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ECR} has also stressed the severe
depletion of the Greek Orthodox i
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expatriate Greek Orthodox minority of Istanbul numbering today more than 150.000
members, scatteed all over the world because of the numerous persecution measures
applied by the Turkish State during the lastcentury years after the signing of the
Treaty of Lausanne in 1923. The present report aims at providing an overview of the
history of the violations and of the present status of the Human and Minority Rights of
the Greek Orthodox Community of TurkeyThe principal issue being faced by the
Minority is the reparation and remedy of past injustices.

1 Council of Europe Commission against Racism and Intolerance

2 Extract from the Report of Mr. Thomas Hammarberg, European Commissioner for Human Rights, following
his visit to Turkey on 28 Jung 3 July 2009, %t October 2009.

3 http://www.conpolis.eu



THE VIOLATIONS OF MINORITY AND HUMAN RIGHTS AHRBR923

Since 1923, the size of the Greek Orthodox community in Turkey has been dramatically
reduced from 130.000 persons to less than 2.000, due to a systematic policy of discriminatory
measures, pogroms and administrative harassment applied by the Turkisauthorities.

This policy of the Turkish authorities covered all the minority rights including education,
ownership of property and religious freedoms in total contradiction with the clauses of the Treaty of
Lausanne signed in 1923, of the Charter of thgnited Nations and of the European Convention of
Fundamental Human Rights (Rome, 195(s well as theConstitution of the Turkish Republic

The most significant minority and human rights violations after the Treaty of Lausanne can be
listed as follows:

- Persecution against the Ecumenical Patriarchate by interfering with its functioning as a
religious institution and by not recognizing its legal status, as early as the day following
the signing of the Treaty of Lausanne.

- Establishment, in 1923, of a statdi T OOT 11 AA O40O0EEOE [/ OO0
continuously exerts aggression towards the Ecumenical Patriarchate.

- Confiscation of a significant part of the real estate properties of the Minority Welfare
Foundations (1936).

- Enlistment drive, during World War Il (1941-42), of the 1845 years old male norMuslim
i ETTOEOU 1 AT AAOO j' OAAEOh ! OI AT EAT O AT A * [
conditions.

- Application of an economic extermination programme during the years 19425 by
Ei b1 Al AT OET CAIAEAGDM AMEMBS O7Ax j 6 A0l gE 6 AOCE(
against the minorities. This resulted in a largescale economic catastrophe for many Greek,
Armenian and Jewish families.

- Launch of a massive stat®rganized pogrom against the Greek communitgnd other norn
Muslim minorities on the night of 67 September 1955, which resulted in the destruction
of almost all churches, schools, cemeteries, shops and more than 4.000 houses in Istanbul.
The number of deaths of minority members exceeded 30, while ¢hnumber of rapes was
over 300. The size of the pogrom is comparable to the Crystal Night in Nazi Germany
against the Jewish community (910 November 1938). In the attached Annex some
indicative photographs aredepicted showing the sizeand nature of thistragic event.

- The forceful deportation, between 1964 and 1965, of 12.000 Greek passport holding
members of the Greek community who had been granted residence permits in Istanbul
after the Treaty of Lausanne. The deportations were carried out with a few 8608 1 1T O
and followed by a total confiscation of all individual properties of the Greek citizens
leading to the economic catastrophe of the deportees.

- Exertion, on a continuous basis, of persecutions against the Greek minority through
administrative measures as well as state threats, economic boycott campaigns and
psychological terror.

- - AOOCEOA AT 1 EEOAAOEITT 1 &£ OEA -ET1 OEOU 7AI1 EA
based on a 1974 ruling of the Supreme Court which characterised the members afnn
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they were citizens of the Republic of Turkey.



- Serious interferences with educational institutions of the minorities, such as appointing
vice-directors whose authority supersedes that of the Directors who are minority
members.

- The illegal closure, in 1971, of the Theological School, which had been functioning since
1843 on the island of Heybeliada (Chalkjthus, depriving the Greek Orthodox minority of
the right to train its clergymen.

- The implementation, as of 1964, of a staterganized ethnic cleansing programme in the

EOI ATAO 1T £ ' EEeAAAA j)I AoT 6q AT A "TUAAAAA
with only 10.000 Greeks who were under the protection barticle 14 of the Treaty of
Lausanne. The s Al 1 AA O$EOOI 1 OOEIT 001 COAi Tl Ad E

schools, the establishment of open prisons for heavy criminals, the massive confiscation of
properties and the extensive physical abuses againthe Greeks of the two islands.

The result of the above mentioned antminority measures is clearly observed inthe number of
students at the Greek Schools of Istanbul given in the following figisela and 1lhin Fig.2 the
decrease of the Greek minoty members living in Istanbul is depicted where the impact of the ani
minority measures are also shown.

Considering the fact that during the last 90 years the population of Turkey has increased five times
the Greek minority should be more than 600.00 members presently the minority community living
in Istanbul is less than of 2.000 members.
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Population of the Greek Minority living in Istanbul 1923
2010
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Figure 2. Decrease of the Greek minority population living in Istanbul under the Lausanne Treaty
guarantees.



Unfortunately, despite the significantly positve change of attitude of the Turkish government
towards the Greek minority over the last9 years, some of the abowmentioned longstanding ill
practises are still being exercised by the Turkish state authorities against the Greek minority. These
violations of human rights concern religious freedomspending issue on theproperty rights of
foundations, restricted access to educational institutions and property rights of individualsThe fact
that Turkish Government with its recentrulings responded positively to appeals of Ec.Fe.Con is a
source of hope subject these measures will be implemented without aradministrative obstacles as
has been the case in the past.

HUMAN RIGHTSVIOLATION PROBLEMS OHHE GREEK ORTHODOX MINORITY IN TURKEY
STILL TOBE RE®LVED

Religious Freedoms
The Turkish State still does not recognize the legal status of the Ecumenical PatriarcHate

)T -AOAE c¢mpnh OEA 6ATEAA #I1iiEOCOEIT A@POA
OAl ECEI 60 Aiii Ol EOEAO fihke Orth@axEPAttiaéchaté ftoAuse Gne Adje@iteC E
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of an interpretation of the Treaty of Lausanne. Such an action is clearly a violation of religious
freedom as only nondemocratic states interfere with the use ofre ECET 00 OEOI AOG8 &l
there is a contradiction between not recogriing officially a religious title and yet prosecuting a
religious authority because of the use of an entirely spiritual title.

In recent years, there was a positive develoment in resolving this issue since Turkish
Cil OAOT 1 AT O AOOEI OEOEAO 11 OEA EECEAOO 1 AOGAI AA
a spiritual title, they would not have any objection to its use by anyon@loreover on 4 March 2012
the Minister of Foreign Affairs Prof.Dr. Ahmet Davutoglu paid a visit to Ecumenical Patriarchate

which has been the first time in the last 50 years.

The nonrecognition of the legal status of the Ecumenical Patriarchate has serious
consequences, such as the preveon of the right to possess real estate and other properties. In July
¢nnmnyh ET OEA AAOA 1 &£/ OEA "i Ui EAAA j 0OEIT EEDI OQ
unanimously ruled that the Ecumenical Patriarchate has the right to possess properties. Tteetf that
TATA T £ OEA O&ATAO 20i O0OAOOEAOAEAOAG EO A OAOU

Furthermore, there was also a positive developmenin resolving the problem of not issuing
long-term residence permits to clergymen working at the Ecumenical Patriarchate and providing
foreign members of the Holy Synod with the opportunity to obtain Turkish citizenship.

Finally, during recent years, @hodox churches, in some cases still religious institutions
(churches, cemeteries etc.) have been the target of attacks by fanatic¥he Turkish government
should encourage that the necessary steps be taken against this escalation of racist attitudes.

afTA T /£ OEA 11 AAOO OAI ECEI OO EI OOEOOOEITO 1T £ #EOEO

Holy Synod of Chalcedon in 451 A.Dthe most populous of all. TheOE O1 A O%A O AT EdAIT 6

throughout the era of Byzantium and the Ottoman Empire and presently by all international Organizations

and States.

5/ 1T ¢ 3APOAT AAO ¢nmw OITE DI AAA A [ AOCOEOAIsGrbil and] EOI

another one on 28 October 2010 against the Greek cedeOU T £ 0AT ACEA 11 OEA EOI A
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Recently the Turkish Government stated that negative references in the Schoolbooks will be
withdrawn which is considered a positive step in fighting antiminority propaganda. Along this line
the contribution of minorities to the social and economic developmet of Turkey should included in
the school curricula which presently is completely ignored.

Re§t[ictiops on 'EdugatiopaAI I‘ns,ti'[NutiAon,s ) o ) ) o .
. Ol AOT 66 OAOOOEAOEOA 1 AAOOOAO ACAET 60 OEA
waited to besolved,such as:

The superior authority of Turkish vice-directors appointed by the Ministry of Education.

Although very recently the prohibition for students of European or other nationality
without the minority status to register to minority schools has been ease by allowing

OEAOA bPOPEI O1T AT oOoil AO OOEOEOET ¢ OOOAAI
Istanbul this is only a temporary solution . In numerous cases, the appointment of
i ETT OEOU OAAAEAOO O OAEIT T 1 O EnGoeck 4nd Turk&yA1 A

This is an act of punishment of a state against its own citizens because of the attitude of a
foreign state.

1 The nonprovision of any financial support by the State to the Greek Minority Schogls
despite the fact that this is foreser in the Treaty of Lausanne.

1 Recently, there has been a positive development by the Turkish authorities on the
approval in a short time of elementary school bookssubmitted by the Greek authorities
and with a positive approach towards their contents.

T ThA AT T ZEOAAOQEIT 1 &£ OEA |/ OOAEEU ' OAAE OAET I
The case is pending at the European Court of Human Rights.

Measures Against the Minority Welfare Foundations
A major issue that Greek and other religious minorities hae been facing for a long time is
their Religious and Welfare FoundationsE T I x1T AO O6 AE g /&6 8

In 1962, the coordinating bodies of the minority foundations were abolished thus cutting off
the minority administrations from their welfare foundations, a factthat created many administrative
problems. The recognition of a coordinating body of the minority welfare foundations is an urgent
need, as this is not permitted by the existing legislation.

After waiting for a long period, a newLaw 5737 was enforced in early 2008. The
implementation of this law was extremely discouragingeturning on the 7% of the 1400 real estate
properties of the Greek Minority foundations. In view of this an complains the Turkish Government
responded by a Decree on 28 August 2011 tig to provide a solution to the issue. Although onbas
to wait the results of this new Law, until now in two cases (The Greek Schools of Galata and Central
Lyceum of Beyoglu) the implementation of the law has been in the rightful direction,

Another maor problem which is not solved by the new law is the definitive confiscation of
real estate properties seized in the past from minority administrative bodies and declared illegally as
AAET ¢ Oi AUAOOG | OACEOOAOAA AO 11 O sendeGustice oAl
prohibiting minority foundations from administering their properties is used to confiscate then.

6 According to a bilateral agreement between Greece and Turkey (1968), the books taught in the minority
schools of both countries should be approved by both Ministries of Education.
71t is noted that thA 3 OPOAT A #1 OO0 | 9 A0 ODO Atuidig QdEd@Eto ravokp thg 1 O
property rights of Greek Minority Foundations that had received donations during the 1938974 period. It

7
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1000 years old.

Another important problem is the necessity to recover the properties that were seized by the
scAAT 1 AA O400EEOE / OOET Al @6 -Galatd id A& pas tecadds. ArheAhEed O C
churches and their real estate properties should be returned to their legal owner, whicks the
Ecumenical Patriarchate.

The solution to these extensive past injustices needs a brave political act on the side of the
government of Turkey to resolve these issues based on the principles of the rule of law and those of
human rights, by returning the confiscated properties to the minority foundations. To this end,
necessary legislative and administrative measures are urgently needed to deal with these leng
standing problems.The most important issue is the implementation of the Laws without distoiihg

their principles by using administrative manipulations as has been the case jpastdecades.

Ownership of Cemeteries

Despite the fact that in article 42 of the Treaty of Lausanne, it is provided that the
management of the cemeteries is granted to thminority religious foundations, in numerous cases the
AAi AGAOEAO EAOA AAAT OACEOOAOAA ET OEA TAIA I £
Greek cemetery, a TurkishCourt ruled that its property should be registered in the name of the
Al AOGOOEEU ' OAAE AT i1 0T EOU8 4EEO EO A bl OEOEOA |
cemeteries of the Greek and other minoritied-urthermore the new Decree of 28 August 2012 is expected
to resolve the issue by registering the minority cemetges to their legal owners.

Restrictions against the Individuals' Property Rights

In somecases seriougproblem faced by the expatriated Greeks of Turkey is the prohibition of
inheritance rights based on the principle that the Istanbul Prefecture isonsidered being a border
region. The descendants of expatriated minority Greeks are deprived of their hereditary rights and
forced to liquidate/sell their properties. More severe restrictive measures, despite holding Turkish
citizenship, are being faced by Geek descendens of the islands Gokceada (Imbros) and Bozcaada
(Tenedos).

Needs of Response to the Demands for the Remediation of Past Injustices

During the visit of his Greek counterpart to Turkey, the Turkish Prime Minister, Mr Recep
Tayyip Erdogan, mae a public declaration inviting the expatriated Greek minority to returs.
Following this, the Ecumenical Federation of Constantinopolitans as federative body of the 150.000
Greek minority expatriates of Istanbul, sent a letter (3 March 2008) to the Turkh Prime Minister
thanking him for this invitation and asking for two prerequisites: (a) a change of attitude towards
O AAUGO AAT CAOT 601 U AEI ETEOEAA ' OAAE 1 ETT OEOU
expatriates to return to their homeland

It should be mentioned that, on 14 May 2010, the Prime Minister of Turkey issued a circular
to state authorities asking them to see to it that discriminatory actions against minority members not
be continued, as observed in numerous cases in the pashdéed, this is an important step in
recognizing the past injustices and an expression of political will to abolish them.

is also important to emphasize the fact that the new law does not pvide for any compensation for the real
estate properties that were sold to third parties after this 1974 ruling of the Supreme Court.
s4EA OEOEO OITE DI AAA ET *Al OAOU ¢mmw8 )1 A DOAIE
Minister of Turkey recognized the past injustices against the neMuslim minorities, this being the reason of
their forced immigration causing damage to Turkey.
8



During the visit of Prime Minister Mr Recep Tayyip Erdogan to Athens in May 2010, a
delegation of Ec.Fe.Con. met with the State MiSR O AT A #EEAZ . ACcl OEAOT O
Prime Minister of Turkey. This was the first contact in 55 years of the representatives of expatriate
Greeks of Istanbul at this level. The Ec.Fe.Cexpressed the strong wish of the expatriated Greeks of
Istanbul to return to their homeland provided that measures will be taken to solve the above
mentioned problems and to support repatriates, such as:

1 Tax exemptions for a certain period, for home finding and the applications of commercial
enterprise support initiatives.

Solving the military service problem for the aged members of the Greek minority.

Appointing a number of minority members to state official positions, which has been
prohibited for the last 89 years.

Moreover to the above mentioned contacts dEc.Fe.Con with Turkish Government members
during the last year there has been several meetings several Ministers of Turkey such of Prof. Dr.
Ahmet Davutoglu (Foreign Affairs), Prof.Dr. Omer Dincer (Public Education) and Dr. Egemen Bagis
(EV).\

In corroboration of the above, the abrogation of the 1964 secret decree which prohibited all
real estate transactions had no retroactive effect and numerous realties have been unscrupulously
claimed by the Turkish government. In addition to this systematic policygand in order to legitimize it,
the Turkish Courts have decided that, for security reasons, Greek nationals cannot buy or inherit real
estate in coastal and border areas including Istanbul, invoking the principle of reciprocity, which in
this case is delibeately misused. There are also restrictions on receiving information from Registry
and Cadastre state offices related to Greek properties. The recent case at ECHR of the case Fokas vs
Turkey provides the solution to this serious issue.

Conclusions

It is clearly evident that the last 90 years history of the Greek Orthodaxinority of Turkish
Republic is full of severeviolations of human rights despite the clear clauses dfreaty of Lausanne
on the protection of minorities and in total conflict with the clauses expressediy the European
Convention of Human Rights of Rome (1950) and the United Nations Humans Rights Chanich
has Turkey endorsed from the beginning Although there have been positive developmentafter the
measures taken by the Turkish government in the last 9 yearsthere is a lack of remedy and
reparation of the past gross violations of human rightdowards victims. Many steps still need to be
taken so as to improve the minority rights in Turkey Moreover equally to the respect of minaity
human rights, what is needed are the remedyand reparation measures to be taken by the Tusy
towards the expatriate Greek Orthodox minority. This is of paramount importance for the deepening
of the democratization and strergthening of the Rule of Lawto the benefit of all citizens of Turkey
The new Constitution of Turkey being under preparation gives a unique opportunity for this
purpose.



ANNEX
SOMEPHOTOGRAPHS OF THE POGROM
6-7 SEPTEMBER 1955

About 100.000 were mobilized to attack theGreek Community sacred places,
schools, cemeteries, shops and houses through a well prepared plan.
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O1 ouAnBgvreg tdgot twv aoidiuwv natpiapxwv. Eva akoua deiyua Ktvwdiag kai Qavariouou.
The sacrilegiously desecrated tombs of the ever-memorable Patriarchs. Another sample of fanatism and bestiality.

O1 1a@ol Twv peydAwv EUEPYETWV UCTELA aNo TNV andvepwn eNgAacn Twv TuuBwpuxwy.
The graves of the great donors and benefactors after the concerted inhuman assault of the tomb violators.




To lepo Bripa Tou aytdouarog g ekkAnoiac Twv BAaxepvav pe 1o agioAoyo téunAo peydAng kaAAirexvikrc a&iag.

The sanctuary of the chapel of Vlachernai whose altar screen is of remarkable artistic value. Its material value is quite large.

H e&wtepikri 6wn Tou ayidouarog e ekkAnoiac twv BAaxepvav, onws mn petéBalav ot kavifadot kara m vuxra
¢ UEYAANC KATaoTpoQIiG.

The exterior of the chapel at Vlachernai as it was left by the cannibals.
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