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Zarys tresci: Niniejszy artykut ma na celu przedstawienie wybranych dziewietnastowiecznych
teorii o pochodzeniu muzulmandéw zyjacych na ziemiach bulgarskich oraz skonfrontowanie
ich z obecnym stanem wiedzy o tym zagadnieniu. Opisano koncepcje dotyczace dwdéch grup
etnicznych: muzulmandéw bulgarskojezycznych (tzw. Pomakow) oraz Turkow.

Abstract: The paper is aimed to present selected nineteenth-century theories about the origin
of Muslims living in Bulgarian lands and to confront them with the present state of knowl-
edge. The paper also presents concepts regarding two ethnic groups: the Bulgarian-speaking
Muslims (the so-called Pomaks) and Turks.
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Introduction

One of the most enduring after-effects of the Ottoman rule in the Balkans was
the formation of Muslim communities there — the biggest ones still live in
Bosnia-Herzegovina, Albania, Bulgaria, and North Macedonia. The question of
their origin has been causing powerful emotions - the discussion about their
ethnogenesis played an important role in the process of the formation of the
nations and proving the communities’ rights to the territories they inhabited. In
this context, Mary Neuburger writes about the blood mania which rules in the
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Balkans.? Self-identification, language, and faith are treated as secondary to the
conviction about having common ancestors and more or less abstract theories
about national origin. It is no different in the case of Bulgaria and the Muslims
who lived on that territory. Until the 19" century, their ethnogenesis was the sub-
ject of many theories and discussions.

The paper is aimed to present selected nineteenth-century theories about the
origin of Muslims living in Bulgarian lands and to confront them with the pres-
ent state of knowledge about that issue. Some concepts regarding the two eth-
nic groups, Bulgarian-speaking Muslims (the so-called Pomaks) and Turks, will
be described. The case of the Tatars and Muslim Roma will not be addressed.
The Tatars appeared in the Bulgarian lands relatively late - at the end of the
18" and in the 19 century. They emigrated from Russia and there are no doubts
about their origin.’ Roma, regardless of their faith, were outside the system of the
Ottoman religious communities, functioning as millets due to their low social sta-
tus and a lifestyle which was significantly different from the other communities.
Roma Christians were not treated as part of the Orthodox Church by Greeks and
Bulgarians, just as Roma Muslims did not belong to the ummah according to the
Turks, Tatars, and Pomaks.*

Bulgarian-speaking Muslims (Pomaks)

In the 19" century, the Bulgarian-speaking Muslims in Bulgaria lived in the
Rhodope Mountains and in the regions of Lovech and Teteven.®> Before 1878, there
were 50,000 Pomaks in central Bulgaria® and 20,000 in the Rhodopes.” In 1885,

2 M. Neuburger, “Bulgaro-Turkish Encounters and the Re-imagining of the Bulgarian Nation
(1878-1995),” East European Quarterly, 31, 1997, no. 1, pp. 1-2.

3 The Tatars appeared in the Balkans for the first time in the 13 century (the Nogais group settled
in Dobruja), but these were not big communities and did not last long. K. Karpat, Studies on
Ottoman Social and Political History, Leiden-Boston-Koln, 2002, pp. 202-234;

4 0. Turan, The Turkish Minority in Bulgaria (1878-1908), Ankara, 1998, p. 103; P. Jackasnos,
Bowneapckomo obuecmeo 1878-1939, vol. 2: Hacenenue, obusecmso, kynmypa, Cocus, 2005, p. 15;
D. M. Crowe, “Roma Muslims in the Balkans,” Nationalities Papers, 28, 2000, no. 1, pp. 99-100.

> V. Roudometof, Collective Memory, National Identity, and Ethnic Conflicts. Greece, Bulgaria,

and Macedonian Question, Westport, 2002, p. 31; S. Raichevsky, The Mohammedan Bulgarians

(Pomaks), transl. M. Pencheva, Sofia, 2004, p. 82; Pomaks (in the sense of a wide group of Muslims

who speak languages of the Eastern group of South Slavic languages) also lived in Macedonia,

Thrace, and Albania - their total number in the first half of the 19% century was about 250,000,

in the second half of that century - between 400,000 and 600,000. B. Apgmencku, 3aeacHanu

oeHuua. Macennuueckume npovecu cped 6vneapume moxamedanu 6 nepuoda 1878-1944 ¢., Codus,

2005, p. 9; K. Bacunes, Podonckume 6vnzapu moxamedanu. Micmopuuecku ouepx, Ilnopaus, 1961,

pp. 5-6; Also: S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 90-127.

C.H. llInkos, Baneapo-moxamedanume (nomayu). Micmopuxo-3emenucer u HapoooyueH npezned

¢ o6pasu, Ilnosnus 1936, pp. 73-74; S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 64-66; B. AppeHcku, op. cit., p. 10.

7 S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 76-77.
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after the intensive migration following the War of 1877-1878 and the collapse of
the Ottoman rule, 25,000 Pomaks lived on the territories of the Principality of
Bulgaria and Eastern Rumelia.® The official data about this community were pre-
sented for the first time in 1900 - 20,638 Pomaks lived in Bulgaria (i.e. 0.55% of
the population and 3.22% of the Muslims in the state). It was approximately the
same number as the people who declared Islam as their faith and Bulgarian as
their native language — 20,726. In the 1905 census, 19,360 people (i.e. 0.48% of the
population and 3.21% of the Muslims in the state) claimed to be Pomaks, which
was slightly fewer than the group describing themselves as Muslims and Bulgarian
language users - 23,734 (respectively: 0.59% and 3.93%). In 1910, 20,332 people
were registered as Pomaks in the census (respectively: 0.47% and 3.38%), and 27,008
as Muslims who spoke the Bulgarian language (respectively: 0.62% and 4.49%).
The difference between the number of people who claimed to be Pomaks and the
ones who declared Islam as their religion and Bulgarian as their native language is
linked to the Muslim Roma people, who declared Bulgarian as the native language.’

Many names were used to refer to the Bulgarian-speaking Muslims, among
which Pomaks, Ahriani, and Torbeshi were the most commonly used. Most
of them had a local range, such as Babechani or Bashi (in the Babiak region),
Ruptsi (in Rupchos), or Skarnatsi (in the Western Rhodope Mountains).!
There were also national, ethnic, and religious categories in use, for example in

8 K. Mpeuex, Kusinecmso Bonzapus. Hezosa nosvpxuuma, npupodd, HaceneHue, 0yxXo8HA Kynmypad,
ynpasnenue u Hoseetiuia ucmopus, pt. 1: Beneapcka dvpicasa, Ilnosaus, 1899, pp. 119-120.

° B. ApaeHcku, op. cit., pp. 25-26; M. VBaHos, “HeBuaumure nomauu,” /Iubepanen npezned, 2014,
pt. 2, pp. 279-282.

10§, Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 130-139; II. MapuHoB, Beneapume moxamedanu 8 ceoemo Hapoo-
HOCMHO CB3HAHUE U 83po0umentomo um osuxcerue, Codusa, 1994, pp. 5-10; M. Lubanska,
Synkretyzm a podzialy religijne w bulgarskich Rodopach, Warszawa, 2012, p. 27; K. Bacurnes,
Podonckume 6wvneapu, pp. 9-14; M. Apnaynos, Podonckume nomayu. Hapooro-ucmopuuecku
npeened, Codust, 2010, pp. 59-60; B. Anexcues, “PofornckoTo HacemeHne B 6bIrapcKaTa XyMaHN!-
TApUCTUKA,” in: Miocionmanckume obusHocmu Ha bankanume u 6 Boneapus, ed. A. JKemsskosa,
Coous, 1997, pp. 61-65; M. Todorova, “Identity (Trans)formation among Bulgarian Muslims,”
in: The Myth of “Ethnic Conflict™: Politics, Economics and “Cultural” Violence, ed. B. Crawford,
R. D. Lipschutz, Berkeley, 1998, pp. 480-481; M. Walczak-Mikotlajczakowa, “Pomacy - bulgarscy
poturczency (na przykladzie wsi Selcza w zachodnich Rodopach),” Balcanica Posnaniensia. Acta
et studia, 21, 2014, vol. p. 180; II. BbikoB, “3a 3HaYeHMeTO Ha Ha3BaHMETO NOMaK,” /TubepaneH
npeened, 2014, pt. 1, pp. 508-513; A. ITamioBa, II. Bogennuapos, “Vickame ga cMe paBHHU, He
enHakBy. OQUIMATHY HApaTUBM HAa UAEHTWYHOCTTA HA CTY[AEHTV MIOCIOJIMAHM OT 3amajHuTe
Poponu,” in: [omayume: sepcuu 3a npousxod u cespementa udenmuunocm, ed. E. VBaHosa,
Cooust, 2013, p. 79; A. Eminov, “Social Construction of Identities: Pomaks in Bulgaria,” Journal
on Ethnopolitics and Minority Issues in Europe, 6, 2007, no. 2, p. 9; The diversity of names refer-
ring to Muslims is nothing special compared to other territories of the Balkans. In Greek lands,
there were terms like Linovamvaki (wolly), Valahadi (most probably derived from “Vlach”), or
- in the case of Cyprus - Patsaloi (“colourful”). Serbs and Croats called Slavic-Speaking Muslims
“Mohammedan,” “Poturnak” or “Poturec.” E. ViBanoBa, Mcaamusupanu bankanu. JJunamuxa na
paskasume, Codusi, 2014, pp. 66-67.



128 Krzysztof Popek

the Western Rhodopes the Bulgarian-speaking Muslims were called “Turks,” in the
Central Rhodopes — “Bulgarians,” and in the Eastern Rhodopes - “Muslims.”!!
The Pomaks did not speak the same dialects of the Bulgarian language: the Ruptsi
spoke in the same way as the Bulgarian Christians from the Rhodopes, the Pomaks
from Lovech used Zagora dialects, and Torbeshi dialects were linked to the mod-
ern Macedonian language.'? The term “Pomak” became commonly applied to the
whole Bulgarian-speaking Muslim population at the end of the 19" century - it
was first used in that context by Vasil Aprilov in 1841.%3

Some mentions about “Turks who do not know Turkish” were recorded from
the beginning of the 18" century in Western travellers’ notes. Bulgarian-speaking
Muslims were noticed rather late by Bulgarians. During the National Revival period,
they were mentioned by Vasil Aprilov (1841),'"* Yordan Konstantinov (1852),
Georgi Rakovski (1857), Lyuben Karavelov (1867) and Nayden Gerov (1876).1°
Bits of information about the Pomaks were usually treated as a curiosity or took
the shape of estimates of their population number. The ethnologic and topo-
graphic research conducted in the 1870s and 1880s by Stefan Zahariev and Stefan
Verkovi¢ (who was Serbian), among others, contained a more detailed analysis of
this community. Later, studies on the Pomaks were carried out by local activists
from the Rhodopes (Stoyu Shishkov, Vasil Dechev, Hristo Popkonstantinov), as
well as the leading Bulgarian ethnographers (Vasil Kanchov, Lyubomir Miletich).
Central figures of the Bulgarian intellectual life, including Ivan Vazov or Pencho
R. Slaveykov, also spoke about this community.!® However, in the 19 century,
only a small group of specialists were aware of the existence of Muslim Bulgarians.
This is why at that time the differentiation between Pomaks and Turks was not
widespread; for example, this kind mistake was made by one of the most promi-
nent Bulgarian national activists of the 1870s and an important liberal politician,
Zahari Stoyanov."”

Bulgarians believed (and still do) that Pomaks had been Christians in the
Middle Ages and during the Ottoman rule they accepted Islam, but they resisted

"' M. Lubanska, Synkretyzm, pp. 26-27; E. ViBanosa, Mcnamusuparu Banxanu, p. 130; A. Eminov,
“Social Construction,” p. 15; M. Lubanska, “Pomacy,” in: Batkany. Etnokulturowe podloze kon-
fliktu, ed. W. Konarski, A. Koseski, Pultusk, 2006, p. 233; E. VBanoBa, “VIZeHTUYHOCT U UJeH-
TUYHOCTU Ha noMauute B bonrapus,” JTubepanen npeened, 2012, pt. 1, p. 843.

12§, Raichevsky, op. cit., p. 8.

13" A. Kalionski, Communities, Identities and Migrations in Southeast Europe, Sofia, 2014, p. 6;

M. Todorova, op. cit., p. 480; II. ['eopruesa, “Ilomaiu — 6brrapu-mrocionmany,” in: O6ugHocmu

u udenmuurocmu 6 boneapus, ed. A. Kpocresa, Codus, 1998, pp. 286-287.

B. Anpwunos, [Jenuya Hoso-60neapckazo obpazosanus. Yacmo nepeas, Opecca, 1841, p. 87.

M. VBanos, “HeBupgumure nmomaumu,” pp. 275-276; 11. Teopruesa, op. cit., p. 289.

S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 11-31; M. ViBanos, “HeBupnmure nmomann,” pp. 277-278; b. Arne-

KCueB, op. cit., p. 58.

X. ITonkoucrautuuos, “Yenuuo (EgHo 6b1rapcko xpaniie B ceBepo3anafHUTe PasKIOHEHNs Ha

Poponckure wianuun),” CO0pHUK HAPOOHU YMOMBOPeHUs, HAyKA U KHUMHUHA, 1890, no. 3, p. 364.
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Turkification and preserved their language and customs.'® Bulgarian historiogra-
phy described in detail the great campaign of forced conversions in the Rhodope
Mountains in 1656-1661, which led to the destruction of 218 churches and 33 mon-
asteries located between Kostenets and Stanimaka. Bulgarians believe that these
events were the main cause of the emergence of the Bulgarian-speaking Muslim
community in the Rhodopes.!® However, this account was based on the 19®-century
fabricated Chronicle of Pop Metodi Draginov (Jlemonuchusam paska3 Ha non
Memoou [paeunos), which was actually written by the Revival activist Stoyan
Zahariev in 1860. There were also two other chronicles allegedly written in
the 17" century which were published in the second half of the 19% century:
the Chronicle from Batkun (bamkyncka xponuka) and the Chronicle of Belovo
(benoscka xporuxa). Konstantin JireCek was the first to express doubts about the
authenticity of the texts; however, he did not deny that a great Islamisation cam-
paign took place in the Rhodope Mountains in the second half of the 17" century.
Like another Czech researcher, Vaclav Dobrusky, Jirecek was a supporter of the
theory about the gradual Islamisation of Pomaks, whose climax were the events
of 1656-1661.2 In 1984, the detailed analysis of Iliya Todorov showed that the
Chronicle of Pop Metodi Draginov was a Revival mystification. The evidence was
not only linguistic, but also linked to the anti-Greek undertone of the work and
a series of inaccuracies contained therein. He proved that the text was not from the
17, but from the 19 century. The same problems are linked to other sources on
the great Islamisation campaign in the Rhodopes in the 17" century.?! However,

18 A. Eminov, “Social Construction,” p. 9.

19 X. ITonkoHCTaHTUHOB, CrnomeHu, nemenucu, nucma, ed. A. IIpumoscku, H. Ilpumoscky, ITno-
By, 1970, p. 442; V1. non IanaitoroB Acanuumk, [Ipunoc 3a usyuasane Ha Pasnoza u no-4acmHo
Ha c. bans (Pasnosxko). Benexxu u cnomenu, Ilnospus, 1915, p. 18; R. Crampton, A Concise
History of Bulgaria, Cambridge-New York 2005, pp. 34-35; Kupun ITatpuapx 6barapcku, bos-
eapomoxamedarcku cenuuya 6 Oxcnume Pooonu (Kcanmuiicko u T'omroponcurcko). TononumHo,
emHozpagcko u ucmopuuecko uscnedsane, Codus, 1960, pp. 50-52; K. Popek, “Afera Brunnbauer-
Balewa a wspolczesne nurty historiografii bulgarskiej wobec zagadnienia panowania tureckiego
w Bulgarii,” Studenckie Zeszyty Naukowe IFS U], 4, 2013, no. 2, p. 120; F. Bieber, “Muslim
Identity in the Balkans before the Establishment of Nation States,” Nationalities Papers, 28,
2000, no. 1, pp. 21-22; K. Bacunes, “Croro IIInKoB — pocBeTHTEN, BB3POXKAEHEL] M pajieTel
3a macTmBo O6bpente Ha Popomna,” in: C.H. Iluuixos, M36panu npoussederus, ed. K. Bacunes,
ITnospus, 1965, p. 20.

K. Vpeuek, Knsanecmeo Bonzapus. Hee08a noswspxHuna, npupooa, Hacenenue, 0yXo8HaA Kyamypa,
ynpasnenue u Hosetiuia ucmopus, pt. 2: [lemysanus no boneapus, Ilnosnus, 1899, pp. 407-408;
B. To6pyckn, “Hsikonko cBefeHus 3a u3TypuBanmero Ha Pogonckure boirapu,” I[lepuoduuecko
cnucanue, 1887, no. 21-22, pp. 332-338; id., “Bparapomoxamenanckata peny6inka B Pogornckure
wiaHuHy,” in: Beazapus npes noeneda Ha vewiku nemewecmeenuyu, ed. B. Bexnuposa, Codus,
1984, pp. 88-89.

V. Topmopos, “JleronucHuAT paskas Ha mon Metopu JparnHoB,” /lubepanen npeened, 2015,
pt. 1, pp. 26-58; M. Togoposa, “VicnaMusanysAra KaTo MOTUB B Oblrapckara ucropuorpadus,
nuTepatypa u KuHo,” /lubepanen npeened, 2009, pt. 1, pp. 366-373; b. Jlopu, “JleronucpT Ha

20

21



130 Krzysztof Popek

as Tsvetana Georgieva said, the question of the falsification of the chronicles is
still a “voice in the desert” of the historical discourse, and Bulgarians do not take
note of the results of the research which shows that forced and mass conversions
were rare in the Ottoman Empire.?

The earliest mentions of the Pomaks usually expressed the conviction that “they
were just Turkified Bulgarians.” There were opinions that they could not be part
of the national community. In 1867, Lyuben Karavelov wrote that a Bulgarian
could only be an Orthodox Christian; the Muslims, Catholics or Protestants
who spoke the Bulgarian language were not members of the nation. His rigid think-
ing about the unity between nationality and religion was the effect of the Ottoman
millet and Russian Slavophilism (at that time L. Karavelov lived in Russia).? Later,
especially after the creation of the modern Bulgarian state in 1878, these kinds
of ideas were rejected and the concept of integrating the Pomaks with Bulgarian
culture through education and Christianisation became more popular. There were
proposals to cast the term “Pomak” aside in favour of the term “Bulgarian Muslim,”
expressing the unity between this community and the rest of the Bulgarian nation.
At the end of the 19" century, Petko R. Slaveykov and Hristo G. Danov supported
this idea.” Vasil Dechev posited that “it was a mistake to talk about the Rhodope
Mountains as a multiethnic territory because one nation of two religions lived
here.”? Ivan Vazov defined the Pomaks as “the lost Bulgarians,” whose “fanati-
cal darkness of the soul needed to be healed,” and he postulated that “we need to
breathe new life into their national identity.”*” This kind of thinking was linked
to the theories of crypto-Christianity, according to which the Pomaks were “pure-
blood Bulgarians” who — despite the sacrifice of their faith — had succeeded in
keeping their language and customs unchanged for centuries.?®

The negative or positive attitude to this population was usually related to the
theory of its origin. The forced conversion to Islam was linked with the treatment
of the Pomaks as victims of the “Turkish yoke,” even martyrs. In this approach,

o Merozamit [IparnHOB KaTo nuTepaTrypHo mpousBeneHue oT 19. Bek,” transl. E. Anexcuesa,
Jubepanen npeened, 2014, pt. 2, pp. 201-216; B. Anexcues, op. cit., pp. 83-85, 94-98; E. I'pos-
maHOBa, “QanumduKar 1 e IeTONMCHUAT pa3Kas Ha mon Meroau [Iparunos?,” Mcmopuuecku
npeened, 37 (2), 1993, pp. 146-157.

II. Teopruesa, op. cit., pp. 289-230; /1. Kapaxacan-UYbHap, “MuUTHT 3a uCIAMMU3ALMUATA U TIPO-
61eMa 3a JOCTOBEPHOCTTA Ha O'bIrapcKuTe MCTOpUYecKy usBopu,” /ubepanen npeened, 2012,
pt. 2, pp. 1179-1192.

M. VBanos, “HeBupgumure momanu,” p. 279.

S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 40-41.

I1. P. CnaBeiikoB, Vcmopuuecku pazkasu 3a munanume epemena, Codus, 1885, pp. 364-367;
S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 50-51.

B. [leueB, Munanomo Ha Yenenape. I[Ipuroc 3a ucmopusma va Pooona, vol. 2, ed. T. V1. Yn4os-
cku, Yenenape, 2002, p. 10.

V. Basos, [Temenucu, ed. I1. Juuekos, V1. Togopos, Codus, 1977, pp. 81-82.

M. Lubanska, Synkretyzm, p. 27.
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the Bulgarian duty was to restore them to the national community.? The volun-
tary change of faith aroused mixed feelings — linked either to the betrayal of faith
and national values for material benefits or to avoiding Turkification (sacrifice
of faith to protect “the Bulgarian blood from mixing with the Turkish one”).*

There were also alternative theories about the origin of the Pomaks formulated
outside Bulgaria. Turkish historians recognise them as Slavicised Turks, accentuat-
ing the bonds of religion and culture among the Muslim community in the Balkans.
There are opinions that the Pomaks are the ancestors of the Turkish settlers who
appeared in the region during the Ottoman rule, or the oldest Turkic population
in Europe: the Cumans, who came here in the 11" century.’! According to this
theory, the evidence is the fact that until the 19 century the Pomaks identified
themselves as Turks and later many of them accepted the modern Turkish iden-
tity.>* However, this theory ignores the fact that at that time the term “Turk” was
synonymous to “Muslim.” Some of the attempts to prove this theory are quite
ridiculous; for example, there are some pseudo-linguistic analyses showing that 30%
of the Pomak language is based on Ukrainian lexemes, 25% on Cuman-Kipchak,
20% on Oghuz, 15% on Nogais, and 10% on Arabic.*® There are no doubts that
the Pomaks used and still use dialects of the Bulgarian language, which contains
a number of Turkish and Greek loanwords.*

Greeks consider Pomaks to be the ancestors of the ancient Thracians, who were
first Hellenised, then Latinised, Slavicised, Christianised, and finally they converted
to Islam. The evidence supporting this theory are the physical characteristics of
the population, which allegedly show that Pomaks are the closest to Greeks.*

G. Lazarova, B. Alexiev, G. Nazarska, E. Troeva-Grigorova, I. Kyurkchieva, Regions, Minorities

and European Policies: A State of the Art Report on Muslim Minorities (Turks and Pomaks)

in Central South Planning Region (Bulgaria), Sofia, 2003, p. 16; Similar theories about Bos-

nian Muslims were formulated by Croats, including in the second half of the 19* century by

Ante Starcevi¢. E. VIBanoBa, Mcnamusupanu banxanu, pp. 61-62; Leksykon tradycji bulgarskiej,

ed. G. Szwat-Gylybowa, Warszawa, 2011, p. 226.

M. Lubanska, Synkretyzm, p. 27; X. I'mnescku, Munanomo na Cpednume Pooonu — XIX u nasa-

nomo Ha XX eex. Be3pasoane, Bapua, 2008, p. 23; S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 45-46; M. Walczak-

Mikotajczakowa, op. cit., pp. 179-180.

A. TroHuteH, “TlomanuTe Kato 6ankaHcka obiHocT,” trans. E. AnekcoBa, /lubepaner npeened, 2014,

pt. 2, pp. 773-785; A. Eminov, “Social Construction,” p. 9; M. Walczak-Mikolajczakowa, op. cit.,

pp. 180-181; V. Aarbakke, “Pomak Language Usage and the Spell of Nationalism: The Case of

the Pomaks in Greece,” in: Slavia Islamica: language, religion and identity, ed. R. D. Greenberg,

M. Nomachi, Hokkaido, 2012, pp. 151-152.

A. ITamosa, I1. Bogennvapos, op. cit., pp. 78-79.

3% H. Memisoglu, Pages of the History of Pomac Turks, Ankara, 1991, pp. 17-23.

3% M. Savova-Mahon Borden, The Politics of Nationalism under Communism in Bulgaria. Myth,
Memories and Minorities, London, 2001, pp. 316-317.

35 K. Ghodsee, Muslims Lives in Eastern Europe. Gender, Ethnicity, & the Transformation of Islam

in Postsocialist Bulgaria, Princeton-Oxford, 2010, p. 38; A. Eminov, “Social Construction,”

pp- 8-9.
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The concept was originally created in the 19" century by one of the most impor-
tant Greek demographers, Kleanthes Nikolaides.*

Next to the Bulgarian, Turkish, and Greek narratives about the Pomaks’ ori-
gin, since the 1990s, under the influence of traumatic events linked to the “Revival
Process” (the policy of forced assimilation of Turkish and Muslim minorities in
communist Bulgaria), there were also the community’s voices about their own
ethnogenesis. Authors like Mehmed Dobrunski, Momchil Petrov, Petar Yapov,
Huseyn Mehmed, Nikola Churalski, Emel Balakchi, and Efrem Mollov created
more or less exotic theories about the Pomaks’ origins; some of them are not well
documented, some of them are completely fictional. They include theories about
the origin from the Arabs (who appeared in the Balkan Peninsula during the
wars against Byzantium in the 7"-10% century; the evidence would be the term
“Ahriani,” which could be translated as “the last who accepted Islam”), from the
Cumans and the Pechenegs (who invaded the region in the 10"~12'" century), from
the Thracians (as the autochthonic people of the lands), or the Bulgars (Proto-
Bulgarians - the Turkic creators of the Medieval Bulgarian state). All of these the-
ories have two characteristics in common: the manifestation of the pre-Ottoman
roots of Balkan Islam and the independence of the Pomak nationality.’”

There is also an exotic theory about the Polish origin of the Pomaks. It was
probably presented to the Bulgarian leader of the Uniate Movement, Dragan
Tsankov, by the Poles who were involved in the negotiations with the Catholic
Church in the 1850s and 1860s. According to the theory, the Pomaks were
ancestors of the 100,000 Polish soldiers captured by Turks after the siege of
Kamianets-Podilskyi in 1672, who converted to Islam because of Greek malev-
olence. The proof is supposed to be the similarity between the term “Polyak”
and “Pomak.”®

3% C. lnwkos, Tpakus npedu u cred esponeiickama goiiHa, Ilnosgus, 1922, pp. 32-35.

7 E. VIBanoBa, Mcasmusupanu banxanu, pp. 144-175; M. Todorova, op. cit., pp. 485-486;
M. Lubanska, “Pomacy,” pp. 235-236; Y. Konstantinov, “Strategies for Sustaining a Vulner-
able Identity: the Case of the Bulgarian Pomaks,” in: Muslim Identity and the Balkan States,
ed. H. Poulton, S. Taji-Farouki, London, 1997, pp. 39-40; II. Ilerpos, “Ab6cypauu Teopun,
banumoukanyy u 3abayau 3a Ipousxofa Ha ObArapuTe Moxamenany,” in: 3abnyou u danuiu-
puxayuu 3a npousxooa Ha 6vneapume moxamedaru, ed. X. T'nuescku, Codus, 2010, pp. 18-35;
E. VBaHoBa, “Vigentuunoct,” pp. 852-858; C. Tanes, “VIcTuHara 3a eTHOTeHe3uca Ha Obarapute
MoXaMeJaH! U HelfHOTO (uammdunipane B my6IMKaLUM Ha CbBPEMEHHY OBArapcKu aBTopH,”
in: 3a6nyou u ganmugurayuu, pp. 84-89; X. I'muescky, “IIpousxoxpT Ha OBATapUTEe MOXaMe-
maHM - cbBpeMeHHM amumbuxanym,” in: 3abayou u panmuduxayuu, pp. 118-121.

S. Raichevsky, op. cit., pp. 23-24; M. Lubanska, Synkretyzm, pp. 27-28; Z. Klejn, “Préby stworze-
nia polskich przyczétkéw militarno-politycznych na Balkanach w XIX w.,” Studia z Dziejow
Rosji i Europy Srodkowej, 40, 2000, pp. 14-15; C. Cranes, “Bbbnrapute moxamenann B bbarapus
U ChCefHNUTE CTpaHy,” in: VMcmopuuecka co06a Ha nomoxamedanuenume 6vneapu, ed. I1. Ilerpos,
J. Ilnmmanos, B. [Taunnos, A. Ileunnkos, Cmonsan, 2008, p. 38; A. ITamosa, I1. Bogenndapos,
op. cit., p. 81; C. PaitueBcky, “PeninayBy Ha IpUIO>KHATA €THOJIOTYS — HEHAYYHU Teopuu u da-
mduKanuy 3a Mpousxofa Ha O'birapute Moxamenany,” in: 3a6nyou u dpanwugdukayuu, p. 67.
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The Pomak identity was and is much more complicated. Ali Eminov assumes
that there are two levels: religious (as Muslim) and ethnic (as “not pure” Bulgarian).*
Later this theory was expanded. According to Mario Apostolov, there were three
levels of the Pomak identity: as members of the local, religious, and - conditionally
- Bulgarian (national, civic and/or lingual) community.** Evangelos Karagiannis
proposes six models of the Pomak identity, which refer to the assimilative pro-
cesses ongoing since the turn of the 19" and 20™ century:
1. Assimilated
a. Bulgarian Christian
b. Bulgarian secular
c. Pomak secular

2. Non-Assimilated
a. Bulgarian Muslim
b. Pomak Muslim
c. Turk*

However, in the historical perspective, there was no unified Pomak commu-
nity but many communities among which different identity paradigms played
a central role in various configurations. These paradigms include Islam, the local
community, Bulgarian language, conviction about the origin (Thracian, Greek,
Turkish, Cuman, Arabic, Slavic, etc.), citizenship (Bulgarian, Greek, Ottoman, later
also Turkish, Macedonian), as well as the modern national identity.** As a result
of the eclectic and evolving identity, almost every Balkan nation claims the right
to recognise them as part of their national community: the Slavic language links
them with Bulgarians and Macedonians, the religion with Turks; the theories about
the Christian origin and conversion to Islam could be linked with the Bulgarian,
Macedonian, and Greek ethnogenesis.** Since 1878, due to the assimilation pol-
icy pursued by the Bulgarian state (first voluntary, in some periods forced), the
Pomaks’ identity underwent subsequent transformations. Some of them accepted
the Bulgarian identity (with Orthodox Christianity or in the secular version),
some became crypto-Muslims, some backed away to the traditional identity par-
adigm, some declared themselves as Turks.* In the 19" century, compared to the
Bulgarian or Turkish population of these lands, the Pomaks demonstrated a low
sense of ethnic community (as Yulian Konstantinov says: “a dormant ethnicity”)
and the main paradigm of their identity was still religion and localism.*®

3 A. Eminov, “Social Construction,” p. 14.

4 M. Apostolov, “The Pomaks: A Religious Minority in the Balkans,” Nationalities Papers, 24,
1996, pp. 729-730.

Quoted after: A. Eminov, “Social Construction,” p. 15.

42 K. Ghodsee, op. cit., p. 22; E. ViBanosa, “Vngentuanoct,” pp. 844-851, 859-862.

4 M. Neuburger, “Pomak Borderlands: Muslims on the edge of nations,” Nationalities Papers, 28,
2000, no. 1, p. 183.

Y. Konstantinov, op. cit., p. 34.

A. Kalionski, op. cit., pp. 8-9; Y. Konstantinov, op. cit., p. 39.
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Bulgarian Turks

In the 19% century, Bulgarians were less interested in the origin of the Bulgarian
Turks, but also in this case there were some intriguing theories. Turks are the larg-
est community among the Turkic nations - they live mostly in Anatolia, where
they started to settle in the 11" century. They are mostly Sunnis, but in the past
in Bulgaria there were also some Shiites as well (known as the Alevi, Aliani or
Kazalbashi).* The Bulgarian Turks are concentrated in Dobruja and the north-east-
ern part of the country - the “Triangle” between Razgrad, Silistra, and Varna
(where 90% of the Bulgarian Muslim community lives) and in the south-eastern
parts - the vicinity of Kardzhali and Haskovo. In the 19" century, they also lived in
the west, but in more diffuse and smaller communities which started to disappear
after the creation of the Bulgarian state.”’ In 1888, there were 607,331 (19.25%)
Turks living in Bulgaria, in 1900 - 531,084 (14.18%), in 1905 - 488,988 (12.09%),
and in 1910 - 465,988 (9.63%).%8 Of course, we need to remember about the mix-
ing of the religious and ethnic categories (Muslims who did not speak Turkish
but called themselves Turks), but there are no doubts that Turks were not only
the biggest Muslim group, but also the biggest minority in the country as well.

Many Bulgarian intellectuals supported the theory that the local Turks had been
Christian Bulgarians and that Turkification had been the effect of mass and forced
assimilation carried out by the Ottoman Empire. This vision is strongly ingrained
in Bulgarian culture. The Short History of the Bulgarian-Slavic Nation (Mcmopus
80 kpamue o 6onzapckom Hapoode cnoserckom, 1792) by Spiridon Gabrovski* or
Tsarstvenik (LJapcemesenux, 1844) by Hristaki Pavlovich presented this theory
about the origin of the Bulgarian Turks.*® Konstantin Jire¢ek also supported this

46 The latter term can be translated directly as “red heads,” which referred to the characteristic hats
with 12 red stripes symbolising the 12 imams constituting the central spiritual hierarchy of the
Shiites. It was not a homogeneous community, but rather it was divided into several smaller
sects, the most famous of which were the Bektashi. The liquidation of the Janissaries Corps in
1826 was a key event for this community due to the connections of this formation with the
branch of Shiism. A few Shiite communities existed in Bulgaria until the 1930s. H. I'pamaru-
KOBa, Heopmoboxcaﬂﬂuﬂm UCTIAM 8 6b712apc1<ume 3emu. Munano u cespemenHocm, Co@wm, 2011,
pp. 20-26; V. Kapaxacan-Ywbnap, Emnuueckume manyuncmea 6 bonzapus. Vicmopus, kynmypa,
penueus, obpeder xanenoap, Codpus, 2005, p. 126; A. Eminov, “Islam and Muslims in Bulgaria:
A Brief History,” Islamic Studies, 36, 1997, no. 2-3, pp. 232-234.

V. Roudometof, op. cit., p. 128; K. Hasbpcka, boneapckama 0vpiasa u Helinume MAanyuHcmea
1879-1885, Codust 1999, pp. 7-8; P. Tackanos, op. cit., p. 15; C. Kucenunoscku, Manyurcmeama
60 Pomanuja, I'pyuja, byeapuja u Jyzocnasus, Cxomje, 2011, p. 85; Y. Konstantinov, op. cit., p. 41.
K. Upeuex, Kusamecmso boneapus, pt. 1, p. 55; Historia Bulgarii 1870-1915. Materiaty Zrédlowe
z komentarzami, vol. 3: Polityka wewnetrzna, ed. J. Rubacha, A. Malinowski, Warszawa, 2009, pp. 29-31.
Its fragment about forced Islamisation was added to various editions of the Slavic-Bulgarian His-
tory (Mcmopus cnasano6wvneapcka) written by Paisius of Hilendar - the text which symbolically
started the Bulgarian National Revival.

E. VBanoBa, Mcnamusupanu bankanu, pp. 70-71.
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idea: “The Balkan Ottomans [e.g. Turks] are not of Turkish origin, they do not
have features like them, their origin is Slavic, Albanian, Caucasian, or Armenian.”!
At the beginning of the 20" century, Lyubomir Miletich tried to prove that the
local Turks were of Bulgarian origin using the toponymies of the north-eastern
lands and the physiognomy of representatives of this community. According to
the ethnographer, the Bulgarians who used to live in this region accepted Islam
and the Turkish language during the Ottoman rule (mostly in the 17 century), or
escaped to another part of Bulgaria or Wallachia.>® Also today, Vera Mutafchieva,
who supports the theory that Islamisation in Ottoman Bulgaria was mostly vol-
untary, says that the term “ethnic Turk” in the context of the Balkan Peninsula
is logically inconsistent with regard to the actual origin of the people.”® However,
the same could be said about every Balkan ethnic or national group.

Turkish historians mostly preach the theory that the Bulgarian Turks are the
descendants of the Ottoman colonists, which is evidenced by the national unity
and close relations with the inhabitants of Anatolia. This concept was supported
by some Bulgarian authors, although for different reasons. In 1884, Marin Drinov
wrote that it was proof of the foreignness of the Turks living on the Bulgarian
lands, which was the native homeland of Bulgarians. He expressed the opinion
that the Bulgarian Turks should be removed from the north-eastern region of the
country.” There were also other theories about the non-autochthonic character-
istics of these people: in 1898, the Czech archaeologists Karel and Hermenegild
Skorpil wrote that the Turks of Deli Orman (present-day Ludogorie) could be
the ancestors of Proto-Bulgarians, so “they are more Bulgarian than Bulgarians
(Slavs) actually are.” This theory was supported by one of the most important
Polish orientalists of the first half of the 20" century - Tadeusz Jan Kowalski.>®

Current state of research

The present state of research shows that the appearance of the Muslim commu-
nity in the Balkans was linked to two processes: colonisation and Islamisation,
and one process did not exclude the other.

! K. Upeuex, Knsmecmeo Benzapus, pt. 1, p. 160; JireCek wrote that the case of the Turks of
Kardzhali was the exception - according to the Czech intellectual, they were direct descendants
of nomadic colonists. Ibid., p. 163.

JI. Munernd, Cmapomo 6wn2apcko Hacenerue 6 cesepousmouna boneapus, Codus, 1902, pp. 5-15.
% V. Mutafchieva, “The Turk, the Jew and the Gypsy,” in: Relations of Compatibility and Incompat-
ibility between Christians and Muslims in Bulgaria, ed. A. Zhelyazkova, J.S. Nielsen, J. Kepell,
Sofia, 1994, pp. 14-15.

M. IIprHoB, “VicTopuiecko OCBeT/IeHNe BbPXy CTATUCTUKATa Ha HAPOZHOCUTE B MICTOYHATA YaCT
Ha bpnarapckoro KuasxecTso,” Hepuoauuecrco cnucanue, 1884, no. 7, pp. 1-24.

B. Jlopu, Cedbama na ocmanckomo Hacnedcmeo. bvneapckama epadcka kynmypa 1878-1900,
transl. JI. Inakuesa, Codus 2002, pp. 47-48.
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The aim of the Ottoman policy of settling the Anatolian people in the Balkans
was to stabilise the Turkish rule in strategic regions. The biggest colonisation
campaign took place in the 14%-16™ century in Bulgaria, Thrace, Macedonia and
Thessaly, which had been settled by nomads (the Yuruks, among others). In the
following centuries, there was also mass colonisation of the Crimean Tatars (from
the end of the 18™ c. until the 1850s) and the Circassians (in the second half of the
19 century). In accordance with the Ottoman settlement policy, Muslims settled
mainly in towns and border areas.’® The Ottoman doctrine said that a large pop-
ulation was key to economic development, state prosperity, and effective defence
of the borders. In the Tanzimat era, the settlers were to be the foundation of the
reconstruction of the empire based on new models.”” According to the Sublime
Porte, Muslim settlement also facilitated the achievement of political goals: to
create a buffer against foreign (Russian, Austrian) expansion and to lead a more
effective fight against the hayduks and later the national liberation movements.*®
The Ottoman Migration and Settlement Decree of 1857 exemplified this concept.
It was announced that Turkey was open to everyone who wanted to be the sul-
tan’s subject and would accept the applicable laws. The Sublime Porte guaranteed
that settlers would have religious freedom, free land, tax breaks, and exemption
from military service (for 6 years in the Balkans and for 12 years in the Asian
provinces).” Some aspects of the Ottoman migration policy were positive. For
example, next to large foreign investments, immigrants were the main stimulus
for Turkish economy in 1885-1912, which marked a stable growth.®® On the other
hand, colonisation campaigns were sources of conflicts with the local Christian
population, as illustrated by the Circassian settlement. Even though the Ottoman
authorities denied that the colonisation’s purpose was to change the ethnic and

% A. Eminov, “Islam and Muslims,” pp. 210-212; Ts. Georgieva, “Migrations in the History of Mul-
tiethnicity and Multiculturalism in the Balkans (Bulgarian Sources),” in: Forced Ethnic Migrations
in the Balkans: Consequences and Rebuilding of Societies, ed. E. Popova, M. Hajdinjak, Sofia-
Tokyo, 2006, pp. 15-17; E. Pagymes, “IleMorpadcku ¥ eTHOPENTUTMO3HNU IIPOLIECH B 3aMafHUTE
Poponu npes XV-XVIII Bex,” /Tubepanen npeeneo, 2011, pt. 3, pp. 1004-1009.

7 K. Karpat, Ottoman Population 1830-1914. Demographic and Social Characteristic, London, 1985,
pp- 61-62; id., Studies on Ottoman Social, p. 322.

8 B. My4nHOB, MuzpayuoxHa noiumuxa Ha OCMAHCKAMA UMNepus 6 Gvreapckume 3emu npes
XIX sex (0o 1878 2.), Codus, 2013, pp. 227-228.

% This offer was not extended exclusively to Muslims. Among others, the Old Believers settled
in Dobruja, fleeing from Russia during the reforms of Peter the Great. After 1878, when these
lands were annexed by Romania, they fled to Turkey again, settling down in Eastern Anatolia
(later some went to the USA). K. Karpat, Ottoman Population, p. 62. Another example is the
migration of Hungarians and Poles to Turkey after the Spring of Nations (1848). The number
of the Polish immigrants is estimated at around 1,000 people, who settled mainly in Shumen,
while the Hungarian ones - at around 5,000. G. Parvev, “Polscy emigranci i spoleczenistwo
bulgarskie w latach 1849-1850,” in: Wielka Emigracja i sprawa polska a Europa (1832-1864),
ed. S. Kalembka, Torun, 1980, pp. 184-185.

0 K. Karpat, Ottoman Population, pp. 76-77.
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religious composition of the region in favour of Muslims and to make Christians
emigrate, this was how the local population perceived the policy of settlement.®!

There is no doubt that the ethnogenesis of Muslims in Bulgarian lands was also
linked with Islamisation. The Bulgarian historian Evgeni Radushev divided the the-
ories about the conversions into two groups: (1) the mythological-revival theories,
linked with light literature used to create national narratives (not only Bulgarian,
but Serbian and Greek as well) and (2) the social-economic theories, which were
based on actual analyses of Ottoman documents.®? The current state of historical
knowledge shows that the Islamisation which led to the creation of the Muslim
community in the Balkans had a mostly voluntary character linked with material
and social benefits. Of course, during the crises in the Balkan Peninsula, there
were cases of forced conversions, but they had a secondary significance in the
process of forming the Islamic community. The only official and state-supported
form of forced Islamisation was linked to the devshirme — there are estimates that
a total of 200,000 boys were converted into Janissaries during the Ottoman rule.®?
But the “blood tax” became limited in the second half of the 16" century and was
abolished in the 1630s or 1640s. One theory says that the biggest number of con-
versions occurred among the Bogomils - members of the neo-Gnostic sect which
was popular among Bulgarians during the Second Tsardom. Islam was a chance
for the Bogomiils to escape from social isolation and persecution of the Orthodox
Church. There are analogous theories about the origin of the Bosniaks — in Bosnia
the Bogomil sect was also widespread. The theory is not strongly reflected in the
sources, but it has an important place in the Bulgarian historical consciousness.®

Conclusion

Ethnogenesis theories played an important role in the Balkans. The most important
contemporary conflicts in the region, the Serbian-Albanian conflict about Kosovo
or the recently ended one between Greece and North Macedonia, in some way
concentrated on the issue of origin and the question of who had lived on these
territories first. The same problems are linked to the Muslims in Bulgaria - the
theories about the Bulgarian origin of the Pomaks and Turks were an impor-

tant part of narratives prevailing during the forced assimilation campaigns in

61 “Tlo BanmTe M KaliMaKaHuTe Ha Bumuw, Tymua, Bapha, Pasrpan, Pyce, TepHOBO, KiocTenmxka n
Ilymen, 30.04.1861,” in: Joxkymenmu u3 mypckume 0vpiasHu apxusu, pt. 1: 1564-1872, ed. and
transl. IT. Topes, Codust, 1940, pp. 40-405.

2 E. Pagywes, op. cit., pp. 996-1003.

% A. Minkov, Conversion to Islam in the Balkans: Kisve Bahasi petitions and Ottoman Social Life,
1670-1730, Leiden-Boston, 2004, p. 67.

8 E. VIBanoBa, Mcasmusupanu Banxanu, pp. 22-26; K. Karpat, Studies on Turkish Politics and Soci-
ety, Leiden-Boston, 2004, p. 525; Zs. Bottlik, “Geographical and historical aspects of the situation
of Muslim population in the Balkans,” Hungarian Geographical Bulletin, 58 (4), 2009, p. 262.
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the 20" century: during the Balkan Wars, Second World War, and Communist
Regime. Discussions on this subject started with the formation of modern nations
in the Balkans in the 19" century. Compared with the present state of research,
forced Islamisation was then considered to be crucial for the formation of Muslim
communities in the Bulgarian lands. However, these visions were not based on
actual historical research; some of them were linked to 19'"-century falsifications.
Recent detailed studies of Ottoman archival materials have showed that the process
had a different character. Voluntary conversions did not fit the Romantic visions
dominant in the 19" century: narratives about the “Turkish yoke,” the suffering
of the Christian nation, and oppression suffered at the hands of Muslim barbari-
ans. The most absurd theories about the Muslim origin, such as Cuman or Arabic
ancestors, were created more recently, but the population was already linked with
Proto-Bulgarians in the 19" century. Both in the 19" and the following century,
formulated theories often did not attempt to search for the truth about the past,
but were linked to narratives of national unity and - in some circumstances — used
to justify assimilation campaigns. Until today, some Bulgarian authors support
the theory that Bulgarian Turks and Pomaks are just Bulgarians “whose national
identity is benighted by Islam.”®
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