The second phase of the Genocide of 
Thracian Greeks began in 1914.  The con-
flicts arising during World War I promoted 
genocidal policies. The Young-Turks 
government ordered a number of actions 
which continued the extermination of the 
Greeks and the genocide of the Armenians. 
In December 1916, Majors Enver, Cemal 
and Talat, all of whom were leaders of the 
Young-Turks party, advanced an extermi-
nation project against the non-combatant 
Greek civilians of Thrace.  The project 
aimed at the immediate extermination of 
the male population aged 16-60 years old.  
There was a general exile of all men, wom-
en and children from the villages in inner 
Anatolia, with a master plan for slaughter-
ing and extinction.  The Armenian geno-
cide was already underway and resulted 
in 1,500,000 victims.  The Ottoman state 
was at war with the Entente Forces and the 
realization of the structured genocide plan 
appeared easier than ever.  The extinc-
tion plan was realized through the use of 
both military and paramilitary forces.  It’s 
goal was the murder or deportation of the 
men in concentration camps, and the total 
extinction of women, children and the el-
derly.

The third phase of the Genocide of 
Thracian Greeks occurred in 1919-1923.  
It was the last and most intense phase of 
the genocide.  The establishment of Mus-
tafa Kemal (Ataturk) in the interior of the 
Ottoman state coincided with the estab-
lishment of the Soviet Union.  The Soviets 
provided aid to the nationalistic movement 
of Kemal.  The Soviets also challenged the 
Greek establishment in Ionia and Thrace, 
as well as affecting the change of course in 

Muslims were compelled to abandon areas 
of Thrace that had fallen under Bulgarian 
domination.  It is estimated that there were 
approximately 84,000 to 100,000 Muslims 
in the area from the end of 1919 until the 
arrival of the Hellenic forces, this num-
ber increased in subsequent years until it 
reached 303,000 refugees in 1928. There 
was a constant stream of exiting Turks 
with the Pomaks and Gypsies following 
behind.

A broad ebb and flow in the Muslim 
population numbers did not detract or 
distract from the steady and increasing 
progress of the Greek nation.  A compari-
son of available data shows that between 
1920 and 1928, the Greek population in-
creased by 96,264.  This number includes 
the thousands of people who abandoned 
the region after the Balkan Wars and dur-
ing World War I.  It also includes 60,000 
people from South Russia who settled in 
the greater geographical region of North-
ern Greece, and Greeks who had lived in 
Bulgaria but chose to relocate to Macedo-
nia or Thrace in line with the population 
exchange arising out of the Lausanne Con-
ference. The consolidation of the Greek 
population was a prerequisite and central, 
unifying factor in maintaining the national 
security of Greek Thrace.  It became clear 
that Greek Thrace would face increas-
ing stress after the signing of the Treaty 
of Lausanne. The official statistics for the 
years between 1920 and 1928 show a fifty 
per cent increase in the Greek population, 
from 209,443 to 303,171. 

The genocide inflicted upon Greek Thra-
cian’s is a historical fact that has largely 
been brushed aside.  It has received very 
little attention from politicians, historians, 
academics, the media or the public.  It 
clearly is a political and social issue of in-
ternational consequence.  It is critical that 
the international community recognize that 
a crime was perpetrated against the Greek 
people of Thrace by the former Ottoman 
Empire.  It is imperative that Turkey is 
held to account for the enormous psycho-

logical, economic and social injuries en-
dured by the victims of the genocide.

Genocide is a crime against humanity 
and, as such, an international criminal of-
fence.  There is an obligation on the coun-
try that perpetrated the crime to admit re-
sponsibility for its actions.  There is also an 
obligation on the international community 
to hold the government and perpetrators to 
account by recognizing the crime commit-
ted as genocide.  No longer should it be ac-
ceptable to continue a policy of “business 
as usual” merely because it is politically 
expedient or in the Western powers strate-
gic interests to turn a blind eye.  The inter-
national community cannot recognize an 
illegitimate occupation and land borders 
resulting from genocide. 

America is at a new dawn. Europe is 
working towards an expanded union of 
member states.  The prospect of a new 
and peaceful planet will only be a realistic 
possibility if the international community 
looks squarely at the demons in its midst 
and its past.  It must hold Turkey account-
able for its barbaric acts against the Thra-
cian Greeks.  Ecumenical, historical and 
legal bodies have opened windows direct-
ing the world to the factual truth of the 
Greek genocide.  For example, the Decem-
ber 2007 resolution of the International 
Association of Genocide Scholars relating 
to the Greek genocide, and the announce-
ment made by New York Life Insurance 
Company whereby it has established a pro-
gram to locate and compensate the heirs of 
approximately 1,000 life insurance policy 
holders who have unclaimed policies that 
were issued to Greeks in the Ottoman Em-
pire prior to 1915.

We must work towards a world in which 
the crimes committed by Turkey against 
Thracian Greeks are never to be repeated.  
In order to do this we need to hold to ac-
count all of those who were responsible.  
The truth must be sought and disseminated 
to the public.  Unfortunately, we must ac-
knowledge that there are people who are 
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The abandonment of Eastern Thrace by 
the Greeks was confirmed by the bilateral 
treaty that brought about the mandatory 
and asymmetric exchange of populations 
that was signed in Lausanne on January 
30, 1923, between Greece and Turkey. It is 
worth mentioning that with the same trea-
ty, Muslims who lived in the Greek part of 
Thrace, numbering about ninety thousand, 
were excluded from the exchange with the 
status of a religious minority. Likewise, 
Ottoman citizens of the Greek-Orthodox 
faith who resided in Constantinople were 
exempted.

Conclusions 

The Protocol of Moudania, signed in 
October 1922, was the coup de grace for 
Thracian Hellenism.  The Hellenic army 
was ordered to evacuate Eastern Thrace 
within fifteen days and withdraw to the 
west of Evros.  Therefore, Eastern Thrace 
was lost and in 1922 the number of Greek 
refugees increased to three hundred and 
fifty thousand.

At the Lausanne Conference, the offi-
cial Turkish demands were presented by 
Mustafa Ismet Inönü - transfer all the ter-
ritories East of Evros to Turkey.  Aleksan-
dar Stabomliyski (1879-1923) spoke for 
the Bulgarian side. He urged that Western 
Thrace ought to be designated an autono-
mous region, a neutral zone under the pro-
tection of the Allied Powers.  It was argued 
that this was the only way to secure Bul-
garian access to the Aegean Sea without 
having to transit through Greek or Turkish 
territory.  This demand was rejected by the 
conference as unacceptable.  

A January 30, 1923 decision from the 
Lausanne Conference required the man-
datory exchange of populations, subse-
quent to a hurriedly put forward proposal 
by Venizelos who sought to counterbal-
ance the violent expatriation of Ottoman 
Greeks from Turkey by recommending 
a corresponding expatriation of Muslims 
from Greece.  This decision carved out an 

exception to secure a Greek presence in 
Constantinople, a distant part of Thracian 
space.  A corresponding exemption for the 
Muslims in Western Thrace was also ac-
cepted.  

By the end of the period 1912-1923, 
the demographic picture of Thrace had 
changed under the pressure of massive 
transfers of populations.  A contemporary 
perspective would likely question the le-
gality of forced expatriation, expulsion 
and deportation of millions of people.  At 
the very least it would be regarded as a 
crime against humanity. Even prior to the 
Lausanne Conference decision allowing 
for the simultaneous population exchange, 
the explosive history of the region (i.e., the 
Balkan Wars, World War I, the Asia Minor 
Catastrophe) had led to many experiences 
and statistics outside of any conventional 
expectations.  For instance, it is not at all 
uncharacteristic to note that in the south-
ern Balkan Peninsula surrounding Greek 
Thrace, the number of Greeks, Bulgarians, 
and Muslims that had changed their place 
of residence was estimated to be approxi-
mately  2,300,000 to 2,500,000.

The region saw radical swings in the 
balance of population groups.   First, there 
was the mass movement of Bulgarians who 
settled into the region after the Bulgarian 
domination. According to the French allied 
authorities’ statistics, the Bulgarian popu-
lation figures diminished from 196,000 
to 54,092 after the re-establishment of 
the Greek administration. The numbers 
decreased further when approximately 
30,000 people followed the Bulgarian au-
thorities into their obligatory withdrawal.  
After the application of the bipartite con-
vention concerning the “voluntary migra-
tion of the tribal minorities from Greece 
and Bulgaria,” at least half of the 25,000 
Slavophones or Bulgarophones that had 
remained followed the same path, indeed 
it is estimated by A. Pallis that the number 
could be even higher. After 1913 and fol-
lowing the Turkish-Bulgarian convention 
for the exchange of populations, 49,000 

the exterior policy affairs of the great Eu-
ropean forces.

The Young-Turks and Kemalist author-
ities pre-planned the genocide. The orders 
for deportations of the Greek population 
to Kurdistan, Syria and beyond, came in 
the form of governmental decisions.  A 
bill of the National Assembly, Bill 1041, 
dated June 12, 1921 and Bill 941 of June 
16, 1921, had been signed by the Young-
Turks and Mustafa Kemal.

Consequently, up through 1923, the 
Young-Turks and Kemalists took harsh 
measures against the Greeks of Thrace.  
They used deportation, rape, slaughtering 
and hangings.  The Young-Turks extermi-
nated hundreds of thousands of Greeks in 
Pontus, Ionia (Asia Minor) and Thrace.

There were a great number of women 
and children among the victims of the 
genocide.  These vulnerable groups of the 
Greek population were specifically iden-
tified in the extermination plan and their 
suffering is documented in the reports filed 
by foreign ambassadors, consulates and 
embassy staff dispatched from the region 
at the time of the genocide.

Former American Ambassador to Con-
stantinople, Henry Morgenthau wrote:

The martyrdom of the Greeks, 
therefore, comprised two periods: that 
antedating the war, and that which 
began in the early part of 1915. The 
first affected chiefly the Greeks on the 
seacoast of Asia Minor. The second 
affected those living in Thrace and in 
the territories surrounding the Sea of 
Marmora, the Dardanelles, the Bos-
porus, and the coast of the Black Sea. 
These latter, to the extent of several 
hundred thousand, were sent to the 
interior of Asia Minor.  The Turks 
adopted almost identically the same 
procedure against the Greeks as that 
which they had adopted against the 
Armenians. They began by incorpo-

rating the Greeks into the Ottoman 
army and then transforming them 
into labour battalions, using them 
to build roads in the Caucasus and 
other scenes of   action. These Greek 
soldiers, just like the Armenians, died 
by thousands from   cold, hunger, and 
other privations. The same house-to-
house searches for hidden weapons 
took place in the Greek villages, and 
Greek men and women were beaten 
and tortured just as were their fellow 
Armenians. The Greeks had to submit 
to the same forced requisitions, which 
amounted in their case, as in the case 
of the Armenians, merely to plunder-
ing on a wholesale scale. The Turks 
attempted to force the Greek subjects 
to become Mohammedans; Greek 
girls, just like Armenian girls, were 
stolen and taken to Turkish harems 
and Greek boys were kidnapped and 
placed in Moslem households. The 
Greeks, just like the Armenians, were 
accused of disloyalty to the Ottoman 
Government; the Turks accused them 
of furnishing supplies to the English 
submarines in the Marmora and also 
of acting as spies.  The Turks also de-
clared that the Greeks were not loyal 
to the Ottoman Government, and that 
they also looked forward to the day 
when the Greeks inside of Turkey 
would become part of Greece. These 
latter charges were unquestionably 
true; that the Greeks, after suffering 
for five centuries the most unspeak-
able outrages at the hands of the 
Turks, should look longingly to the 
day when their territory should be 
part of the fatherland was to be ex-
pected. The Turks, as in the case of 
the Armenians, seized upon this as an 
excuse for a violent onslaught on the 
whole race. Everywhere the Greeks 
were gathered in groups and, under 
the so-called protection of Turkish 
gendarmes, they were transported, 
the larger part on foot, into the inte-
rior. Just how many were scattered 
in this fashion is not definitely known, 
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refugees fled in panic. 

The expulsion of the Greek population 
from Eastern Thrace and the withdrawal 
of the Hellenic forces meant that the only 
Greek elements left behind were the Hel-
lenic civil authorities and the Hellenic po-
lice.  Turkish armed groups began to re-
peatedly attack the Hellenic police.  Crimes 
included the murder of refugees, the theft 
of property, telegraph and telephone sabo-
tage.  As a result, order could not be re-
stored.  The transfer of power in the biggest 
urban centres of Eastern Thrace to French 
representatives of the Inter-Allied Com-
mittee began in mid-October 1922.  The 
last Hellenic officials made appeals to be 
allowed to stay on but Arkadioupolis was 
transformed into an abandoned area after 
the withdrawal of the Hellenic army. 

On October 8, 1922, the Greek church 
of Agios Demetrios was destroyed by the 
Turkish army.  The same happened in the 
Greek district of Makra Gephyra (Uzun 
Köprü) in full view of Hellenic officials.  
On October 24, 1922, the Hellenic admin-
istration of Saranta Ecclesiae was handed 
over to the inter-allied committee.  The 
French president of the inter-allied com-
mittee identified Thrace as Greek, thus 
confirming the tragic irony.  The circum-
stances were so dire that the one hundred 
and fifty Greek families that had stayed in 
Saranta Ecclesiae were forced to expatriate 
in March of 1924.  In the first fortnight of 
November 1922 the transfer of Callipolis 
to the commander of the French troops 
was completed.  The last part of the Hel-
lenic army left Adrianople on October 18, 
1922.

Mutual ethnic cleansing
and the “exchange of populations” 

The triple partition of Thrace brought 
about radical changes to the demographic 
composition of the area.  In their attempt to 
ensure ’ethnic homogeneity,’ the national 
states into which the three parts of Thrace 
were incorporated applied ethnic cleans-

ing that included persecutions, transfers of 
populations, expropriation of belongings 
and land, and severe administrative mea-
sures.

The method of “population exchange” 
had been applied in Thrace for the first 
time after the Balkan Wars.  According 
to an agreement signed between Bulgaria 
and Turkey in Constantinople in Septem-
ber 1913, Muslims who had settled around 
Evros River and Bulgarians who had 
settled within a 15 kilometres zone from 
the river had to leave their homes.  Ap-
proximately sixty-five thousand Muslims 
moved to Eastern Thrace, while an uniden-
tified number (but not higher than fifteen 
to twenty thousand) moved from Eastern 
Thrace to south-eastern Bulgaria.  The 
next exchange of populations occurred 
between Bulgaria and Greece.  Applying 
the framework of the Treaty of Neuilly, 
between 1919 and 1920 a ’voluntary ex-
change of populations’ occurred when 
approximately fifty-five thousand Greeks 
of East Rumelia, (Northern Thrace) were 
forced to abandon their homes and settle 
as refugees in Greece (primarily in Mace-
donia and Thrace).  The same Treaty gov-
erned when approximately fifty thousand 
Bulgarians abandoned Southern Thrace 
(especially its Western part) after its 1920 
incorporation into Greece. 

It is important to note a significant num-
ber of Greeks of Northern Thrace and a 
corresponding number of Turks of South-
Western Thrace preferred to stay in their 
homes. In the passage of time, these Thra-
cians were Bulgarified or Hellenised with-
out further persecution.  There was one 
last “population exchange” in Thrace.  In 
October 1922 Greeks who settled in East-
ern Thrace and who, according to credible 
sources of the period, comprised more 
than 40% of the population, were forced 
to abandon their ancestral homes.  Ulti-
mately, more than two hundred and twenty 
thousand East Thracian Greeks became 
refugees and settled in Western Thrace or 
Macedonia.

the estimates varying anywhere from 
200,000 up to 1,000,000. These car-
avans suffered great privations, but 
they were not submitted  to general 
massacre as were the Armenians, 
and this is probably the reason why  
the outside world has not heard so 
much about them. The Turks showed 
them this greater consideration not 
from any motive of pity. The Greeks, 
unlike the Armenians, had a govern-
ment which was vitally interested in 
their welfare. At this time there was 
a general apprehension among the 
Teutonic Allies that Greece would 
enter the war on the side of the En-
tente, and a wholesale massacre of 
Greeks in Asia Minor would unques-
tionably have produced such a state 
of mind in Greece that its pro-Ger-
man king would have been unable 
longer to keep his country out of the 
war. It was only a matter of state pol-
icy, therefore, that saved these Greek 
subjects of Turkey from all the hor-
rors that befell the Armenians. But 
their sufferings are still terrible, and 
constitute another chapter in the long 
story of crimes for which civilization 
will hold the Turk responsible. 

From this credible, first-hand, testimony, 
one logically concludes that the Ottoman 
Army and paramilitary forces executed the 
pre-planned Kemalist policies of extermi-
nation. The Kemalist policy included the 
violent abduction of women to Turkish 
residences, subjecting them to islamifica-
tion, isolation and forced separation from 
their families.  It included a policy of rape 
and pregnancy resulting from rape, mur-
dering of pregnant women, the violent 
abduction of young children, even infants, 
from families and their adoption by Turk-
ish families.  This removal of young chil-
dren from one ethnic group to another is 
one of the clearest means of a government 
policy that evidences genocide.  The geno-
cidal actions of the Kemalist government 
forced the surviving Greeks of Thrace to 
abandon their homeland. 

The final chapter in the Ottoman mass 
murder of Greeks led to the forcible re-
moval of the survivors from their home-
land.  A Treaty for a population exchange 
was signed by Greece and Turkey in 1923.  
The Treaty sealed the fate of the Thracian 
Greeks and closed the chapter of one of the 
bloodiest mass murders in the history of 
mankind.  After 27 centuries of the pres-
ence, prosperity and contribution of the 
Greeks of Thrace, Pontus, Ionia (Asia Mi-
nor) and Cappadocia, they were forced to 
abandon the land of their ancestors, their 
homes, churches, graves, and a culture of 
world wide appeal.

The descendants of the Greeks of Thrace, 
who now live in Greece and throughout 
the world, want justice for their ancestors 
murdered during the Ottoman genocide. 
The Kemalist policy of extermination re-
sulted in the death of 2,750,000 Greeks, 
Assyrians and Armenians, who had lived 
in the Ottoman state at the beginning of the 
20th century. 

The ethnic composition of Thrace
in the 18th and 19th century 

Numerous Western European travel-
lers of the 18th and 19th centuries wrote of 
the predominantly Greek character of the 
Thracian region and the persecutions they 
faced. The German geographer and phy-
sician Ami Boué (1794-1881), who dis-
agreed with the language criteria in deter-
mining national identity for populations in 
this part of the Ottoman state, underscored 
the Greek character of Eastern Thrace and 
the statistical domination of the Greek el-
ement in the entire vilayet (province) of 
Adrianople. He reported that Greeks resid-
ed in the whole south plain of Thrace and 
at the coastline of Euxeinus Pontos.  The 
Greek element was everywhere, including 
Raidestos, Evros, Adrianople, Phillipoup-
olis, Eski-Zagra and in many other places.

On August 20, 1863, the English diplo-
matic representative Steven Francis Clair 
wrote that the Bulgarians on the coast of 
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expelled by the Bulgarians or the Turks, 	
and who had started to repatriate after 
1918. 
2. Native Muslims of various ethnicities, 
including Pomaks and Roma (Gypsies). 
3. Native Muslims from Crimea, Roma-
nia, Bulgaria, Serbia, Bosnia, and Albania, 
who 	 had settled in Thrace after the 
Russian-Turkish war (1877-78) and the 
Balkan Wars (1912-13). 
4. South-Western Thrace had new Bul-
garian settlers.  Under the terms of the 
1915 	 Bulgarian-Ottoman Treaty for 
the exchange of populations, those Bulgar-
ians who had resided in East Thrace had to 
move to Bulgaria.  The 103 villages that 
were evacuated under the treaty were pri-
marily colonized by Muslim refugees from 
Bulgaria.  An additional 23 villages were 
evacuated during the Balkan Wars. 

In an August 9, 1920, telegram to Ada-
mantios Sachtouris, the Hellenic High 
Commissioner of Thrace, Venizelos rec-
ommended the re-organization of the new 
Greek territories and the application of a 
plan that would bring tranquillity to each 
community.  The goal was to ensure auton-
omy and equality.  He also recommended 
a pardon for the crimes that had been com-
mitted and repatriation of the expelled 
Greeks.  Gradually, the Hellenic adminis-
trative authorities were installed in Thrace.  
The Turkish officials of Andrianople and 
the administrations of Raidestos, Saranta 
Ecclesiae and Callipolis were forced to 
concede to their Hellenic colleagues the 
execution of all regular protocols.  

The central goal of the Hellenic admin-
istration was autonomy for all of the ethnic 
minorities and the development of peace-
ful relations with the Muslim element.  In 
order to achieve this objective a decisive 
role was played by the moderate Greek 
population, in spite of the horrors they had 
endured under the Young Turks.  How-
ever, the problems were tremendous, not 
the least of which the economic difficulties 
lead to miserable conditions for the popula-
tion of Eastern Thrace.  All of which were 

further complicated by the general turmoil 
in the region.  Specifically, the overthrow 
of the resistance movement of the Ottoman 
rebel Tzafer Tagiar, the break-up of the Ot-
toman army and the efforts of the Bulgar-
ian guerrillas (“komitadji”) who had sided 
with Turkish rebels to influence the Mus-
lim population of Bulgaria.

The population of free Thrace partici-
pated in the November 1, 1920, election 
of the Hellenic parliament.  The Greeks 
of Thrace were to be represented by 30 
members of Parliament.  The Muslims 
had 20 representatives, the Jews and the 
Armenians were each represented by one 
member of Parliament.  

At the same time that the authority of 
the “Thracian committee” was signifi-
cantly expanded, the political balance was 
being disturbed by Şevket, the mufti and 
former mayor of Adrianople.  In February 
1921, after the discovery of weapons and 
the arrest of Şevket’s son, rumours abound-
ed of an imminent rebellion.  It was then 
determined that the centre of Bulgarian-
Turkish activity was in Arkadioupolis un-
der the leadership of the previous colonel 
of the Turkish army, Mahmut Bey.  Those 
who were presumed to be participants in 
this movement were arrested and sent to 
the military special court of Saranta Eccle-
siae. 

The mission of the Hellenic administra-
tion in a united Thrace and the hopes of 
thousands of Thracian Greeks remained 
unfulfilled.  The events of the Asia Mi-
nor campaign directly affected the Greek 
presence in Eastern Thrace, right up to the 
moments before the signing of the proto-
col of Moudania (September 28 to October 
11, 1922). The Moudania protocol gave 
the Hellenic army fifteen days to evacu-
ate Eastern Thrace and retreat to the West 
of Evros after the signing of the protocol.  
The Allied forces were to transfer politi-
cal power to the Turkish authorities within 
thirty days of the Hellenic army’s evacu-
ation of Eastern Thrace.  The natives and 

Euxinos Pontos were completely assimi-
lated with the Greeks and that they had 
been Hellenized.

The rare presence of the Muslim ele-
ment in Eastern and Western Thrace was 
noted by the German botanist August 
Heinrich Rudolf Grisebach (1814-1879) 
who reported that he had met unmingled 
Turkish villages only in the area of Ainos.  
He wrote that the area from the South and 
South-East of Andrianople to Propontis 
and the Straits was actually Greek.

Statistics for the province of Andri-
anople from 1873 underline the predomi-
nance of the Greek presence in the whole 
of southern Thrace.  For example, the An-
drianople statistics note that in the districts 
(“kazas”) of Adrianople, Dydimotichon, 
Saranta Ecclesiae and Xanthi there were 
50,028 Turks in contrast to 123,011 Chris-
tians; in the sanjak of Thracian Callipolis 
there were 12,286 Turks and 42,401 Chris-
tians, and in the sanjak of Raidestos there 
were 11,805 Turks as compared to 30,074 
Christians.

The French traveller and economist 
Adolphe Jérôme Blanqui (1778-1854) 
reached similar conclusions when writing 
of the statistical domination of Greeks over 
Turks with the Rhodopes Mountains act-
ing as a natural border, as contrasted with 
the corresponding Slavic domination with 
Ainos as a border. The prominent French 
geographer Auguste Viquesnel (1800-
1867) noted the numerical domination of 
Greeks in the most important urban centres 
of the Thracian littoral, from Constantino-
ple to Ainos, Sylebria, Heraclea, Raides-
tos, Ganochora, Dydimotichon, Ortakoy, 
and Lititsa.

The French explorer and geographer 
Guillaume Lejean (1828-1871) pointed 

out that along the Evros river, the whole 
of Eastern Thrace and Bosporus, the 
Greek rural population dominated and, by 
their presence, prevented the settlement 
of Turkish refugees. Similar conclusions 
were reached by the French archaeologist 
Albert Dumont (1842-1884). Statistical 
data presented by Dumont regarding the 
demographic and ethnological compo-
sition of the biggest and smallest urban 
centres of Eastern Thrace, show that the 
entire littoral from Constantinople to Cal-
lipolis was resided exclusively by Greeks.  
In his Nouvelle Geographie Universelle of 
1876, Elisée Reclus (1830-1905) points 
out that the population of the villages and 
interior planes of Thrace were made up of 
Greeks.  He notes that the entire Eastern 
Thrace, from the Bosporus to Andrianople, 
and the Dardanelles to the Gulf of Pyrgos, 
was comprised in large part of the Greek 
character.

The ethnographic maps of European 
Turke, issued during the last quarter of the 
19th century, provide analytical data of the 
ethnic composition of Ottoman Thrace.  
For instance, a map created by A. Synvet, a 
Greek schoolmaster from Constantinople, 
estimated the Greek residents of Thrace 
was 380,000.  This number excludes the 
Greek populations of Constantinople and 
the dioceses of Derka and Varna.  How-
ever, it includes 68,000 Greeks populat-
ing Eastern Rumelia that came under the 
metropolis of Phillipoupolis, Anchialos, 
Mesembria and Sozoagathoupolis. The 
ethnographic map of Edward Stanford 
(1877) notes the absence of a stable Slavic 
population at the south of Phillipoupolis 
and identifies the Greeks as the dominant 
population presence in Eastern and West-
ern Thrace, and in every urban center from 
Constantinople to Evros.  

In the late 18th century, the Marseillian 
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Peyssonel referenced the trade of Euxinos 
Pontos and the offshore urban centers.  At 
that time Sozopolis was a reknown trad-
ing center with a developed port and rich 
import trade.  The French geographer Jean 
Baptiste Lechevalier (1752-1836) noted 
that Sozopolis was inhabited exclusively 
by Greeks and that it exported agrarian 
products.  According to Lechevalier the 
town of Pyrgos was an important trading 
center of Euxinos, Pontos.  He went on to 
note that in Pyrgos  one could find trading 
goods from Russia, France, Venice, Con-
stantinople, Smyrna, Thessaloniki, Cairo 
and Brussa. Élie de la Primaudaie wrote of 
trade from Greek Mesembria,  while not-
ing that from the end of the 18th century 
it was Varna that was the biggest trading 
center of the littoral of Euxinos Pontos.  
Varna had about 16,000 Greeks, Turks and 
Armenians who owned trading stores and 
lived side by side. Varna had the biggest 
trading storage of agricultural products in 
Euxinos Pontos.  Every year these goods 
were transported to Constantinople by 300 
Greek and Turkish ships.  A major com-
modity traded was nuts.  Additionally, the 
Greeks of Varna were responsible for the 
production of wine. Ludwig von Stürmer 
noted that during the second decade of the 
19th century there was much activity in 
Rouchstouk which was then inhabited by 
approximately 20,000 Greeks. Also, US 
representative Henry Alexander Scammel 
Dearborn (1783-1851) pointed out that So-
zopolis was resided exclusively by Greeks 
who were exporting wood and wine. He 
estimated the population of Varna to be 
16,000 Greeks, Turks, and Armenians and 
this information was reiterated by Thielen.

Thrace during the period 1875-1924: 
Persecutions, tortures, refugees

Northern Thrace (Eastern Rumelia): At 
the end of the 19th century the Bulgarians 
were trying to dominate the area since they 
had two important advantages.  First, they 
territorially bordered Thrace and, second, 
Turkey was unable to counter the infiltra-
tion of the Bulgarian guerillas (komitadji, 

in  Slavic language komitatsi: a member 
of a secret revolutionary organisation; a 
rebel)  in Thrace. The establishment of 
the Bulgarian Exarchate (1870) by the 
Ottoman authorities led to a split from 
the Ecumenical Patriarchate and the na-
tional awakening of Bulgarians.  In the last 
quarter of the 19th century and the early  
20th century, the Preliminary Treaty of 
San Stefano (1878) was signed and it was 
followed by the Berlin Peace Conference 
(1878).  Meanwhile, vicious battles oc-
curred between the Greeks and Bulgarians 
of Macedonia and Thrace. Article 10 of the 
Ottoman firman, establishing the Bulgar-
ian Exarchate, expanded the jurisdiction of 
the Exarchate to Ottoman regions, where 
both Greek and Bulgarian populations 
lived.  This change added to the antago-
nism between the Greeks and Bulgarians 
in Macedonia and Thrace.

 
The outcome of the Berlin Peace Con-

ference of 1878 saw a revision in Russian 
plans for the region so that Ottoman Rule 
was maintained in Macedonia and Thrace.  
Autonomous rule was forseen for Eastern 
Rumelia with the withdrawal of the Rus-
sian army in August 1879.  Instead, the 
Russian withdrawal allowed the Bulgarian 
element to dominate in Northern Thrace.  
The British altered their plans in the hope 
that the establishment of a self-governing 
province in Eastern Rumelia would allow 
the large Greek and Turkish elements in 
the region to act as a counterbalance to 
the Bulgarians.  Theoretically, the law for 
autonomous rule secured equal rights for 
Greeks, Bulgarians and Turks.  However, 
in reality it paved the ground for the even-
tual incorporation of this province into 
Bulgaria. Athansios Matalas, the Greek 
consul of Philippoupolis, attempted to se-
cure Greek interests in the region but sus-
pected that East Rumelia eventually would 
become part of Bulgaria.

The Treaty of Berlin (1878) divided the 
entire region of Thrace into the vilayets 
of Constantinople and Andrianople, ex-
cluding the districts (“sanjaks”) of Philip-

and autonomy for Eastern Thrace whose 
incorporation was impossible at that time.  
The long term goal was a union of the 
whole of Thrace.  From the points of view 
of Bulgaria and the Ottoman empire, the 
demands of the Hellenic Ministry of For-
eign Affairs were seen as irredentist and 
were not publicised. 

At the Paris Peace Conference of 1919 
the issue of Thrace arose again.  Although 
the Greek contingent strongly advocated 
for their positions, the Thracian issue was 
not resolved according to Greek wish-
es.  The proposal presented by President 
Woodrow Wilson put forward the incor-
poration of the Xanthi-Komotini region 
to Greece with the rest of Western Thrace 
remaining with Bulgaria.  The proposal 
presented that the remaining regions of 
Western Thrace, and all of Eastern Thrace, 
would be a part of the state of Constanti-
nople (and, as such, would be within the 
Ottoman Empire but under the Entente 
Monitoring).  The American proposal was 
rejected by Great Britain and France. 

The participants of the Paris Peace Con-
ference agreed to the Hellenic army’s oc-
cupation of the Xanthi region in October 
1919.  At the same time the French mili-
tary authorities settled in Western Thrace 
and undertook the administration of “Inter-
Allied Thrace” with the collaboration of 
the former Greek deputy of the Ottoman 
Parliament, Charisios Vamvakas. The In-
ter-Allied occupation continued until May 
1920 when, as planned, it was replaced by 
the Greek army under the leadership of 
lieutenant general Emmanouil Zimvraka-
kis.  The Greek army occupied almost 
all of Eastern Thrace, reaching Karagach, 
a suburb of Adrianople, and beyond the 
Western bank of the Evros River.

As noted in the Treaty of Sèvres, July 
28, 1920, Greece occupied Eastern Thrace 
to Catalza within twenty kilometres of 
Constantinople and the peninsula of Gal-
lipoli.  Greece also occupied the Aegean 
islands of Imbros and Tenedos, as well as 

the whole area of Smyrna, in-line with de-
cisions made at the Peace Conference of 
1919.  The Sèvres Treaty anticipated that a 
referendum would occur in five years and, 
as a result, the occupied area of Smyrna 
would be incorporated into Greece.  In the 
area of Thrace that was under Hellenic ad-
ministration, the Greek element was still 
dominant despite the persecutions it had 
endured.

Immediately after its liberation, Eastern 
Thrace was divided into four prefectures; 
specifically, Adrianople, Saranta Eccle-
siae, Callipolis, and Raidestos.  As such, 
it largely preserved the Ottoman admin-
istrative units.  In September 1920 South-
Western Thrace was unified with Eastern 
Thrace and two more prefectures were 
added, Rhodope and Evros.   Of special 
note, Kypseli (Ipsala) and Ainos belonged 
to Evros but in 1922 they came under 
Turkish domination. 

The occupying Hellenic troops in 
Thrace found the region to be totally wast-
ed after a decade of continuous oppression.  
The Greek population was economically 
destroyed and partly expatriated.  Com-
merce and local markets were destroyed 
and there prevailed a general feeling of in-
security.  Such was the disaster that some 
of the repatriated were unable to locate the 
boundaries of their real estate. 

According to 1906 official statistics the 
population of Thrace was 1,106,338, of 
which 193,923 resided outside the area 
that belonged to Greece. By 1920 the 
population of Thrace was 671,301.  In to-
tal, there was a decrease in population of 
241,114.  The Greek controlled area of 
Thrace amounted to 28,143 square kilome-
tres with a population density of approxi-
mately 24 people per km2.  

On May 14, 1920, the day that Thrace 
was occupied by the Greek army, its popu-
lation consisted of:

1. Native Greeks, most of whom had been 
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Christian population of Eastern Thrace.

The Ottoman authorities legalized 
the theft of the property seized from the 
Greeks expelled from Eastern Thrace, 
since it evaluated these assets at up to 5 
percent of their true value.  The Greeks 
were not compensated for the confiscated 
properties, businesses, houses or farmland.  
Movable property, such as furniture, cloth-
ing and tools, as well as the produce of ru-
ral production, had to be abandoned by the 
displaced and dispossessed Greeks.

In total, thirty thousand residents of 
Greek villages in the Vizye district were 
expatriated. The same happened in the 
areas of Ganou, Tyroloe and Sylebria.  In 
the spring of 1914 the Turkish authorities 
summarily executed the mayors, teachers 
and scientists of Samokovo and Skopos.  
The outbreak of World War I (1914-1918) 
saw a worsening of conditions for the re-
maining Greek population.  

The Turkish plan for the cultural de-
struction  of the Greek population of East-
ern Thrace was advanced by deporting the 
Greeks to the most remote and inaccessi-
ble areas in the East. The expulsion of the 
Greek population was achieved by intimi-
dating the main bodies of the Greek resis-
tance, intense Turkish paramilitary activity 
against Greek refugees and the repression 
of Greek Orthodox religious practices.  It 
also included the forced sale of the belong-
ings of the Greek population at discredit-
able prices.  There were forced deporta-
tions from the interior, in particular from 
wealthy centres such as Vizye, Tyroloe, 
Loule-Bourgaz [Arkadioupolis], Saranta 
Ecclesiae, Kessani, Malgara, Charioupolis, 
Uzun Köprü [Makra Gephyra], and com-
pulsory deportations to the coastal cities of 
Raidestos, Heraclea, Callipolis and Gano-
chora.  The recruitment of Greeks from 
Eastern Thrace into Turkish army battal-
ions of forced labour (amele tamburu), and 
ultimately their physical destruction by 
exhaustion and torture.  The Turkish plan 
also employed the use of continuous requi-

sitions and additional targeted taxation.

It is estimated that 232,999 Greeks were 
deported from Eastern Thrace in 1913. 
From this number, it is estimated that of 
the approximately 100,000 deportees that 
had been sent to the interior of Asia Minor 
(Central Anatolia), only 54,000 returned 
after the capitulation of the Ottoman war on 
October 30, 1918.  All of those who did not 
return perished during their exile either as 
a result of exhaustion, forced labour or dis-
ease. The records indicate that in 1906 the 
total number of Greeks in Eastern Thrace 
was 349,734.  According to the Ecumeni-
cal Patriarchate that number was 331,530 
by 1911.  The Ottoman pre-war census of 
1912 states that there were 253,000 Greeks 
in Eastern Thrace, while the post-war data 
submitted to the Peace Committee in Paris 
reported 367,362. 

Thrace after World War I

The Greeks of Thrace moved to protect 
their interests prior to the conclusion of 
peace treaties that would end World War 
I. They sought to prepare a diplomatic 
campaign for those who would defend 
their rights.  On September 29, 1918, the 
first meeting of Thracians took place in 
Thessaloniki. They issued and presented a 
resolution to the French marshall Franchet 
d’Espery, commander-in-chief of Entente 
forces in Western Thrace.  The resolution 
sought the security of Hellenism and the 
protection of the Thracian Greeks from 
further suffering until their repatriation 
could be secured. On October 14, 1918, 
they held a demonstration with the sup-
port of Christians and non-Muslims from 
Asia Minor  in Omonoia Square, Athens. 
At least sixty thousand people participated 
in the demonstration, an impressive figure 
considering that the population of Athens 
at that time numbered a few hundred thou-
sand.

The meeting of Thracian Greeks pre-
sented two demands.  They sought the 
unification of Western Thrace with Greece 

popolis and Selimnos, and a part of sanjak 
of Andrianople which remained a part of 
East Rumelia. [34] The vilayet of Con-
stantinople included the larger province 
of Constantinople, Peran and Catalza.  
The vilayet of Andrianople included the 
sanjaks of Adrianople, Saranta Ecclesiae, 
Gioumoultzin (Komotini), Callipolis, 
Raidestos and Dede-Agach (later renamed 
Alexandroupolis).  In Eastern Thrace, the 
Greeks comprised 37– 39% of the total 
population, Turks 42-47% and Bulgarians 
11%.

The ethnic composition of East Rumelia 
changed in 1885 with the increased domi-
nance of the Bulgarians and the expulsion 
of the Turkish population.  The Bulgarian 
armies occupation of this region also nega-
tively affected Greek-Bulgarian relations.  
It caused increased tensions between the 
communities and, over time, Greeks were 
uprooted to Thrace and Macedonia.  An 
October 1, 1885, report by P. Logothetis, 
the Greek consul of Thessaloniki, noted 
that “Hellenism resents the news that is 
transmitted by telegraphs from Europe 
which is trying to eliminate the rightful de-
sires of Greeks, where Greek education ex-
cels with unique institutions, Greek trade 
distinguishes itself and the Greek popula-
tion is 250,000 while the Bulgarian is only 
2,000.” The apex of the exodus of Greeks 
from East Rumelia occurred in 1906 with 
an outbreak of anti-Greek persecutions in 
the most important urban centers in the 
province.

Between 1886 and 1906 two significant 
plans were put into effect that negatively 
affected the Greeks in East Rumelia.  The 
first was a policy of Bulgarization of the 
Greek population with the obligatory in-
troduction of the Bulgarian language in 
Greek schools and the subsequent aboli-
tion of the Greek language.  The second 
plan involved the Bulgarian occupation 
of Greek-owned commercial interests and 
Greek Orthodox churches and monasteries 
in Stenimachos, Philippoupolis, Kavakli 
and Kouklena.  A significant development 

occurred in 1903 when, after the Revolu-
tion of Iliden, the Bulgarians unleashed a 
ferocious paramilitary army which tried 
to incorporate Northern Greece into Bul-
garia.

 
In the summer of 1906, Greek educa-

tional and ecclesiastical institutions were 
targeted in East Rumelia.  The persecution 
began in Varna and expanded through the 
entire region.  There occurred beatings and 
assasinations of eminent Greek teachers 
and Greek priests.  Concurrently, members 
of the Bulgarian population and Bulgarian 
state destroyed Greek institutions, such 
as schools, churches, hospitals and union 
halls.  The Bulgarian authorities looted 
the contents of the Greek institutions and 
forbade the use of the Greek language in 
schools.  In August 1905 the town of An-
chialos was set on fire after a battle with 
12,000 Bulgarians.  Many of these Bul-
garians were members of paramilitary 
groups.  The slain Greeks included over 
100 people who were burnt in their homes, 
largely made up of the old and children.  It 
is estimated that the Greek owned prop-
erty stolen in Pyrgos and Mesembria was 
valued at more than 2,000,000 gold francs 
(worth approximately 20,000,000 Euros at 
today’s values). 

In July 1906 Bulgarian acts of terrorism 
against the Greek population intensified.  
These acts of terrorism included robberry, 
arson, beating, assassination and vandal-
ism.  The Greek Orthodox cathedral of 
Philippoupolis was damaged, as were an-
other 113 Greek houses of worship in the 
area.  The Maraslios School was set on fire 
and its library was destroyed.  Another six-
ty-six schools were destroyed, including 
the Zariphios School which was a board-
ing house for female students.  The prop-
erty belonging to the Greek community of 
Philippoupolis which was confiscated on 
June 8, 1906, was of immeasurable value.  
The persecution affected the Greek cities 
of Stenimachos, Varna, Mesembria, Sozo-
polis, Pyrgos, Agathoupolis, Kavakli, and 
Artaki.  In total, there were eighty eight 
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Greek communities that were decimated 
by these acts of terrorism.  All of these 
communities had their fortune expropri-
ated by the Bulgarian state, without com-
pensaton. 

The state manufactured acts of terror-
ism and violence against the Greek com-
munities was such that ordinary Bulgarian 
citizens began to protest.  In response to 
this defense of the Greeks the semi-official 
newspaper Vetcherna Poshta commented, 
”Only one tribe must dominate the Aimos 
peninsula and that is the Bulgarian.  There-
fore, Greeks of East Rumelia, Thrace and 
Macedonia must be destroyed or extermi-
nated.  Their destruction must be an article 
of faith for all Bulgarians.”

The anti-Greek persecutions of 1913 
occurred in the aftermath of the Second 
Balkan War.  It resulted in the last flow 
of refugees from East Rumilia to Greece 
in May 1914.   Approximately 200,000 
people came from East Rumilia to Greece 
as refugees.  After the departure of the 
Greek population, the Greek communi-
ties of Northern Thrace, East Rumelia, 
Philippoupolis, Kouklena, Stenimachos, 
Kavakli, Vodena, Sozopolis, Anchialos, 
Mesembria, Varna, Pyrgos, and elsewhere 
were destroyed.

The persecutions against the Greeks
of Eastern Thrace 

In the Iliden uprising of June 1903, Bul-
garian guerrillas unsuccessfully attempted 
to shake off traces of the Turkish army in 
West Macedonia and in the vilayet of An-
drianople. In 1905 the ongoing violence 
and tyrannical actions of the komitadji to-
wards the Greek population of Thrace led 
to the organization of a Greek counter-gue-
rilla force under the leadership of Georgios 
Kondylis (1879-1936) in Agathoupolis. 
[40]  The foundations of the Greek resis-
tance movement can be traced to the arrival 
of Stilianos  Gonatas to the region in 1907 
and the founding of the Pan-Hellenic Or-
ganization in 1908 by Gonatas and Greek 

consular officers.

The Greek population of Eastern Thrace 
endured more suffering as a result of the 
Young Turk revolution of 1908.  Although 
it proclaimed equality for all ethnic minor-
ities under Ottoman rule, the Young Turks 
initiated an unprecedented campaign to 
Turkify the Greek population of Thrace.  
The Young Turks introduced the compul-
sory teaching of the Turkish language in 
Greek schools, restrictions on Greek-Or-
thodox churches and obligatory national 
service.

The suffering of Thracian Greeks was 
without end.  The violence of the occupy-
ing  Bulgarian army against the Greeks 
was observed during the first Balkan War 
(1912) in Adrianople, Sylebria, Raidestos, 
Heraclea, Xanthi, Komotini, Alexandroup-
olis, Soufli, Dydimoticho.  The summer of 
1913 saw the outbreak of the Second Bal-
kan War and Eastern Thrace was again 
occupied by the Turks.  This period saw 
many Greek villages completely destroyed 
by the Ottoman army.  Although the Greek 
army was dominant at the time in Xanthi, 
Komotini and Alexandroupolis, the Treaty 
of Constantinople, signed in September 
1913, ceded Western Thrace to Bulgaria 
while Eastern Thrace remained under Ot-
toman rule.  In Western Thrace, a policy 
mandate of the Bulgarian occupation was 
the vitiation of Hellenism with the impov-
erishment of its educational and ecclesias-
tical activity. [43] An even worse situation 
was faced by the Greeks of Eastern Thrace, 
where the Young Turks forced the Greek 
population to endure deportation, expatria-
tion and many forms of intimidation.

 
In 1907 the Greeks of Eastern Thrace 

encountered the new, but on-going, phe-
nomonon of Bulgarian gangs invading the 
region to commit acts of robbery, murder 
and to force the population to join the 
Bulgarian Exarchate.  After undertaking 
many steps to curb the Bulgarian gangs, 
the Turkish authorities allowed the Greeks 
to take up arms in order to defend them-

selves.  It is important to note that when 
the Bulgarian army attacked the Turks dur-
ing the First Balkan War the Turks moved 
with violence against the Greeks of East-
ern Thrace.  The Turks stole Greek relics, 
icons and manuscripts from various towns 
and villages, including Heraclea, Panio 
and Vizye.

As Bulgaria withdrew its forces from 
Eastern Thrace, the region was re-occu-
pied by the Turks.  The Bulgarians direct-
ed their violent actions against the Turks 
but the latter turned its sword against the 
Greeks. And so began the Turkish perse-
cution, arson and slaughter of Thracian 
Greeks.  The violence was especially bru-
tal in Malgara, Kessani, Charioupolis and 
Makra Gephyra, the first towns to be oc-
cupied by the Turkish troops.  The Turks 
tortured and slaughtered many Greeks 
in the villages of Alepli, Dervenaki and 
Raidestos.  For instance, in the village of 
Raidestos sixty Greeks were killed by the 
Turkish forces. There were 15,700 Greek 
victims during the Turkish re-occupation 
of Eastern Thrace, while in the coastal re-
gions 120,000 were displaced.

The Treaty of Bucharest, signed on Oc-

tober 8, 1913, marked the end of the Bal-
kan Wars.  The Treaty left approximately 
one million Thracians outside of the Greek 
borders and living under Bulgarian or Otto-
man rule.  The autumn of 1913 saw the ex-
ecution of an Ottoman plan to achieve the 
expulsion and annihilation of the Greeks in 
Eastern Thrace.  The methods used includ-
ed attacks upon and sieges of villages, acts 
of terrorism, threats against individuals or 
communities and mass expulsions.  These 
acts of intimidation were undertaken by 
Ottoman rangers, the Turkish military, 
Turkish civil and judicial officials and non-
military Turks with the help of the Turk-
ish army.  As a result, the Greek residents  
from ten villages in the districts of Saranta 
Ecclesiae and Vizye were immediately ex-
pelled from Eastern Thrace.  In the winter 
of 1913 the Ottoman paramilitaries laid 
siege to Greek villages.  They curtailed 
the movement and means of communica-
tion of the populas.  In February 1914 the 
Turks began firing gunshots at the rural 
Greek population. [48] Ecumenical Pa-
triarch Germanos sent a letter to Russian 
Czar Nicholas II, to the German Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs and met with the Grand 
Vizier Said Halim Pasha on May 12, 1914, 
asking for their intervention to rescue the 
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