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The Compulsory Exchange of 1923 (CE) created two categories: Those who were “kicked out” (Art.1), and those who were permitted to stay (Art.2). 

For the latter, it would perhaps be more appropriate to change the last three words above to read “doomed to stay”, as the experience of  those permitted to stay proved to be more difficult than those of who had been forced to transfer from their age-long homeland to another country, the language of which they most of the time could not understand. 

A retrospective look today teaches us that for particular reasons this particular fate of the Greek and Turkish minorities was obvious at the very day the CE was signed:  

1) The International Setting: 

The end of the War signaled the dispersion of the multinational empires and the beginning of the era of “sovereign nation-states” in eastern Europe. The key-note of the era being nationalism, each one of these countries was naturally very jealous of its independence and very eager to built its own “nation”. In this context, they abhorred the special minority protection articles imposed  by the Allies upon them only, and tried to get rid of them, or better, of the minorities themselves  when they could. 

 2) The Respective Positions of  Turkey and Greece: 

The two countries who, besides having a common history full of bitterness, had built their respective national consciousness by using each other at an interval of hundred years, had had to agree to the stay of their respective minorities as a necessary evil only and always considered them as a Fifth Column.  

 Leaving aside the Greek side of the story on how the settlement on the respective etablis was doomed to failure at the very outset, only the Turkish side of it will be told here. 

In this respect, the study of the triangle formed by 1) The CE Convention, 2) Articles 37-45 of the Lausanne Peace Treaty (Protection of Minorities), and 3) The story of the expulsion of the Greek Patriarchate, is of particular importance.  

 The Turkish delegation had to agree to the Articles 37-44 because Turkey had already committed herself in the art. 5 of the National Pact of 28 Jan. 1920 to recognize those rights and also because she wanted the War to end. 

On the other hand, just like all the other host-states of the period, she had an obvious interest to have these rights weakened as much as possible.

Dr. Riza Nur, the Turkish delegate to the Sub-Commission on Minorities (and later, on the Exchange) tells in his Memoirs how this was successfully done when he first called and insisted for the expulsion of the Greek Orthodox Patriarchate (although this was in no way mentioned in the instructions given by Ankara), and then eventually “agreed” that it could stay. 

Dr. Nur’s writings are confirmed not only by his testimony before the Turkish Great Assembly after the Convention and the Treaty were signed, but also by the minutes of the Lausanne Conference. 

