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As Charles King mentioned in his book The Black Sea, the forced movement of people
as refugees from armed conflicts or settlers uprooted by governments and resettled in
new areas or environments did not present a new phenomenon around the Black Sea
in the twentieth century.' Before, during, and after World War I, a large number of
individuals or groups living around the Black Sea were declared enemies of states
and empires and fell victim to physical attacks or forced emigration. Moreover,
there were organized campaigns of ethnic cleansing, accompanying, for instance, the
fighting in the Caucasus, the Balkans, and Crimea during the war on the peninsula
from 1853-56 and in its aftermath. In 1923, as a result of the Paris Peace Conference,
the GreekTurkish War of 1919-23, and the Peace Treaty of Lausanne, ca. 14 million
Greeks had to abandon Turkey, whilst 400,000 “Turks” had to leave their homesteads
in Greece, to mention only the largest groups. This was an act aiming to create a homo-
genous Turkish nation by means of ethnic cleansing. This can be seen as a parallel to
the same efforts made by Greece and Bulgaria before World War 1. And Lausanne cor-
roborated this policy with the agreement of the international community.”

During World War I, the deportations and resettlements by the Soviet adminis-
tration took on a new character, not only with respect to the number of people affected,
but also in terms of policy and strategic objectives. However, we must not equate “de-
portation” with “genocide” as defined by the 1948 United Nations (UN) Convention as
“acts committed with intend to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial
or religious group.”* The same holds true with regard to the term “ethnic cleansing,”
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the intention of which is—according to Naimark’s definition—“to remove a people and
often all traces of them from a concrete territory [...] to get rid of the ‘alien’ nationality,
ethnic or religious group and to seize control of the territory they had formerly inhab-
ited.”® At the same time, we cannot ignore historical experience that evidences depor-
tations as a first phase of ensuing acts of genocide.

Under the rule of the Moscow grand princes and tsars, deportations and resettle-
ments of people had been administrative measures of Russian internal policy from
time immemorial. In Soviet times, when the “nationalities question” formed an essen-
tial issue of Bolshevik state building, resettlements of populations, the reorganization,
and even the renaming of territorial groups were used as a means to prepare, stabilize,
and secure the realm of Soviet rule. Although the Bolsheviks conceived their future
state as an internationally designed political entity, the implementation of their rule
demanded a consolidation in terms of securing territory and establishing power struc-
tures. To this end they had to overcome the centrifugal movements which during the
Civil War had almost flung the Bolshevik revolution to the abyss.

The so-called “Leninist” or “liberal” nationalities policy of the 1920s was a result of
these experiences. After some disputes, the Soviet leadership opted for a federalist
state structure. This concept envisaged ethno-territorial units and substantial rights
of autonomy. To some degree, the latter were also granted to diaspora communities liv-
ing outside of national entities.® They were allowed to have their own schools and cul-
tural institutions as well as their own Soviets in the republics of other nationalities. By
strengthening national cultures—the so-called policy of korenizatsiia (“rooting”)—na-
tionalist and separatist aspiration were to be neutralized and a process of rapproche-
ment of the peoples was to be promoted through the development of a supranational
class consciousness. However, korenizatsiia did not fulfill these expectations. For,
rather than a socialist melting pot, the Soviet Union became the experimental field
of new nations. This was the case especially in Central Asia and the Caucasus, where
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new nations were created and national Soviet Republics were established between the
Pamir, Kopet Dag, and the Black Sea. In order to create administrative units which met
Moscow’s political, economic, strategic, and ethnic-cultural aims in the region, districts
were reorganized and nationalities were divided, separated, or resettled.” There were
also aspects of safeguarding the North Caucasus, a theater of ongoing resistance to Rus-
sian and Soviet rule ever since the beginning of the Russian conquest. Revolts occurred
regularly not only in the mountains of Chechnya; guerrilla warfare was a permanent
phenomenon throughout the region.?

Moreover, in the 1930s the Stalin regime embarked on a policy of ethnic cleansing
in the border regions of the entire Soviet territory.’ The deportations during World
War II can be categorized in terms of this policy, although not all of the peoples and
ethnic groups it pertained to were affected in the same way:

1 Greeks

Greeks had settled on the shores of the Black Sea since the beginning of Greek coloni-
zation more than 2,500 years ago. They exerted a dominant influence throughout the
region, as we may learn from the names of the most important cities and regions,
such as Simferopol (Crimean Tatar: Aqmescit), Alushta, Evpatoriia (Crimean Tatar: Kez-
lev), Kherson, Bosporos (Kerch respectively Cimmerian Bosporus), or even Sevastopol
(Crimean Tatar: Aqyar). Stalin put an end to this history.

By 1939, the Soviet census showed 286,400 Greeks, ca. 20.000 of whom lived in Cri-
mea, while the majority formed part of the population in the Black Sea littoral of Geor-
gia and Southern Russia.'® In 1937 many Soviet Greeks were already leaving their na-
tional raion in Krasnodar Oblast for Greece when by dint of Ezhov’s terror Greek
cultural and political institutions were closed down and Greek publications forbid-
den." In 1939, Greeks were deported from the Kuban region to Vladivostok and the Ka-
zakh Soviet Socialist Republic (SSR). In 1941/42 they were followed by the majority of
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Greeks in Southern Russia, who were deported to Siberia and Central Asia (Jambyl
[Russian: Dzhambul], Qaraghandy [Russian: Karaganda], Almaty [Russian: Alma-Ata],
Kokchetav, Osh,'* and Fergana Oblasts)."® After the withdrawal of the German occupi-
ers in 1944, further groups of Greeks were banished from Crimea, including small
groups of Turks and Iranians. They were shipped to Uzbekistan and Siberia. Among
them were more than 4,200 people destined for special settlement."*

The ethnic cleansing of the peninsula and the adjacent regions continued until
1950, when the last group of Greeks (27000) together with other “foreign passport
holders” were exiled from Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, and the Russian and Ukrai-
nian Black Sea coast to be settled in the southern oblasts of Kazakhstan.'® After the de-
feat of the Greek People’s Army in Greece in 1949, in Moscow Greeks were regarded
with suspicion of treason. Moreover, the then leadership of Georgia, steered by Beria’s
intrigues behind the scenes, was imbued with an ardent nationalism and the idea of
creating an ethnically homogenous republic."”

All in all, by 1949 approximately 70,000 Greeks had been deported, most of them
being settled in Central Asia. Smaller groups lived dispersed across the territory of Si-
beria."® On January 1, 1953 the Soviet authorities counted 52,112 exiled Greeks. They
were released from special settlements in the course of the “Thaw” after Stalin’s
death. However, it was only in 1972 that the deported Greeks were granted freedom
of residence'® and were allowed to return to their traditional areas of settlement.
There, however, the Soviet government did not restore the Greek institutions they
had established before deportation. After the decay of the USSR in 1991 most Greeks
opted to emigrate.*
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2 Moldovans

In the aftermath of the Hitler-Stalin Pact in August 1939 and after the outbreak of
World War II, the Soviet Union annexed Bessarabia after an ultimatum that forced Ro-
mania to cede this province to Stalin in June 1940. In August 1940, the Supreme Soviet
in Moscow founded the Moldavian SSR, uniting Bessarabia with six districts of the then
disbanded Moldavian ASSR (Autonomous Socialist Soviet Republic)* situated on the
left bank of the Dniester. The rest of the territory remained with the Ukrainian SSR.
In order to safeguard the newly gained acquisition, in June 1941 some 4,342 people
were arrested and 13,885 banished from the Moldavian SSR.?? In addition, more than
10,000 Polish refuges and colonists from the Chernivtsi (Romanian: Cernauti, Russian:
Chernovtsy) and Izmail Oblasts of the Ukrainian SSR were deported to the ASSR Komi
and Siberia’s Omsk and Novosibirsk Oblasts, while smaller groups were transferred to
different settlements and plants in the regions Akmolinsk, Orsk, and Tashkent in Cen-
tral Asia.”® The deportation of Moldovans and Romanians was, so to speak, organized
in parallel to those accomplished in the annexed eastern territories of Poland in the
years 1939-41. Alleged “anti-Soviet elements” were removed (iziatie) in a radical
way. Probably in order to destroy social ties and to make acts of resistance more diffi-
cult, families were torn apart, the heads arrested by the police, and the remaining in-
criminated people were resettled as “active members of counterrevolutionary and par-
ticipants of anti-Soviet, nationalist, and White Guard organizations.” Furthermore,
former secret police officers, gendarmes, leaders of police forces, and prison guards,
but also ordinary policemen and warders were arrested if evidence could be found
against them. The same regulations applied to former Romanian, Polish, and White
Guard officers as well as refugees from the Soviet Union. The largest group consisted
of imprisoned “great landowners, owners of large factories, and high officials of the
former state apparatus.”** The composition of the deportees indicates that in the an-
nexed territories the traditional public, administrative, and social-economic structures
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were to be weakened or abolished and national elites, as agents of Romanian or Mol-
dovan culture and ethnic orientation, were to be eliminated.?®

3 Germans

After Russia’s conquest of the Crimean Khanate, groups of Romanians, Bulgarians, and
Greeks from the Ottoman Empire, Russians from Poland, Swedes from Dago (Russian/
Estonian: Hiiumaa) and—beginning in 1787—German immigrants were allowed to set-
tle as colonists on the entire territory that stretched from the Don in the east to the
Budjak (Romanian: Bugeac, Russian: Budzhak) steppe in Bessarabia. Crimea too was in-
cluded.”® In the late nineteenth century, these “Black Sea Germans” numbered some
270,000 persons.?” They were privileged, and on the whole enjoyed economic progress
and prosperity. Migrations within the Russian Empire, overseas emigration, the cata-
clysms of World War I, the Civil War, and Sovietization under Stalin reduced their fig-
ures. On the eve of the German—Soviet War in 1941, some 50,000 Germans lived in the
Crimean ASSR,*® forming 4.6 percent of the entire population.”® German national
raions existed in the Odesa, Mykolaiv (Russian: Nikolaev), and Zaporizhzhia (Russian:
Zaporozhe) Oblasts, and were home to more than 150,000 people.*

In September 1941, approximately 60,000 Germans were deported from Crimea to
Kazakhstan and to the Ural region.*" A year later, they were followed by smaller groups
of Germans and stateless persons removed from Krasnodar Krai and Rostov Oblast (en-
compassing Germans, Greeks, Italians, Romanians, and Crimean Tatars).** With the ar-
rival of the German troops, the remaining Black Sea Germans were brought under the
control of the Nazi authorities, who used this group for the aims of NS settlement pol-
icy or for the “Germanization” of other occupied areas.*® In 1944, the German retreat
forced the former Soviet subjects to follow the withdrawing Wehrmacht troops to Ger-
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many. After victory they were “repatriated” by the Soviet occupation force to the USSR,
mainly to Siberia, the Kazakh SSR, and the Komi ASSR, to join Germans who had been
deported to labor camps after being sentenced to “special settlement.”** They were re-
leased from these prison-like colonies in the course of the “Thaw” after Stalin’s death.
However, the deported Germans were refused the right of freedom of residence until
Gorbachev’s rule. He initiated their rehabilitation when he granted them the status of
politically repressed victims in the early 1990s.>®

4 Italians

Since the end of the eleventh century, Venetian and Genoese merchants lived in places
like Bosporos, Sudak, Caffa, and others. Even after the Ottoman invasion and ensuing
destruction in the fifteenth century, Italians could survive in the peninsula.36 At the
end of the nineteenth century, there remained some hundred persons in the Taurida
und Kherson Governorates.®’ In the context of World War II, Italians fell victim to de-
portations at various times, first in January 1942, when ca. 500 Italians were banished
from Kerch and resettled in Akmolinsk Oblast.*® Together with the Crimean Tatars, the
last remaining Italians also had to leave the peninsula in the autumn of 1944.*

5 Crimean Tatars

Turko-Tatar nomads had been living in the Crimean Peninsula since the Middle Ages.
They formed the largest group among the subjects of the Crimean Khanate, which
emerged as an Ottoman vassal state after the decline of the Tatar Golden Horde in
the late fifteenth century. In the Treaty of Kii¢iik Kaynarca 1774, the Ottoman sultan
renounced his suzerainty over the Khanate, which was incorporated into the Russian
Empire in 1783 and 1792. The colonization of the entire region was characterized by an
ongoing decrease in the Tatar population, whilst an influx of colonists from the inner
Russian governorates, the Balkans, and German lands changed the ethnic composition
of the conquered peninsula. This is one major reason why the Crimean ASSR, founded
in October 1921, was inhabited by more than 390,000 Russians (51.5 percent of the entire
population), Jews and Krymchaks (7 percent), Germans (5.9 percent), Greeks (3.5 per-
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36 Valerii E. Vozgrin, Istoricheskie sudby krymskikh tatar (Moscow: Mysl, 1992) 119-24.

37 Die Nationalititen des Russischen Reiches in der Volkszahlung von 1897. B: Ausgewdbhlte Daten zur
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cent), Bulgarians (1.7 percent), and Armenians (1.6 percent), while Poles, Karaims, Esto-
nians, and “Tsigany” (Roma) numbered less than 1 percent each, with the Crimean Ta-
tars forming the largest minority, constituting 259 percent of the population.*’

In May 1944, after the withdrawal of the German occupation force, the GKO (State
Committee of Defense) issued a resolution to remove all the Crimean Tatars from the
peninsula to settle them in Uzbekistan and distant districts of the RSFSR. Thus, some
191,044 people were evicted, 151,600 of whom were shipped to Uzbekistan while
40,000 Tatars were banned to different places in the RSFSR.*!

However, the exact number of Crimean Tatars deported has yet to be established.
Most analysts of the issue state numbers running from 190,000 to 210,000 persons. The
latter number includes 9,000 demobilized Crimean Tatars of the Soviet army, who had
to join their families in the special settlements assigned to them. In early 1940, the Cri-
mean Tatars in the peninsula had encompassed 218,179 persons, or 19.36 percent of the
total population.** These figures are in accordance with those stated by the Soviet au-
thorities as well as with those used by non-Soviet historians.*?

However, quite a number of Crimean Tatars deserted to the invading German
forces when the Soviet troops evacuated the peninsula. Moreover, the German occupa-
tion regime forcefully shipped thousands of Crimean Tatars into the Reich to work
there as “Ostarbeiter” in agricultural and industrial plants.** At the same time, in
1942 the German High Command recruited a Crimean Tatar Legion consisting of
20,000 soldiers to serve as reserve policemen.‘“‘ However, according to other calcula-
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tions, only 10,000, that is, 5 percent of the Crimean Tatar population, collaborated with
the German occupiers.*® And it stands to reason that many persons who had collabo-
rated with the occupation forces left Crimea 1944 in the course of the German retreat
from the peninsula. According to Soviet sources, 20,000 Crimean Tatars joined the with-
drawing German forces.*” Therefore the People’s Commissar of Internal Affairs, L. P.
Beria, reported to Stalin on May 10, 1944 on first measures taken against Crimean Ta-
tars and proposed the forced relocation of all Crimean Tatars because they had “defect-
ed from the Red Army and fought against the Soviet Union with a weapon in hand,”*®
as he put it. At the same time, some 6,000 Tatars fit for military service were called up
to the Red Army, whereas a special contingent of 5000 became forced workers in the
coal mining company Moskvougol.*®

6 Deportation and the Special Settlement Regime

Since research on and descriptions of the deportations were restricted in the Soviet
era, it was only after the USSR came to an end that studies based on archival research
were published. The Soviet authorities not only monopolized history but also attempted
to control memory. Therefore, in addition to other reasons, contemporary researchers
cannot draw on personal memories of the deportees, but on so-called “postmemories.”
These “are distinguished from memory by generational distance and from history by
personal connection,” as established by recent analysis.*

From June 18 through 20, 1944, the Crimean Tatars—the majority children, woman,
invalids, and the elderly—were rounded up by ca. 30,000 “fighters and officers of the
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NKVD [People’s Commissariat of Internal Affairs].”*" The deportees had to get ready for
transport within less than an hour, and hence most of them were unable to take food
and appropriate clothing for the shipment. They had to board wagons that had been
used as cattle trucks. These were dirty, unhygienic, overcrowded, with inadequate san-
itation. Dead hodies were handled like waste and disposed accordingly, i.e., thrown in
ditches during train stops.**

The transport was a harrowing experience for those affected. According to the
NKVD report, 191 people died, a figure which seems unbelievable given the circumstan-
ces of the transport and the observation of eyewitnesses. The literature reports 7890
deaths, which would have been equivalent to 4.1 percent of the deportees.®®

The Crimean Tatars, who were mainly deported to the Uzbek SSR, were given the
status of special settlers. This made them second-class Soviet citizens living under a pu-
nitive regime. They had to live in special settlement camps surrounded by barbed wire
and, moreover, they were obliged to do “socially useful work”>—meaning hard labor in
various branches of industry. Any violation of the regime imposed on the deportees
was severely punished. It was only after Stalin’s death that the special settlements
were abolished in 1956. Since the deportees were still needed as a labor force in the
exile areas, they, like the Germans and the Meskhetians, were prevented from return-
ing to their home regions. It was not until the late1980s and Gorbachev’s rehabilitation
policy that they finally were allowed to resettle their Crimean homelands. There, how-
ever, they were not welcomed with open arms. In the course of forty-five years, their
peninsula had become home to Slavic people who had moved there from various parts
of the Soviet Union.

In addition to the deportation of the Crimean Tatars, from May—June 1944 some
12,242 Bulgarians, 15,040 Greeks, 9,621 Armenians, 1,119 Germans, and 3,654 other “for-
eigners” were banished from Crimea.** The last group included 3,531 Greeks, 105 Turks,
and sixteen Iranians with expired passports.”® The majority of these deportees were
destined for settlement in various oblasts of the Kazakh SSR or Fergana Oblast in
the Uzbek SSR. Others were transferred to oblasts of the RSFSR or to the Bashkir
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ASSR, where they were employed as a labor force in the agricultural sector and in in-
dustrial enterprises.*

In 1949 a report of the second department of the Soviet Ministry of Home Affairs
listed more than 30,000 people representing fifty-eight nationalities who had been ban-
ished from Crimea and adjacent regions in the course of the resettlement of Germans.
Among them we find, besides the ethnic groups already mentioned: Russians, Ukraini-
ans, Poles, Balts, Jews, Austrians, Abazins, Hungarians, Czechs, Adygei, and many oth-
ers.”’

7 Meskhetians, Kurds, Khemshids, and Other
Nationalities

“In order to improve the conditions for the defense of the state border in the area of
the Georgian SSR”*® in November 1944, 91,095 Meskhetians,*® Kurds, and Khemshids®
—according to other sources some 90,000 to 116,000 people—were banished from the
Georgian-Turkish border and deported to the Kazakh, Uzbek, and Kyrgyz SSRs.*' How-
ever, among the 25 trains dispatched from Georgia were—for reasons that are unclear
—two railway cars transporting Roma,*” and beside them were shipped local Turk-
mens and the small group of Turkic Karapapaks.®® As the result of an organizational
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error, they were joined by minor contingents of Turks, Cherkess, Abkhaz, Avars, and
Lazi from Ajaria.** According to some sources, the deportees numbered 200,000. At
the beginning of the deportation, they had been told that they were being evacuated
temporarily in view of the approaching Wehrmacht.®® After the war, some of the de-
ported groups were allowed to return to their homesteads.

In the May and summer of 1949, the cleansing of the Black Sea coast was continued.
Greek citizens, stateless Greeks, small groups of Armenian Dashnaks,’® and former
Turkish and Greek passport holders were banished from the territories of the Trans-
caucasian SSRs as well as from the Ukrainian and Russian Black Sea coast. The exiled
group probably encompassed more than 45,000 people.®’

8 Reasons for the Deportations

There were many reasons for the deportations and the shifts in peoples. With regard to
Crimea, in early 1944, the Soviet leadership seemed to have considered a resettlement
of the Crimean Tatars and their replacement by Jewish people, in order to create a Jew-
ish Autonomous or a Jewish Soviet Republic in the peninsula. However, for practical
reasons, the idea swiftly lost its appeal.

In the case of the Crimean Tatars, alleged betrayal and collaboration with the Ger-
man occupying power played a role. It was a widespread phenomenon during the war
—and not least a question of survival in the face of ubiquitous violence and death
threats on the part of the invaders. The Russian Germans and the Crimean Tatars
can serve as examples here. Moreover, the German occupying forces, the Wehrmacht
and National Socialists organizations had committed acts of genocide, killing Jews,
Krymchaks,®® and Roma,*® crimes the Soviet leadership could use for accusations of
collaboration. In addition, alleged criminal activities such as smuggling on the Cauca-
sian borders or the formation of armed gangs’® were used to justify the deportation of
smaller nationalities and ethnic groups such as Meskhetians, Kurds, Karapapaks, and
related peoples. Accusations of kinship relations across borders with the Turks and al-
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leged intentions to emigrate were also made against these peoples as well as against
the Khemshids. With the forced relocation, the Soviet leadership allegedly sought to
eliminate recruiting fields of informants, spies, and potential collaborators for the
Turkish intelligence services.”

However, more crucial to the Soviet leadership were intentions to meet economic
targets and serve political-strategic interests via this policy. The mobilization of the So-
viet population for the armed struggle against the German aggressor deprived the most
important economic sectors of labor on an enormous scale. Moreover, in order to pre-
serve them from destruction by the enemy, numerous companies and production
plants had been evacuated to the east and to Central Asia via the Volga before the be-
ginning of the war. In addition, existing plants were expanded and new production fa-
cilities were constructed.

This eastward shift had already taken on enormous dimensions by 19437* and re-
quired corresponding labor power. Therefore, disposable, cheap labor,”® such as that
which deported Germans and Crimean Tatars would provide, was highly welcome in
the new industrial areas, in the agricultural sector, and in various other economic
zones.”*

However, in the course of the war and in view of international developments, new
considerations took precedence for the Soviet leadership. With regard to the Black Sea
and Crimea, these pertained to Soviet prospects of acquiring the status of a Great
Power state but also to issues of safeguarding border areas the possession of which
could be menaced by claims of adjacent countries. So, at the beginning of 1944, Stalin
and his accomplices seemed to have envisaged a resettlement of the Crimean Tatars
and their replacement by Jewish people, in order to create a Jewish Autonomous or
a Jewish Soviet Republic in the peninsula. However, for practical reasons, the idea
swiftly lost its appeal.”

To be sure, no less important were political-strategic interests with regard to Tur-
key and the Western powers, then competing with one another for dominance in the
Mediterranean region. Atatiirk’s successor, ismet inénii, had signed a treaty of friend-
ship with Germany in 1941, which was endorsed until the summer of 1944. At the same
time, contacts developed between Turkey, the United States, and Great Britain were re-
garded by Stalin with growing suspicion. It was fuelled by reports about the Turkish
government laying claim to Soviet territories stretching from Crimea to the Caucasus
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and Central Asia.”® Finally, in November 1945, Moscow terminated its treaty of neutral-
ity with Ankara of 1925, arguing the convention no longer complied with the profound
changes that had occurred during World War II. Soviet calls for the cession of areas in
the South Caucasus and for bases at the straits followed suit.”” They determined Sta-
lin’s policy towards Turkey in the years to come. Stalin aimed to control the Black
Sea coasts and the Turkish straits to achieve a revision of the Montreux Convention
that would enable him to establish the Soviet Union as a Mediterranean power. More-
over, between the wars, international relations within the Black Sea region were crit-
ical insofar as clarification of interstate border lines “lagged behind other parts of the
world.””® The Montreux Convention of 1936, the strategic competition of the Great Pow-
ers in the Middle East, the eastern Mediterranean, and the Balkans added to the re-
gion’s significance in the context of British and Soviet imperial rivalry for control
over the Turkish straits.”

9 Turks and Jews in Bulgaria

As mentioned above, before World War II Bulgarians had been settling widely spread
on a territory stretching from Crimea to the western littoral of the Black Sea. During
the war, most of these Bulgarians fell victim to ethnic cleansing. This policy was con-
tinued after the war.

However, resettlements as means of consolidating crucial peripheries or creating
ethnic homogeneous states were not restricted to the Soviet Union. Having eliminated
its political opponents and established Bulgaria as a communist republic similar to the
USSR, the country’s Communist leadership under Valko Chervenkov executed a policy
of societal and ethnic homogenization, the minorities being subject to systematic as-
similation, repressions, and threats of expulsion.*® As a loyal Stalinist and follower
of the Soviet model, he initiated purges of the party and a profound transformation
of state and society. This includes the nationalization of land and the collectivization
of agriculture.

The Turkish population, comprising ca. 625,500 people, formed the largest minority
in Communist Bulgaria. They lived mostly in closed communities and differed from the
majority population by religion, language, and cultural diversity.*" This may have been
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regarded as an obstacle to social integration and Communist rule. For these or other
reasons, on the basis of a Bulgarian-Turkish treaty of 1925, regulating the emigration
of Turks, 154,000—according to other sources up to 220,000—Turks were forced to em-
igrate to Turkey after agreements with Ankara in 1950 and 1951.22 Most of the expulsed
came from Southern Dobruja, which in 1940 was transferred by Romania to Bulgaria,
whose possession of this territory had been confirmed by the Paris Peace Treaty.*®

Mutatis mutandis, this also seems to have been the case regarding the Jewish citi-
zens of Bulgaria. They, too, fell victim to growing pressure from Communist rule. At the
same time, Zionism grew among the Jews who had survived the Holocaust and was ex-
ploited by the leadership in Sofia for its own ends. Hence the Jewish population of
about 45,000 people was induced to emigrate to Israel, with the Bulgarian government
supporting this exodus,* although it could be said that this suited the interests of both
parties.

There were many reasons for the deportations and the shifts in peoples in the Black
Sea region in the context and aftermath of World War II. As mentioned above, reset-
tlements were accomplished for internal reasons as well as in view of international
politics. The Soviet leadership under Stalin strived to secure newly annexed territories
by way of eliminating national elites but also by forced ethnical homogenization. This
also pertains to Bulgaria insofar as the seizure of power by the Communists was fol-
lowed by a policy of ethnic cleansing. The new regime had to create a fitting societal
environment in order to ease its installation.
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