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ons, concerning 

I)rotection of 

Greco-Turkish 

Comfention of h has been in force 

( notice laid clown 

absence of such a Conventi 

without specific resident on its terr 

Governfnent proceeded to ~n~~asi~$ rate, as 

shown by the following fi 

Month 

&mough April 1%4 
WY ;z 
June 

2;; JOY 
First days of August 58 

On 26 July 1964, it wss announced, from an authorized Turkish source, 

that the total number of expulsions I.I> to date was 1,017. 

3* On 15 August, the number of persons mentioned by name a~ expelled amounted 

to 1,073. But the number affected is much higher, seeing that those expelled are 

followed into exile by several members of their family. On the other hand, families 

find themselves parted by this inhuman measure, the wives or children of those 

expelled being forced, in several cases, to remain behind in an attempt to Save 

what is left of their property or business - a task bristling with difficultie5. 
/ .." 
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4. !T!he first exgulsiono were c 
they comprised highly respected individu 
in trouble wrth the author%ties but who s 
as "dangerous to the internal and external security 
representations made by the Gre 
Director General of the Istanb 

nationals re due for expulsion. Wo 

of Qo1iti Affairs at th@ beats o 

Greek Embassy that a number of fresh 
"isolated cases" provided for under the Convention 
extend the measure on a larae scale. ----e-v 
5* Notwithstanding the above assurances, the soon re elves 

in their true light, namely as collective expulsions ng no relation to the 

conduct of the persons affected. 
Several semi-official and official whichhelpedto 

clear, to those who might still harbour doubts on the subject, the true tives 

behind the exQulsions. 
Thus, on 27 April, scarcely a month after the fo aSSU%! es mentioned 

above, the same Director at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs told the Counsellor 

of the Greek Embassy that the measures nst the Greeks of Istanbul 

"were the natural consequences of the fact t nt, unlike 

the Greek Government, regarded the que of Greco-IPurkish 
relations as forming a single whole, and therefore was unable to continue to grant 
Greek nationals favoured treatment, at a nt when Greece diSQm an attitude 
of hostility towards !!Jurkey by lining up completely on the side of ios r 
views". In reply to a question from the Counsellor, the same official stated 
that vunder these circumstances, there was no point in opening negotiations for 

the conclusion of a new Convention respecting conditions of residence etc. as 
long as the question of Cyprus remained in suspense". 

mre recently, On 31 July, M?& Soysal, the Turkish Government SQokesman, 
referring to the latest protest made by the Greek Government against the expulsions, 
declared that the llmeasure signified that, as the result of the unfriendly QOliCy 

of the Greek Government towards Turkey, the Turkish Government was terminating the 
privileged treatment unilaterally accorded in the past to Greek nationals". 

The SQokesman added that the measures of expulsions were in accordance with the 
Convention of 1930. 
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It crudely reveal5 

Ilce of all international 

ged right of retort, 

jetting these persons to treatment 

ive customs control, 

a to take their 

ure on the gr 

expelI.& persons livered any official docent stating that they 

ere being expelled. verbally at the police- 

station to which they are they are not in possession of any proof 

inst the illegal and prejudicial 

ion in triplicate, of the 

A well known Instanbul 

fnsisted on being info aet he wasbeing calledupon 

to sign, had to give up the att after being manhandled. Two other expelled 

persons had better luck. s to a po'iice officer whom they happened to know 

personally, they were allowed to read the contents of their declaration after 

signing Ft. They thus discovered that they had unwittingly admitted the 

following: 

(a) Smuggling foreign exchange. 

(b) Having been members of the "Eellenic Union of Istanbul", a cultural 

ma mutual aid association dissolved several years ago, 

(c) Having sent money to the Greek terrorists in Cyprus. 

(d) Finally, they admitted leaving Turkey of their own free will. 

I . . . 



8. The expulsions come on top of other oppr~ei~@ t 

Turkish Government to the Greeks of Istanbul. 
(a) by a series of arbitrary interpretations 
bcth to the letter and spirit of the Turkish law, 
forbidden to exercise certain authorized professions 
(b) &.nks received confidential instructions to refuse 

businesses entirely or part 

(c) A formidable weapon 
fiscal machinery. Pr eks is seiz 

authorities as a precautionary measure nt of future S 

calculated at a much higher rate than that hitherto d by the business. 

The sum so assessed includes fines to be levied in the future on the 
business concerned. In execution of these measures, accounts are 
blocked, goods seised, even furniture and personal effects are ix@ounded 

to guarantee the Treasury against future failure to taxes. 
(a) Contracts involving the transfer of real property belonging to 
Greeks are no longer entered in the books of tbe IaM Registry Bqartment. 
No official orders to this effect have been issued but, in point of fact, 

Greek nationals no longer enjoy the free disposal of their . 
(e) Failing any other means of strihing at en industrial. CiEtl 

concern in the form of a limited liability c with Greek capital, 

the managing director is expelled. 
The simple enumeration of these facts amply proves that the Turkish 

Government is committing numerous violat&ons of accepted rules of international 
law in peace time. Clearly, the losses sustained by the victims are the 
responsibility of the Turkish Government which is under the obligation to 
Compensate them for'the damage sustained as the result of the Government's action. 

9. A State has the right of expulsion of aliens, but on the express condition 
that it does not use this right in an arbitrary manner. But in the case under 
Consideration, there is a clear abuse of the right of expulsion as provided for in 

art. 2 of the Greco-Turkish Convention of 1930 recently denounced but still in 
force. Invoking the above article, as does the Turkish Government, does not 
remove the abusive &aracter of the expulsions. 

I . . . 
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(b) TheEuropeansoCialCbarter(article1) 

work in the other er countries of the European Union. 

(c) The supplementary Protocol C of the European Convention of the Rights 

of Man, article 4 of which forbids the mass expulsion of foreigners. 

(a) The European Convention of Fstablishment, article 3 of which &zal.s 

in detail with the question of the expulsion of foreigners and the 

limitations to the exercise of this right. 

10. The preceding paragraphs dealt with the more diate aspects of the problem, 

namely the active pursuit of the liquidation of the c of Greek ionals 

in Istanbul. numbering some 13,OCO. Eut this can be the first phase of a much 

vaster scheme. If this first stage is allowed to be carried through, other stage8 



will follow until the e aim is 

Greek element In Istanbul. For, besides t 
a minority of about 70,000 Greeks who are Wrkish subjects. 

Todey the city of Istanbul has a total 
million among which the Greeks form only an 

people. To seek to destroy them would be 
gratuitous malice. 
11. The Greek IB.tionals who are the 

much natives of the city as the 
families of the former have been resident in 1st 
nationals of the Greek State because their ancestors 
the former Ottoman Empire which were incorporated into the new 
either in 1830 at the time of its foundation or later. 

In point of fact, Greek nationals 
is, the members of the They speak the 
same language, are educated at the same s s, profess the faithand 
worship in the same Churches. hold different the ties of 
kinship and association between them are so elose- 
the Greek citLzens strikes at the heart of the 
12. I&e fate of the two groups of Greeks in Istanbul s been identical. 
They have endured the same vicissitudes in t crisis and have 
suffered the same persecutions. We the last of those persecutions - or 
should one say the last but one. refer to the 

6 Septmiber 1955, which the day, as w&s 
proved at the trial of the principal members of that Go nt after the Turkish 
~wrohiiiOn Of May lg&. Under the approving eyes of the authorities the mob 
attacked everything Greek inside Instanbul. Althougb the actual casualties were 
few, seventy Greek Churches were pillaged and set on fire, twenty-six schools were 
sacked, two cemeteries destroyed. Tombs were desecrated without, of course, regard 
to the citizenship of the occupants. The official Turk&h figures mention 
4,228 shops and workshops, 1,004 houses, eleven clinics, twenty-seven pharmacies 
and laboratories, 110 restaurants, twelve hotels and boardZng houses regarded as the 
Property Of Greeks, all of which were destroyed by the mob without distinguishing 

/ . . . 



&%imt iments, for 
Greece csnnort 

with all her forces. 
nations will effective 
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