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ABSTRACT

The Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878 is traditionally called as the “Liberation War” by the Bulgar-
ians. The conflict led to gaining freedom from the “Turkish Yoke™ and started creation process of
the modern Bulgarian state. The Turkish perspective on these events is significantly different. The
War of 1877-1878 is remembered through the lens of the tragic experience of refugees (muhajirs)
and the suffering of the Muslim civilians linked to the pogroms, emigration and exile. The paper
will focus on the depiction of the fate of civilians during the conflict in contemporary Bulgarian
and Turkish historiography, in which the topic is marked not only by the reliability of historical re-
search, but also by the presence of stereotypes (as is the whole history of the 19"-century Christian-
Muslim relations in Bulgaria).

Keywords: Russo-Turkish War of 1877—-1878, war victims, historiography, Bulgaria, Turkey, the
Balkans.

INTRODUCTION

The Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878 is traditionally called the “Liberation
War” by Bulgarians. The conflict led to freedom from the “Turkish yoke” and start-
ed the process of creation of the modern Bulgarian state. This way of presentation
of these events can be illustrated by works by such historians as Konstatin Kosev,
Stefan Doynov, Tsonko Genov, or Georgi Georgiev, as well as by Russian authors
(for example, Boris Nikolayevich Bilunov). The Turkish perspective (represented

! Research presented in this article was financed by the grant of the Polish National Science
Center: The Balkan Migration Processes in the 19th Century. Cases of Bulgaria and Serbia (2017/25/N/
HS3/00576).

< Address for correspondence: popek.kj@gmail.com
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by Omer Turan, Bilal Simsir,2 and Kemal Karpat, but also by the Western authors as
Justin McCarthy and William Holt) on these events is markedly different. The War
of 1877-1878 was remembered through the lens of the tragic experience of refugees
(muhajirs®) and the suffering of the Muslim civilians linked to the pogroms, emigra-
tion, and exile.* The Bulgarian and Turkish narratives about these events are codified
not only by reliable historical researches (however, they are often quite selective:
Bulgarian perspective is reconstructed based on the local and Russian sources, Turk-
ish — with the Ottoman and Western materials) but also by stereotypes, as is the whole
19%-century history of Christian-Muslim relations in Bulgaria. Historiographical vi-
sions of the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878 usually focused on the political and
military aspects of the conflict, which is most visible in Bulgarian and Russian histo-
riography.® The problem of the fate of civilians during these events is less precisely
described — that is why the paper focuses on this issue.

Why is the War so important? The conflict of 1877—1878 had a crucial impact on
the population composition of the Bulgarian lands. The ethnic and religious map of
Bulgaria, based on the balance of Christians and Muslims, was changed to the ratio
of 3:1 in favour of the Bulgarians.® The exodus of Muslims was the largest in the ter-
ritories where the warfare was the most intense, e.g. in Western and Central Bulgaria.
In the North-Eastern parts, which Russians did not occupy during the War, the largest

2 The most important contribution of the author to the knowledge about the topic is the collection
of documents: Rumeli’'den Tiirk Gogleri. Belgeler, cilt 1: Doksaniic Muhacereti. 1877-1878,
ed. B.N. Simsir, Ankara 1968. However, the most important conclusions about the War of 1877-1878
were also presented by Bilal Simsir and other Turkish historians in the books and articles published in
English.

> Muhajir — a Muslim refugee or migrant; the word comes from the Turkish “muhagir,” which means
the follower of Mohammed, who joined the Prophet in Mecca and went with him to Medina.

4 The best example of this perspective is the book: W. Holt, The Balkan Reconquista and Turkey's
Forgotten Refugee Crisis, Salt Lake City 2019.

> See: K. Koces, C. JloiinoB, Om [Llunka u ITieéen 0o Can Cmegano u bepiun, Copus 2007,
C. loiinoB, bwreapckama obwecmseenocm u Pycko-mypckama oceobooumenna eovina (1877-1878),
Codus, 1978; L. I'enos, Ocsobooumennama eouna 1877—-1878, Codus 1978; I. T'eoprues,
Oceobooumennama eotina 1877—1878: enyuknioneduuen cnpasounux, Cobdust 1986; Leksykon tradycji
bulgarskiej,ed. G.Szwat-Gytybowa, Warszawa 2011, pp. 340-345; Poccusi u boneapus: K 125-nemuro
pyccko-mypeyxotl sotinbl 1875—1878 e2., Mocksa 2006; b.H. bunyunos, boreapusi u Poccus, Mocksa
1996, pp. 148-160; B.H. Bunorpanos, “Ilocnennss pyccko-Typerkas Boitna 1877—1878 romos” [in:]
Hcmopus Bankan: Cyovbonocnoe osaoyamuiemue (1856—1878 22.), pen. B.H. Bunorpamos, Mocksa
2012, pp. 299-327; idem, “boeBoe conpyxecTBo HapooB Poccuu n bankan Bo BpeMst pyCcCKO-TYpeLKoi
BoiftHbI 1877-1878 r1.” [in:] Lfenmpanvuasn u FO20-Bocmounaa Espona ¢ Hoeoe epems, Mocksa 1974,
pp. 205-213; The Polish literature about the War of 1877-1878 is comparatively small and usually
reproduces the Bulgarian and Russian visions about these events. See A. Giza, Stowianofile rosyjscy
wobec kryzysu batkanskiego w latach: 1875—1878, Wroctaw 1982; B. Brodecki, Szypka i Plewna 1877,
Warszawa 1986.

¢ FO 195/1077/332, Reade to Elliot, Constantinople 5.12.1876; B. Simsir, The Turks of Bulgaria
(1878-1985), London 1988, p. 5; A. Eminov, “Islam and Muslims in Bulgaria: A Brief History,”
Islamic Studies 1998, vol. 36, no. 2-3, p. 213; A.M. Mirkova, “‘Population Politics’ at the End of
Empire: Migration and Sovereignty in Ottoman Eastern Rumelia, 1877-1886,” Comparative Studies in
Society and History 2013, vol. 55(4), p. 966; O. Kose, “The Policies of the Bulgarian State towards the
Minorities (1878-1914),” Sosyal Bilimler Arastirmalar: Dergisi 2012, vol. 3(6), p. 217.
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Islamic community has remained until today. For example, the Tsarist Army did not
enter Shumen and Varna. The Rhodope Mountains, which became the asylum for
escaping muhajirs, were a similar case.” The importance of the war for Bulgarians
is obvious in many different aspects. According to the Bulgarian historian Dimit"r
Sazdov, the War resulted not only in the creation of the Bulgarian modern state, but
was also a “bourgeois-democratic and agrarian revolution” linked to the liquidation
of feudalism in that area.® The Bulgarian geographer Anastas Ishirkov said that the
Liberation War had been linked with the end of the Bulgarian attachment to fam-
ily lands and fathers’ graves — it had started their dynamic migrations on an unpre-
cedented scale.” The events of 1877—1878 were significant not only for the Bulgarian
lands, but for the Ottoman Empire as well. It started crucial socio-political changes
for the “sick man of Europe.” Movements of people on an unprecedented scale and
the transfer of goods led to the collapse of the traditional Ottoman system of power
and social order. In a longer perspective, the circumstances created the basis for the
development of new ideas among the society “uprooted” by the mass migrations and
the experience of refuge. Pan-Islamism, nationalism, secularism, populism, and so-
cialism contributed to the collapse of the monarchy and the birth of the national Turk-
ish state at the beginning of the 20™ century. Of course, before and after 1878, there
were a series of crucial events for the Ottoman Muslims, but, due to Kemal Karpat,
the Russo-Turkish War of 1877—1878 was an important stage of that process.!® The
percent of Muslims in the Ottoman Empire increased by 75-80% after the conflict,
which was linked to the territorial changes such as the loss of the lands dominated by
Christians and Muslims’ migrations. Later, the muhajirs created the foundations of
the Turkish society and state.!!

7 A. Eminov, Turkish and Other Muslim Minorities in Bulgaria, London 1997, p. 78; idem,
“Islam and Muslims,” p. 213; Creo Can Cmeghano u bepnun 1878 e. Hszcreosarne, dokymermiu
u mamepuanu 3a 0ce060dicoenuemo na Cesepousmouna bvacapus om ocmancka énacm, cver. B. Tones,
Codust 1999, pp. 33, 42-43; JIx. Makkapru, Cuvopm u uzenanue: Emnuueckomo npouucmeane Ha
ocmanckume mrocionmanu (1821-1922), npes. K. Tlanaitorosa, Codus 2010, p. 84; O. Turan, The
Turkish Minority in Bulgaria (1878—1908), Ankara 1998, p. 106; M. Methodieva, Pan-Islam, the
Porte and Education: Ottoman Support for Muslim Schools in the Bulgarian Principality, 1878—1908,
Ankara 2001, p. 22; Cmpanuyu om o6wreapckama ucmopusi. Ouepk 3a ucasmusupanume Ovieapu
U HAYUOHANIHO8B3PoOUmenHus npoyec, pen. X. Xpuctos, Codus 1989, p. 50; H. Unuesa, Typckama
emuuuecka epyna 6 bvneapus (1878-2001), Codus 2010, pp. 34-35.

8 1. Cazpnos, M. Jlankos, T. Mutes, P. Muuies, B. Mures, Hcmopus na Tpemama 6vieapcka
ovpacasa, Copust 1992, p. 23.

? A. Mmupxos, “I'pax Bapua,” ITepuoouuecko cnucanue 1905, k. 65, p. 223.

0" K. Karpat, Studies on Ottoman Social and Political History, Leiden—Boston—Koln 2002,
pp. 354-355.

" Ibidem, pp. 377-378.
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WAR VICTIMS AND REFUGEES

The number of civilian victims during the War of 1877-1878 was enormous in
the context of the earlier conflicts in the Balkan Peninsula. First of all, the Muslim
community suffered death and exile to the greatest extent. Due to the chaos during
these events, later returns, and a lack of reliable statistical sources, the estimation
of the number of Muslim victims and refuges is not an easy task. There is a big dif-
ference between the calculations proposed by various researchers. Berna Pekesen,
Bilal Simsir, Osman Kose, Salahi Ramadan Sonyel, and Mirostaw Dymarski hold
the view that 200,000—500,000 Muslims died and 1,000,000 were forced to migrate
during the conflict.'? Justin McCarthy and Nurcan Ozgiir-Baklacioglu estimate that
about 500,000 Muslims took refuge in 1877-1878 and about half of them died as
a result of war operations, hunger, diseases, and cold."* Kemal Karpat writes about
750,000—1,000,000 muhajirs and 200,000-300,000 victims of the pogroms.'* Hii-
seyin Memisoglu expresses the conviction that 350,000 Muslims died and 600,000
were forced to escape.'S According to Omer Turan, 800,000 Muslim civilians from
the Bulgarian lands were murdered or permanently left their homes.'® Bulgarian his-
torians and researchers, who are closer to the Bulgarian perspective, use other num-
bers. Roumen Daskalov wrote about 100,000 Turks, who were forced to emigrate or
were killed during the War.!” Konstantin JireCek estimated probably the lowest num-
ber — according to the Czech historian, between 1877 and 1890, a total of 100,000
Muslims left the Bulgarian lands.'® In 1916, Kiril Popov held the view that 135,000
mubhajirs left Bulgaria during the Liberation War."”” Richard Crampton, Alexandre
Toumarkine, and Bernard Lory are inclined to believe that 130,000-150,000 Mus-

2 S.R. Sonyel, Minorities and the Destruction of the Ottoman Empire, Ankara 1993, p. 233;
B. Simgsir, The Turks of Bulgaria, pp. XIl, 5, 17; M. Dymarski, Konflikty na Batkanach w okresie
ksztaltowania sie panstw narodowych w XIX i na poczqtku XX wieku, Wroctaw 2010, p. 129; O. Kdse,
“The Policies of the Bulgarian State,” p. 218; B. Pekesen, “Expulsion and Emigration of the Muslims
from the Balkans,” European History Online 7.03.2012, http://www.ieg-ego.eu/pekesenb-2011-en
[accessed: October 18, 2015].

13 Jlx. Makkaptu, Cuvpm u usenanue, pp. 126-129;N. O zgiir-Baklacioglu, “Dual Citizenship,
Extraterritorial Elections and National Policies: Turkish Dual Citizens in the Bulgarian-Turkish Political
Sphere,” Slavic Eurasian Studies 2006, no. 9: Beyond Sovereignty: From Status Law to Transnational
Citizenship?, p. 321.

4 K. Karpat, Ottoman Population 1830-1914. Demographic and Social Characteristic, London
1985, p. 75; idem, “Introduction: Bulgarian Way of Nation Building and the Turkish Minority” [in:] The
Turks of Bulgaria: The History, Culture and Political Fate of a Minority, ed. K. Karpat, Istanbul 1990,
p- 12; idem, Studies on Ottoman, pp. 369-370.

5 H.Memisoglu, The Education of the Turks in Bulgaria, Ankara 1992, pp. 7-8.

16 0. Turan, The Turkish Minority, p. 145.

7 P. NackanoB, Bwvreapckomo obwecmeo 1878—1939, 1. 2: Hacenenue, obuecmeo, Kyimypa,
Codus 2005, p. 36.

18 K. Upeuek, Kusocecmso bvacapus. Hecoea nosvpxnuna, npupoda, nacenenue, OyxogHa Kyimypd,
ynpasnenue u nogetiwia ucmopust, 4. I: Bvieapcka ovpoicasa, Ilnosaus 1899, p. 61.

Y Per: H. Unuesa, Typckama emnuuecka epyna 6 Bvieapus, p. 26.
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lims from the Bulgarian lands took refuge at that time, and 75,000—80,000 came back
to their homes after the War.?’

What is also worth mentioning is the estimated data about the Muslim refugees
and victims in the entire Balkans. Wolfgang Hopken, Raymond Detrez, and Mila
Maeva assumed that 1,500,000 Muslims took refuge in 1877—1878 on the scale of the
whole region.”! According to Marija Pandevska, that number was between 600,000
and 1,000,000.?2 Youssef Courbage pointed out that the total number of the Muslims
refugees of the wars of 1877-1878 and 1912-1913 was 1,500,000.% According to
the Ottoman authorities, on 27" of November 1878, exactly 729,127 emigrants were
waiting for a transfer to Anatolia in different parts of the Balkans or had already left,
which could also illustrate the scale of the Muslim exile during the War.>*

Generally, the number of Muslim war refugees and victims in Bulgarian lands is
estimated between 100,000 and 1,500,000. The most reliable method of calculating
the scale of this phenomenon is to compare of the official data about the population
of Bulgarian lands before and after the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878. However,
there is a problem with that — the Danube Vilayet and the Plovdiv and Sliven Sand-
jaks overlapped with the later Principality of Bulgaria and Eastern Rumelia only to
a certain extent. In the case of the North-Bulgarian lands (e.g. the Danube Vilay-
et and later Principality of Bulgaria), there was a need to separate the population
from Dobruja and the region of Nish, and to attach a band of land in the south, up
to the Balkan mountains.”®> A more important problem is linked to the inaccuracy

2 R.Crampton, Bulgaria, Oxford 2007, p. 426; b. Jlopu, Cvobama na 0cmManckomo Hacieocmeso.
Bvaeapckama epadcka kynmypa 1878—1900, npes. J1. Anaxuesa, Codust 2002, p. 46; A. Toumarkine,
Les migrations des populations musulmanes balkaniques en Anatolie (1876—1913), Istanbul 1995, p. 33.

2l R. Detrez, Historical Dictionary of Bulgaria, Lanham-Toronto-Oxford 2006, p. 167;
M.M. MaeBa, bvreapckume mypyu-npecenenuyu 6 Penyonuka Typyus (Kyimypa u uoenmuunocm),
Codust 2006, p. 19; W. Hopken, “Der Exodus: Muslimische Emigration aus Bulgarien im 19. und 20.
Jahrundert” [in:] Osmanen und Islam in Siidosteuropa, eds. R. Lauer, H.G. Majer, Berlin—Boston 2014,
p- 314; A. Kalionski, Communities, Identities and Migrations in Southeast Europe, Sofia 2014, p. 37.

2 M. Mlaunescka, [pucurnu muepayuu 6o Makedonuja 6o 2oounume na lonemama ucmouna
kpusa (1875—-1881), Cxomje 1993, p. 91; M. Pandevska, “Migration of the Muhajirs in Macedonia
during the Great Eastern Crisis (1875-1881),” Balcanica Posnaniensia. Acta et studia 2001, vol. 21/22,
p. 106.

2Y. Courbage, “Demographic Transition among Muslims in Eastern Europe,” Population: An
English Selection 1992, vol. 4, p. 163.

2 B. Sen, “Empires from the Margin: Bosnian Muslim Migrants between Ottoman Empire and the
Austro-Hungarian Empire — Petitions of the Returnees,” Balkanistic Forum 2015, no. 3: Emigrants and
Minorities: The Silenced Memory of the Russo-Ottoman War 1877-1878, p. 15.

% The Human Rights of Muslims in Bulgaria in Law and Politics since 1878, Sofia 2003, p. 13;
A.Eminov, “The Status of Islam and Muslims in Bulgaria,” Journal Institute of Muslim Minority Affairs
1987, vol. 8(2), p. 284. For example, due to the calculations of Justin McCarthy, in 1877, 1,502,000 people
lived in the later Principality of Bulgaria and Eastern Rumelia. During the War, 17% Muslims (262,000)
died, and another 34% (515,000) emigrated and never came back home. [J. McCarthy, “Muslims in
Ottoman Europe: Population from 1880 to 1912,” Nationalities Papers 2000, vol. 28, no. 1, p. 34]. Omer
Turan estimated that in the 1870s, 1,600,000 Muslims lived in the Bulgarian lands. According to the
Turkish historian, that number decreased by half during the War, which means that 800,000 Muslims
died or took refuge in 1877—1878. [O. Turan, K.T. Evered, “Jadidism in South-Eastern Europe: The
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of the statistics. For example, according to British reports, in 1869, 3,500,000 peo-
ple lived in the Danube Vilayet: 1,725,000 Bulgarians, 1,200,000 Turks (“Asiatic
and Slavic”), 240,000 Tatars, 100,000 Albanians, 100,000 Circassians and Abkhaz-
ians, 45,000 Serbs, 30,000 Romanians, 20,000 Roma, 18,000 Greeks, 10,000 Rus-
sians, 8,000 Jews, and 4,000 Armenians.?® However, after a confrontation with other
sources, these data seem to be significantly overestimated. According to the Ottoman
census, in 1864, in the Danube Vilayet (as it was said, more or less the territory of
the Principality of Bulgaria) 1,994,827 people lived, among whom 1,175,601 were
non-Muslims (mainly Bulgarians) and 819,226 Muslims.?” In 1881, 2,007,919 people
lived in the Principality: 1,145,507 Bulgarians, 527,284 Muslims, 11,444 Greeks,
and 123,684 others.”® Before the War, in the Plovdiv and Sliven Sandjaks (e.g. later
Eastern Rumelia), 210,000 Muslims lived, after 1878 — 120,000.?° According to these
data, the decrease of the Muslim population in the Bulgarian lands amounted to about
380,000, i.e. 35%. Of course, this kind of the calculations are approximate, and it is
impossible to count the precise number of Muslim refugees and victims during the
conflict.

The fate of Muslims during the Bulgarian Liberation War was concealed by histo-
riography for a long time. Mark Mazower raises this problem, quoting the words of
the British traveller Edith Durham:

When a Moslem kills a Moslem, it does not count. When a Christian kills a Moslem, it is
a righteous act; when a Christian kills a Christian it is an error of judgment better not talked
about; it is only when a Moslem kills a Christian that we arrive at a full-blown atrocity.*

In Western and Balkan historiography the question of pogroms and Muslim ex-
ile during the War was undoubtedly overshadowed by the narrative about the brutal
suppression of the April Uprising and the massacres of Bulgarians in 1876-1878.%!

Influence of Ismail Bey Gaspirali among Bulgarian Turks,” Middle Eastern Studies 2005, vol. 41, no. 4,
p- 483]. According to Valeri Stoyanov, there were 1,000,000—1,500,000 muhajirs and war victims. He
based his estimate on the data that 2,582,385 Bulgarians and 3,913,354 non-Bulgarians (among others
2,000,000 “Turks”) lived in the Bulgarian lands in 1868; after the Liberation that number decreased
to 466,000 Turks, 6,000 Tatars, 20,000 Pomaks, and 98,000 Muslim Roma. [B. CtosuoB, Typckomo
Hacenerue 6 bvneapus mexcoy nomocume Ha emuuueckama noaumuxa, Codust 1997, pp. 60-61].

% Vide: FO, 881/2956/3—4, General Report by Sir R. Dalyell on the Vilayet of the Danube, London
1.03.1869; S.D. Gruber, Selected Muslim Historic Monuments and Sites in Bulgaria, Washington 2010,
p- 4.

Y M. Tadposa, Tansumamvm, euraemckama pepopma u Ovicapume. Aomunucmpayuama na
Jlynaesckus eunaem (1864—1876), Codust 2010, p. 84.

% K. Karpat, “Introduction,” p. 12.

» FO, 881/3574/3, 5, Statistical Information as to the Populations of European Turkey, printed
for the use of the Foreign Office, June 1878; K. Karpat, Studies on Ottoman, p. 370; H. Togopos,
bankanckuam epao XV-XIX sex. Coyuanno-uxonomuyecko u demozpaghcko passumue, Codust 1972,
p. 307.

3 Per: M. Mazower, The Balkans: From the End of Byzantium to the Present Day, Phoenix 2002,
p. 12.

31 K. Karpat, Studies on Ottoman, p. 370; S. Bandzovi¢, “Demografska deosmanizacija Balkana
i odluke Berlinskog kongresa 1878. Godine,” A/manah 2008, no. 41-42, p. 160; M. Hacisalinoglu,
“The Ottoman Administration of Bulgaria and Macedonia During the 19th-20th Centuries in Recent
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For example, in the Polish book about the War, Bogustaw Brodecki writes that “the
last atrocity against the Bulgarians during the 500 years of yoke” took place during
the conflict; at the same time he briefly mentions the Muslim victims and refugees.*
Justin McCarthy believes that it is a much wider problem: “The history of the Bal-
kans, Caucasus, and Anatolia was written down without reference and paying atten-
tion to one of the most important players — the Muslim population.”** However, that
tendency has changed deeply during the last two decades and nowadays it would be
hard to claim that the topic of the Muslim victims during the Russo-Turkish War of
18771878 is concealed.

The relations of the British vice-consul of Burgas, Charles Brophy, well known
for his pro-Turkish and anti-Bulgarian views,* about the acts of violence on the other
population of Bulgarian lands show that Muslims were not the only victims of the
War, as it is often represented by the Western and Turkish historiography nowadays.?
Jews were murdered and maltreated by Russians and Bulgarians,* Bulgarian civil-
ians died at the hand of Turks and Circassians. In spite of other accounts of British
diplomats, Brophy saw the tragedy of the whole civilian population of the Bulgarian
lands, regardless of religion: “. . . this war, instead of being a war between two na-
tions, will degenerate into massacres of men, women, and children of both religions
and Roumelia will be depopulated and made a dessert.”*” Bulgarians retaliated for the
suppression of the April Uprising in 1876, and Muslims for the Bulgarian chetniks’
activity in the 1860s—1870s and for the War pogroms organised by Cossacks. It was
a spiral of violence. The Polish historian Mirostaw Dymarski wrote: “Once again,
the vicious circle of violence reaped a tragic harvest. The murders on the innocent

Turkish Historiography: Contributions, Deficiencies and Perspectives,” Turkish Review of Balkan Studies
2006, vol. 11, pp. 85-86.

32 B. Brodecki, Szypka i Plewna 1877, pp. 73, 81-82.

3 JIx. Makkaprtu, Cuopm u uzenanue, pp. 13-14.

3 Vide: Z. Klejn, “Polacy na czele powstania w Rodopach,” Wojskowy Przeglqd Historyczny 1996,
no. 3, p. 142; That is why there are historians who do not recognize Brophy as a radical Turcophile. See:
Jbx. Maxkkaptu, Cuvpm u uzenanue, p. 85.

3 FO, 195/1144/19-20, Brophy to Layard, Bourgas 4.06.1877; FO, 195/1144/37, Telegram
from vice-consule Brophy to British Embassy (translation from Turkish), Slimnia 21.06.1877; FO,
195/1144/38, Telegram from vice-consule Brophy to British Embassy (translation from Turkish), Slimnia
22.06.1877; FO, 195/1144/67, Telegram from vice-consule Brophy to British Embassy (translation from
Turkish), Therapia 2.09.1877.

3 During the pogroms in Kazanl”k and Nova Zagora, Jews and Muslims were killed by Christians.
“Mr. Layard to Earl of Derby, Therapia 22.08.1877” [in:] Ethnic Minorities in the Balkan States 1860—
1971, vol. 1: 1860-1885, ed. B. Destani, Cambridge 2003, pp. 293-294; M. Dymarski, Konflikty
na Batkanach, p. 127; More about the pogroms on Jews during the conflict: B. Rusin, “Anti-Jewish
excesses on Bulgarian territories of Ottoman Empire during Russo-Turkish war of 1877-1878,” Studia
z Dziejéw Rosji i Europy Srodkowo-Wschodniej 2016, vol. 51, no. 2, pp. 5-21.

37 FO, 195/1144/45, Telegram from vice-consule Brophy to British Embassy (translation from
Turkish), Slimnia 8.08.1877; See also: FO, 195/1144/47-60, Brophy to Layard, Bourgas 19.08.1877;
FO, 195/1144/74, Brophy to Layard, Bourgas 12.09.1877.
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people would never have any excuse, and seeking the original reasons of the situation
in Bulgaria is a futile task.”®

Thus, there were also Bulgarian victims and refugees of the War. In the summer
of 1877, about 100,000 Bulgarians were fleeing from the Ottoman army, mostly from
the regions of Stara Zagora, Nova Zagora, and Kazanl"k.* Foreign correspondents
wrote about 2,000 Christian refugees in Kavarna in July 1877,* and 3,000 in Sliven in
August.*! Bulgarians were also concentrated in Balchik.** The scale of the migrations
of the Bulgarian population at that time can be illustrated with other data. According
to Maria Todorova, during the “Great Eastern Crisis” (1875-1878), 1,000,000 Chris-
tians migrated within the Balkan Peninsula.*®

Also, as in the case of Muslims, the total number of Christian victims of the
War of 1877-1878 raises many doubts. The Turkish historian Kemal Karpat assumes
that about 2,100 Bulgarian civilians died during the conflict.* According to Roumen
Daskalov, 150,000 Christians died at that time;* according to Aleksiey Kalionski —
75,000.% These estimates are vastly different, but there is no doubt that the number
of Bulgarian war victims is significantly lower than Muslim ones. Despite this, as in
the case of the Turkish interpretation of the conflict, Bulgarians often present only the
Christian victims of the Liberation War, which can be illustrated by the words of the
Bulgarian politician Ivan Evstratiev Geshov: “Once again an escalation of Muslim
fanaticism took place. Southern Bulgaria was left at the mercy of the Turks; once
again it became a toy in the hands of the wildest desires.”’

¥ M. Dymarski, Konflikty na Batkanach, p. 128; The Romanian soldier Stefan Georgescu, who
took part in the War of 1877-1878, believed that the people from the Caucasus (Russian Cossacks
and Ottomans Circassians) were responsible for all the crimes committed during the conflict. 1.
Jxopaxecky, “CriomeHn oT BpemeTo Ha Boiinara 3a He3aBucumoct 1877-1878 . [in:] PymwHcku
nemenucu om XIX eex 3a dvacapckume semu, cbeT. M. Mnaneunosa, H. Xeues, Copust 1982, p. 152.

¥ K. Upeuek, Kusocecmso bvaeapus, 4. 1, p. 160; P. lackanos, Bvreapckomo obujecmeo 1878—
1939, 1.2, pp. 170-171; 2K. Hazppcka, “ManuHCTBEHO-pEIMTHO3HATA ITOJUTHKA B M3TouHa Pymenns
(1879-1885)” [in:] Mwocroimanckume obwrnocmu na baikanume u ¢ Bvieapus, pen. A. Kensizkosa,
Codust 1997, pp. 119-120.

4 “Commandor Durmont to Mr. Layard, Varna 25.07.1877” [in:] Ethnic Minorities, vol. 1, pp. 281—
282.

4 FO 195/1144/47-60, Brophy to Layard, Bourgas 19.08.1877.

# “Commandor Durmont to Mr. Layard, Varna 25.07.1877” [in:] Ethnic Minorities, vol. 1, pp. 281—
282.

“ M. TopopoBa, “OcMaHCKOTO HaclencTBO Ha Bankanure,” Jlubeparen npeaned 2013, u. 1,
pp- 1566-1567; See also: K. Popek, “The Bulgarian Migrations and the End of Ottoman Rule in Bulgaria
(1878-1900),” Historijski Zbornik 2018, br. 1, god. LXXI, pp. 45-59.

4 K. Karpat, Studies on Ottoman, p. 370.

% P. NackanoB, bvreapckomo obuecmeo 1878—1939, 1.2, p. 27.

* A.Kalionski, Communities, Identities and Migrations, p. 41.

 N.E. Tewos, Cnomenu u3 200unu na 6opéu u noteou, pex. . Bypunkosa, L. bunspcku,
Codust 2008, p. 45.
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CONTRADICTORY VISIONS OF THE WAR

During the War, British diplomats made the accusation that the main goals of the
Russians were the massive exile and extermination of the Muslim population in
the Bulgarian lands, which would be the starting point for the transformation of the
Eastern Balkans according to a new ethnic key — the domination of Orthodox Slavs.*
The interpretation is reflected in Western and Turkish historiography. According to
these relations, the Russians and the Bulgarians would intentionally aim to cleanse
all the Muslims from Bulgaria and to present it to the Sublime Porte and the Great
Powers as a fait accompli. The Russian army would organise the special troops of
Cossacks, whose main task would be to terrorise the Muslim civilians, to murder
them, or to force them into exile. It was said that the long-term bombarding of cities
was linked to a similar intention. The Russians would offer the Bulgarians land in ex-
change for killing their Muslims neighbors. The next step of the Romanov Empire’s
plan was the Russification of the Bulgarian lands.*

In Turkish and Western historiography, we can find a comparison between the
Russo-Turkish War (1877—1878) and the Russian conquest of the Caucasus in the
1830s—1850s. According to that vision, Russians intentionally carried out activities
leading to the “de-Islamisation” of the Balkans and the Caucasus with forced reset-
tlement and expropriation. The cleansing of Muslims would strengthen the position
of the Romanov Empire in both of these strategic regions. The War of 1877-1878 is
presented as the continuation of that policy.>

There is no doubt that Muslim civilians were victims of many acts of violence
committed by the Russian soldiers, Bulgarian voluntary troops (op"Ichenie), and
Christian neighbours. However, the opinions that these actions were a purposeful
and organised project of the cleansing of Muslims, presented by the British public
opinion and Turkish historians, are doubtful. There was an anti-Russian atmosphere
in Great Britain in that time. The Turkish historian Salahi Ramadan Sonyel pointed

% FO 913/4/190, [Reade] to Layard, Varna 30.07.1878; “Mr. Layard to Earl of Derby, Therapia
1.08.1877” [in:] Ethnic Minorities, vol. 1, p. 291; “K. Llykuh J. Puctuhy u3 beua, 17.02/1.03.1878”
[in:] Cpowja 1878. Joxymenmu, mnpup. M. bojBoauh, A.P. KuBojuunosuh, A. Murposuh,
P. Camapuuh, beorpax 1978, pp. 98—-100.

¥ Tlx. Makkaptu, Cuvpm u usenanue, pp. 83-84, 87-88; O. Turan, The Turkish Minority,
pp- 125, 135,137, D. Rodogno, Against Massacre: Humanitarian Interventions in the Ottoman Empire,
1815-1914, Princeton 2012, p. 167; K. Karpat, Studies on Ottoman, pp. 353, 368; M. Dymarski,
Konflikty na Batkanach, pp. 126, 128; U. SlnvmoB, Ucmopus na mypckama obwnocm 6 bvicapus,
Cous 2002, p. 68; P. Ure, “Immediate Effects of the 18771878 Russo-Ottoman War on the Muslims
of Bulgaria,” History Studies 2012, vol. 13, pp. 158-159; T. Sahara, “Forced Ethnic Migrations and
Modernity in the Balkans” [in:] Forced Ethnic Migrations in the Balkans: Consequences and Rebuilding
of Societies, eds. K. Popova, M. Hajdinjak, Sofia—Tokio 2006, p. 27; T. Cetin, “The Socio-Economic
Outcomes of the Last Turkish Migration (1989) from Bulgaria to Turkey,” Turkish Studies 2008, vol. 3/4,
p- 603; O. Kose, “The Policies of the Bulgarian State,” p. 217; O. Turan, “Turkish Migrations from
Bulgaria” [in:] Forced Ethnic Migrations, p. 80.

0 T. Sahara, Forced Ethnic Migrations, p. 28; About the Russian policy in the Caucasus in the 19"
century: W. Richmond, The Circassian Genocide, New Brunswick—New Jersey—London 2013.
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out that the eruption of negative emotions towards Russians in England at that time
was comparable only to the anti-Turkish moods during the April Uprising in Bulgaria
in 1876.%! These accusations were part of the British propaganda linked to the impe-
rial rivalry over influences in the region. Additionally, in the correspondence between
the government in St. Petersburg and the Russian headquarters in the Balkans, there
was no information about purposefully resettling the Muslim population. Due to the
internal nature of these sources, we cannot expect propaganda in this case, in contrast
to the British revelations about Russian genocidal plans, published in the press. In the
Russian reports sent from Bulgaria, there were calls for the protection of civilians,
regardless of their faith.> Russian officers were fighting the acts of violence commit-
ted by the soldiers.”® The generals of German origin were the first to stop the Cos-
sacks and the locals from harming the Muslim civilians.>* The Tsarist army organised
humanitarian aid for Muslims refugees, which would be illogical in the context of
planned ethnic cleansing.* It is also worth noting that among the Muslim elites of the
Bulgarian lands there was a group that believed Russians would succeed in calming
down the situation in the region, which had been in a crisis since 1875.% The organ-
ised and purposeful actions against the civilians would be reckless from the military
point of view. It would lead to unnecessary chaos and be evidence for an unwise
employment of the soldiers, who were needed mainly to fight against the Ottoman
army. Even if the Slavophiles from the entourage of Tsar Alexander I promoted this
kind of ideas,” they would be difficult to accept among the Russian generals in the

31 S.R. Sonyel, Minorities and the Destruction, p. 234; On the one hand, the government of Ben-
jamin Disraeli was pro-Turkish, on the other hand, the opposition led by William Gladstone supported
the Bulgarians. There were the social protests against Turkish atrocities in 1876 in England — the British
society was sending petitions to the government in London calling for a change of the policy towards the
Balkans. The most famous anti-Turkish manifest was the Bulgarian Horrors and Question of the East
(London 1876) written by Gladstone, which was published in 200,000 copies. A. [TanTes, P. [eHoB,
Yunsam Inaocmon u ovacapume. Honumuxa na npaseona cmpacm, Codus 2000, passim.

32 Pycko-mypckama eouina 1877— 1878 e. [[neenuyu, cnomenu, sanucku, kopecnondenyus, Codust
1998, p. 209 et passim; “O6uia uaCTpyKIWs HO. 30 10 kHsa3 onaykoB-Kopcakos, 10.04.1878” [in:]
Iloobpanu uszeopu 3a 6wrecapckama ucmopus, T. 4, KH. 1: Bwireapckama Owpoicasa u Ovicapume
(1878-1946), cver. I. Mapkos, A. Pabamxwuiicka, /. Unnesa, 1. Kones, S. baukos, B. Kones,
X. Temencku, Copus 2009, pp. 55-56; B.B. KpectoBcku, “/[Basecer Mecena B JeHCTBYBaIA apMUst
(1877-1878)” [in:] Pycku nvmenucu 3a 6wvacapckume 3emu XVII-XIX sex, pen. M. KoxyxapoBa,
Codus 1986, pp. 365-366; B. Apnencku, 3acacHaru ocnuwa. Mscernuueckume npoyecu cpeo
ovaecapume moxameoanu 6 nepuooa 1878—1944 2., Codpust 2005, pp. 15-16.

33 “TIpeBox Ha noHecenue ot @. Canku 10 A. X. Jlewpy, 5.06.1877” [in:] H3z60pu 3a ucmopusma na
Jobpyoaca, 1. 4: 1853—1878 (Yyxnecrpannu nokymentn), pea. B. Toues, Codus 2003, pp. 382-383;
“ITucmo ot HavanHukiaba Ha JleiictBamia apmus 1o komanasaiusi Cesepuust opasut [1.C. Banosckw,
Can Cregano 21.06.1878” [in:] Cred Can Cmegpano, pp. 106-107.

0. Turan, The Turkish Minority, pp. 140-142.

> FO, 913/4/292-293, Dalziel to Reade, Varna 10.02.1878; Penopmadgicu 3a Océobooumennama
eouna 1877-1878, cver. JI. Tenosa, Codus 1978, pp. 71-72.

¢ FO, 195/1144/47, Brophy to Layard, Bourgas 19.08.1877.

37 K. Karpat, Studies on Ottoman, p. 386.
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Balkans, who were focused on the military success in the War.* This situation could
be compared to the reluctance of the Bulgarian officers to the Christianisation action
in the Rhodope Mountains during the Balkan Wars (1912—-1913), which was carried
out by the Orthodox Church with the support of the Bulgarian government and local
authorities. The army was the one of the few milieus which were counteracting the
plan; not in the name of religious tolerance, however, but because of tactical motives.
According to the Bulgarian generals, the action was only leading to unnecessary per-
turbation and social tension, which could have an unfavourable effect on the result of
the war. It was quite interesting due to the fact that the officers had been one of the
most anti-Islamic groups in Bulgaria at the turn of the 19" and 20" centuries.”

This does not mean, however, that the Russians were not responsible for the trag-
edy that happened in Bulgaria in 1877—-1878. Even if the violence against civilians
was not planned, it does not detract from the fact that we were dealing with large-
scale murders and displacements. Just as the Ottoman Empire was responsible for the
tragedy of the April Uprising of 1876, even if the Sublime Porta did not give a clear
order to massacre Bulgarians and the situation got out of hand, Russia was also fully
responsible for the actions of its soldiers in the Balkans during the War.

There are other controversial opinions in historiography about the Bulgarian Lib-
eration War. The American historian Justin McCarthy saw the War of 1877-1878 as
a rarity in the context of the war standard of the 19" century because of the scale of
civilian suffering.® Indeed, as Jiirgen Osterhammel remarks:

The few wars which took place at that time [in the 19" century — K.P.] did not last long, nor
were they total. In comparison with the earlier and later wars in Europe, as well as elsewhere,
the distinction between the fighting armies and the civilian population was respected more. It
was one of the “great and so far underrated cultural achievements of the century.”*

The Bulgarian Liberation War could be recognised as “a rarity” in terms of ci-
vilian victims according to 19%-century standards, but not in the context of Balkan
history.®? First of all, the conviction that the War of 18771878 was particularly brutal
is a result of the unfounded theory that the Russians carried out purposeful actions
against the Muslim civilians. Secondly, the wars and uprising in the 19™-century Bal-
kans resulted in comparable suffering and tragedy of the civilians, who died during
the sieges or bombardments of cities, in the pogroms, due to the illness and hunger.
The people were forced into refuge as well. For example, in 1804—1815 two Serbian
Uprisings took place in the Pashalik of Belgrade, during which there were pogroms

% K. Popek, “Muhadzirowie. Uwagi na temat emigracji muzulmanéw z ziem butgarskich na
przetomie XIX i XX wieku,” Balcanica Posnaniensia. Acta et studia 2016, vol. 23, pp. 49-50.

% C. Ennbpos, “bearapckara npaBociaBHa IIbpKBa U Objrapute Mioctonmanu 1878-1944 1. [in:]
Hcmopus na mrocronmanckama kyimypa no 6wneapckume 3emu, T. 7, pen. P. 'panesa, Codus 1997,
pp- 623-625.

0 Vide: k. Makkaprtu, Cuspm u usenanue, pp. 83-84.

o1 J. Osterhammel, Historia XIX wieku. Przeobrazenie swiata, trans. 1. Drozdowska-
Broering,J. Katazny, A. Peszke, K. Sliwinska, Poznaf 2013, p. 654.

2 Tbidem, pp. 191-194.
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of the Muslims and a mass exodus of that population.®* 50,000 Muslims had left the
territory by 1813. During the Greek War of Independence, 25,000 Muslims were
killed and thousands emigrated to the North or to Anatolia.*

Bulgarian historiography often justifies actions of the Russian army and the Bul-
garians during the Liberation War. It is claimed that the Tsarist soldiers treated the
Muslim and Christian civilians equally. The Turkish emigration resulted only from
the Sublime Porte’s propaganda, which spread false gossip about pogroms. Accord-
ing to this vision, the phenomenon was not a massive one, only affecting the people
guilty of the atrocities of 1876, Ottoman officials, and Muslim religious leaders, who
took refuge. They were closely associated with the Turkish government system and
responsible for the discrimination and repressions against the rayah. According to
Bulgarian historians, Muslims from the Rhodope Mountains welcomed the Russian
Army as their liberators. Any accusation about pogroms, acts of vandalism, or repres-
sions against the civilians were treated as a false vision created by the Turkish and
Western propaganda. As they believed, the Circassians and deserters from the Otto-
man army were guilty of all the crimes committed in the Bulgarian lands in 1877—
1878.% Some of the commentators pointed out that the Muslims used the scorched
earth policy during the evacuation.®® During the War, the Bulgarians denied their re-
sponsibility for these crimes. On 8" of June 1878, the Bulgarian delegation of Stoyan
Chomakov, Stefan Panaretov, and Dimit"r Grekov came to the British consulate in
Constantinople. They claimed that only the Russians were guilty of the exodus and
pogroms against the Muslims in the Balkans.®” Meanwhile, the Russian diplomats
denied the tragedy of the Muslim community during the War and claimed that there
had been no pogroms or resettlement at all.®®

% T. Sahara, Forced Ethnic Migrations, pp. 26-27; See more S. Bandzovié, Bosnjaci
i deosmanizacija Balkana: muhadzirski pokreti i pribjezista “sultanovih musafira” (1683.—1875.),
Sarajevo 2013, pp. 215-261.

¢ W. Hopken, “Der Exodus,” pp. 312-313; H. Poulton, “Changing Notions of National Identity
among Muslims in Thrace and Macedonia: Turks, Pomaks and Roma” [in:] Muslim Identity and the
Balkan States, eds. H. Poulton, S. Taji—Farouki, London 1997, pp. 82—83; about the violence in the
Balkans: B. Jezernik, Dzika Europa. Batkany w oczach zachodnich podroznikow, trans. P. Oczko,
Krakow 2013, pp. 123-150; about the Muslim exodus during the Greek War of Independence see:
K. Popek, “The Emigration of Muslims from the Greek state in the 19th century. An Outline,” Balcanica
Posnaniensia. Acta et studia 2020, vol. 27, pp. 99—-107.

¢ JI. UnkoB, Ipunoc kem ucmopus na epad Cmapa 3acopa, Tnosmus 1908, p. 232; Penopmangicu
3a Ocsobooumennama 6ouna, p. 212; U3 munanomo na 6wvacapume moxamedanu 6 Pooonume, pen.
X. Xpuctos, B. Xagxunuukonos, Codus 1958, pp. 103-104; S. Raichevsky, The Mohammedan
Bulgarians (Pomaks), trans. M. Pencheva, Sofia 2004, pp. 77-78; A. Benues, Tempvus, Codust 1973,
pp- 185-186; B. Apaencku, 3aecachanu ocnuwa, pp. 12—-14; B.H. Bunorpanos, “Ilocnenssis pyccko-
Typeukas BoiHa,” p. 207; R. Daskalov, The Making of Nation in the Balkans. Historiography of the
Bulgarian Revival, Budapest-New York 2004, pp. 197-218.

¢ TII. JIxopaxecky, “Cromenn ot Bpemero Ha BoiiHara 3a He3aBucumoct,” p. 152.

7 “Mr. Layard to Marquis of Salisbury, Therapia 8.06.1878” [in:] Ethnic Minorities, vol. 1, p. 301.
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CONCLUSION

The difficulty of characterising the War stems from many contradictory relations
about these events. It is not only related to the motivations of the Bulgarian and Turk-
ish historians, who want to present their national visions of history, but to the source
materials as well. In historiography and the sources, Bulgarians have presented Mus-
lims as oppressors and Christians as victims, and Turks vice versa: Muslims are suf-
ferers and Bulgarians are tormentors. The representative example is the fate of the
Stara Zagora (Eski Zagra) during the War — the city was burned down in July 1877.
The Bulgarians accused the Turkish troops led by Suleyman Pasha of that crime.
After setting fire to Christian houses, the Ottoman soldiers blocked the escape route —
some of the Bulgarians were murdered, some of them were held captive.®” According
to Bulgarian accounts, the Muslim inhabitants of the city took part in the atrocities.
No Bulgarian man survived, the women and children were enslaved. Nobody tried to
extinguish the burning Stara Zagora, in which many Bulgarians died. Only the Mus-
lim mahala and the outermost districts survived. After the troops of Suleyman Pasha
left the city, the local Muslims ran away to Plovdiv, Adrianople, and Constantinople,
afraid of Russian retaliation. According to this version, the Tsarist Army entered a de-
serted and ruined city.” Turkish historians hold a different vision of the burning down
of Stara Zagora. They claim that Russians were guilty of the arson and massacre of
the city. According to the Turkish sources, the Tsarist Army murdered 1,100 Muslims
over eleven days. It would have been a much higher number if 25,000 Muslims had
not escaped from the city in advance.” These contradictory visions of the destruction
of Stara Zagora are one of the many examples of extreme assessments of the events
of the War of 1877-1878 from the Bulgarian and Turkish perspective.

The problem with the above historiographical visions of the War is also related
to the reliability of the Western diplomatic sources and materials prepared by cor-
respondents. These accounts of cruelties committed by Muslims, Bulgarians, or Rus-

% Also, there were other relations about the kidnapping of the Bulgarian woman and children during
the Bulgarian Liberation War, however, the phenomenon had not massive scale. [ Vide: Acumuramopcrama
noaumuxa Ha mypckume 3asoesamenu. COOPHUK 0m OOKYMEHMU 3a NOMOXAMEOAHYBAHUS U NOMYPYBAHUSL
XV-XIX s., cber. I1. [letpoBs, Codus 1962, pp. 364-366]. For example, Stanka Nikolova from the
villiage of Vakarel was kidnapped by Izet Bey in 1877. In 1879, they lived in Nevrokop, in the Ottoman
Empire (nowadays: Gotse Delchev). Stanka’s mother, Petka, was trying to bring her daughter back
to Bulgaria. See: IIJIA, ¢. 321k om. 1 a.e. 8 n. 108, IIpomierne ot Ilerka Hukomosa ot c. Bakapen
10 CaMOKOBCKHM OKpBKeH HadaiHuk, Bakapen 30.11.1879 [date of receipt]; LIIA, ¢. 321k omn. 1 a.e.
8 1. 109, OT MUHHCTEPCTBO HA BHHIIHUTE paOOTH M M3MOBEAAHUSATA 10 J{MIIOMAaTHYECKO areHTCTBO
B Lapurpan, Codpus 8.12.1879.

1. UnkoB, Ipunoc kem ucmopus na 2pad Cmapa 3azopa, pp. 229-235; K. Up euek, Knusocecmeo
buvneapua. Heeosa nosvpxnuna, npupooa, nacenewnue, OyXo8Ha Kymmypd, YApAGienue u HoGeuua
ucmopusi, 4. 1I: ITemyeanus no bwreapus, Ilnosnus 1899, pp. 169-172; M. Dymarski, Konflikty na
Batkanach, pp. 127; B. Brodecki, Szypka i Plewna 1877, pp. 74-78.

" O. Turan, The Turkish Minority, pp. 128-129; U. SlnbmoB, Hemopus na mypckama obwrocn,
p. 68.
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sians were often exaggerated. The number of victims was overestimated, the visions
of massacres demonised, the descriptions of the suffering of civilians colourised. On
the one hand, it was a result of journalistic sensationalism;” on the other hand, it
stemmed from stereotypes about the Balkans, commonly associated with barbarism,
pogroms, and brutality, which were so precisely described by Maria Todorova.”

Literature and culture played an important role in the consolidation of these con-
tradictory visions about the War of 1877—1878 in the Bulgarian and Turkish histori-
cal narratives. It is also worth to mention the most popular literary images: Turkish
works by Asik Hifz1 or Hiiseyin Recep Efendi;™ in the case of Bulgarians — the writ-
ing of Ivan Vazov, for example the last poem of the Epic of the Forgotten (Enones na
sabpasenume), The Resistance of Shipka (Onviuenyume na [lunka).”

The pessimistic predictions of Charles Brophy that the only prospect for peace in
the Bulgarian lands is a population exchange and a separation of the Muslims and the
Christians fortunately did not turn out to be true.”® Despite the mutual atrocities of the
“Great Eastern Crisis,” after 1878, the society of Bulgarian lands gradually rebuilt
its relations. After the chaos prevalent immediately after the War, the new Bulgarian
state pursued a rather liberal minority policy toward Muslims in 1878-1912. The
decades of the 1870s and 1880s saw numerous anti-Muslim actions, which were
caused by contemporary problems linked to the regulation of land property, rebel-
lions, brigand activity, and mass emigration. After the Union of 1885, Sofia started to
allow Muslims to live as they wanted, by granting them wide autonomy in education,
administration, and religion. There were no assimilative actions or deportations at
that time; quite the contrary, the Bulgarian state protected Muslims from the Ortho-
dox Church and supported their schools and mosques financially. For 19"-century
standards, this kind of approach to a religious minority can be called tolerant.”” None-
theless, during the 20" century, the Bulgarian-Turkish relations were no longer so
harmonious, as shown by compulsory assimilative actions during the First Balkan
War (1912) and the Communist era in the 1970s and the 1980s.”

72 “Mr. Layard to Earl of Derby, Therapia 1.08.1877” [in:] Ethnic Minorities, vol. 1, p. 292.

M. Todorova, Batkany wyobrazone, trans. P. Szymor, M. Budzinska, Wotowiec 2008,
pp. 221-223 et passim.

* W. SAnbMOB, Emnokyimypha u penu2uosna udenmuyHocm na mypckama oowmnocm 6 Bvneapus,
Codust 2014, pp. 190, 212; idem, “HcasiMcKOTO KyITYpHO HACTEACTBO M0 Obirapckute 3emMu,” [ 00uuHuK
Ha Buwws ucasmexu unemumym 2010, 6p. 2, pp. 33-34.

> WU. Basos, Onwvauenyume  na  Ilunka, 11.08.1877,  www.slovo.bg/showwork.
php3?AulD=14&WorkID=920&Level=2 [access: December 13, 2017].
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7 K. Popek, “Cruel Tormentor or Good Neighbour? Stereotype of the Turk and Bulgarian State
Policy Towards the Muslim Minority in 1878-1912,” Slavonic Review 2017, no. 2, pp. 282-283.
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