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 As is commonly known, Greece and Turkey share a long and often troubled history. 
Since the Greek independence in 1822 conflicts have arisen and relations have seen many 
ups and downs. In the past couple of years tensions seem to have been fading. The 
prevailing stereotype is that Greeks and Turks mutually dislike one another due to 
historical, religious and cultural disputes. This paper tries to illuminate the current Greek 
sentiment towards the Turks through firstly a survey, secondly some background research 
and thirdly through interviews conducted in Greece with certain political figures and social 
agencies. This paper does not aim to break or make any stereotypes, as it does not function 
to reach a general conclusion on the topic. It's sole aim is to shed some light on issues 
concerning the Greek perception of Turks. 
 

 Before commencing with the analysis of the information found and data collected, 
through the survey and interviews a disclaimer is in place on the representativeness of the 
data used and the possible conclusions reached. Is should also be noted that the selecting 
of the material that is analyzed for the reader is a privilege preserved solely to the writers 
of the paper. In this paper, the emphasis will be on the rise of the middle ground, rather 
than focussing on the extremes. This certainly does not imply the complete absense of 
extreme thoughts and responses. However, for the purpose of the paper, the majority of 
the analysis will take the middle ground into account, but not focus on those extremes.  
  

 Surveys and their derived data come with limitations. The data collected in this 
survey falls under this category as well. In an attempt to provide as much ease for the 
respondents as possible many of the questions were narrowed down to either yes or no 
options. This is limiting in the respondents options since most questions could not be 
boiled down to such close-ended answers. For this reason a third 'paragraph' option was 
also provided for personal answers and more developed responses. Some distinct 
limitations need to be highlighted before the essay moves into a more indepth analysis of 
the responses. The first limited that should be noted is that, even though the survey was 
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open to all age categories, the bulk of the responses were from people aged 15-25, 
constituting around 76% of the replies. The remaining answers are for about 20% of the 
age category of 26-45 and only 3% of the respondents was aged over 46. A second item to 
notice, which is likely to be connected the age issue as well, is that the far majority of the 
respondents were students, around 55%. The second largest category are those employed 
by the state, consisting of around 15%. Another two important distinctions are that 
between gender and type of schooling. The majority of replies were from people who 
attended public school, some 85%, the remaining 15% attended private schooling. The 
gender distribution of those who participated in the survey was the most neatly divided, a 
ratio of 55% female to 45% male.  

 Now that our sample has been identified the paper will move into a more in depth 
analysis on the responses collected. The first part of the analysis will focus on the specific 
case of the religious minorities and analyze more into depth the seemingly self-
contradictory answers which are not uncommon in the paper. The second part will 
highlight the larger trends that were found in the responses, presenting the overal data 
collected and identifying the major lines of thought and the clearest correlations between 
different sets of answers. The last part of the paper will try and incorporate all the data into 
one coherent idea on what can be observed throughout the survey and on the issue as on 
the whole.  

 One of the special cases concerning Greco-Turkish sentiment is the issue of 
minorities. The Lausanne Treaty stands central to this issue as it, to this day, regulates and 
justifies many Greek policies. (As it is referenced in every mention of the Greek Muslim 
minority of Western Thrace) The treaty is also central in assigning the position of the 
Orthodox minority of Istanbul. Over the decades different policies have been adopted 
either against or in favor of these minorities by either governments. The policies were often 
adopted on the basis of reciprocity. This fact raises questions since, the Muslims in 
Western Thrace are considered Greek citizens, which would indicate that they observe the 
same status as any other Greek. On the other side of the water, the Orthodox Christians are 
Turkish citizens. This idea of reciprocity is therefore solely based on religion as stated in 
the Lausanne Treaty and not on the nationality or the personal identity of these minorities. 
Due to the vague nature and rather undefined idea's of this issue we decided to put the 
question of identification of these minorities to the Greek people in the survey. The results 
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were very mixed, to say the least. Interestingly enough, 38% of the respondents answered 
that they believed that the Muslims of Western Thrace were in fact Turks. This being 
officially denied by the state as being true, yet implicity treating them as such at times, 
makes for an interesting mix. Even more interesting is to see that exactly the same 
percentage (38%) responded that the Orthodox Christians of Istanbul were in fact Greeks. 
This clear division of answers, producing the same proportion on either side proves how 
divided the people of Greece are on this issue, but also how unclear this issue of 
identification really is. 

 To develop this point further we analyzed each respondent's answer to both 
questions, to discover whether people were coherent in their identification of minorities 
with respective nationalities or if their identification changed depending on the minority 
concerned. What we found is that about 80% of those who indicated Orthodox to be 
Greeks said that Muslims were Turks. This means that a large majority was coherent in 
their answers and identified both minorities in the same way. It should be noted however 
that a large part of the responses was not close-ended. Many people indicated that it was 
difficult to choose an identification and that “one should ask them”. Others said that only 
some sections of the minorities could be identified in such a way and again others said that 
it is really a religious matter and that this cannot be directly linked to national 
identification.  

 Two responses that are interesting to highlight, not necessarily because they are 
representative of the general response, but more because of their intriguing individual 
answers. The first response comes from a male between the age of 26-45 who attended 
public schooling and is currently an employee. His response stands out mainly due to its 
seemingly contradictory nature. The first word that he associated to the notion of Turk was 
'genocide'. Most likely this is due to a historical connection that the respondent made 
between the Turkish and Greek history. On the question of whether Greece was under 
military threat of Turkey the person responded with 'yes'. As so far, the negative word 
association and the perception of being under threat do not seem to oppose one-another. 
What raised our attention however is that the respondent answered that he expected to be 
treated in a 'friendly' manner once in Turkey. When analyzing the response even further, 
more of these interesting doubled answers arise. According to the respondent the biggest 
similitude between Turks and Greeks is 'romance', and he said that he could see himself in 
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a romantic relationship with a Turk. From the last three responses it could be argued that 
the person does not hold any personal grudge against turks, as would be indicated as well 
by the fact that the respondent believes that Turks and Greeks hating each other is a 
stereotype. However, the person does feel militarily threatened by Turkey, does relate 
negative sentiment and responded that he did feel offended by the Ottoman history and 
personally affected by Cyprus issue. From these seemingly contradictory answers a 
division might be drawn between the human-relations aspect and the political link 
between the two countries. Yet, on this particular question the response was 'no', meaning 
that he believes a distinction cannot be made. 

 Answers like the above are not uncommon in the survey. Some responses are clearly 
mixed in their sentiments either favorable or unfavorable towards the Turks. Seemingly 
contradictory, however not in all aspects. This can be illustrated by a response from a 
female, 15-25 who attended public school and is currently a student. As with the previous 
case the answer to whether Greece was under military threat was 'yes', yet she did expect to 
be treated 'good' if she would go to Turkey. She can also imagine herself in a relationship 
with a Turk, yet on the other hand she feels that there are unsettled taboos between the 
two nations, that through media hostility can be felt from Turkey towards Greece and that 
the stereotype that Greeks and Turks 'hate' each other is true. Contradictory to this she 
does not feel that this statement should be proven wrong. As with the previous response, 
the answer seems again all mixed up between personal sentiment and the perspective of 
politics and history. The difference being that this person did agree on the fact that politics 
and history should be distinguished from human level relations. 

 In general we found that the resentment against the Ottoman Empire was 
considerable in the results we encountered; answers including “brutality towards Greeks” 
(through words as “genocide”, “massacre”) and the wide-spread belief that “Greek 
occupation by Ottoman Empire held back development in the region”. However, the 
rationality in the responses can be illustrated by the following respondent's answer. The 
person said “I feel hatred towards Ottoman Empire because of their cruelty towards 
people” but also answered that there should be a distinction made between history and 
human relations today. This would argue that we cannot strictly say that sentiments of 
historical offense directly influence the human relationship, nor can we state the opposite. 
The fact that respondents distinguish between the politics/history can the human level 
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relations would argue for a rational, middle way approach. The question that helped us get 
a hold of this feeling of resentment was: “Do you feel personally offended by history 
between Ottoman Empire and Greece?”. Responses included spot on “yes”and 
“no”answers, as well as ones who specified their offense through the “brutality of the 
Ottoman Empire”. One respondent made a distinction between his “person” and his 
identity as a “Hellen citizen”; arguing that the latter does indeed incite in him a sense of 
offense while looking back in history. Regardless, once again it seems that the middle 
ground response prevails in the totality of the answers, despite marginal answers which 
argue that “Greece would have done the same were they in the Ottomans' place”.  The 
most common response however, was that “Greeks feel more at the fragile side of the 
conflict. We are the ones who feel offended and victimized.”even though “Both sides did 
many wrongs and I get very angry when either side assumes the role of the victim.”, as 
states one respondent.  

 The initial most notable outcome of the data collected through the survey is that the 
prevailing sentiment in Greek society towards anything “Turkish” does not tend to the 
extreme. The middle ground shows the most significant statistical presence; the far 
negative and far positive remaining exceptions to the general tendency. Isolating all 
variables other than age, respondents between ages 15-25 are observed to have chosen 
more moderate and rationalized answers to survey questions. This is important, for it is 
this generation who will work on the maintenance of a new era of relations between Turkey 
and Greece; consequently between Turks and Greeks.   

 It is interesting to note that - keeping in mind that the conventional image of dislike 
is usually related and justified through reference to older generations– the 46+ age range 
fits into this tendency as well. According to our data and our interviews with the retired 
military officers in Athens, the generations who witnessed and/or actively took part in the 
crises between the two countries are shifting away from a blind and aggressive nationalism 
towards a more rationalized, more moderate perception of how relations should be and 
have been in the past. Contrastingly, among younger military/police force members a 
trend can be observed towards more extreme points of view; with for instance pejorative 
words being the first words that come to mind, high percentage of belief in current military 
threat from Turkey and the expectation of a negative reception if they were to visit Turkey. 
Perhaps there could be, in this case, a combined correlation between their military 
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education and the statistics that show that in most cases, their lack of interaction with any 
Turks. 

 
 This shift towards what could be considered as a more moderate approach to the 
conflicting relations between the two societies in all levels of the population, manifests 
itself in the results of several survey questions. The first one of these was “How would you 
expect to be treated as a Greek in Turkey?” and related to this, “If you have already been to 
Turkey, has the image in your mind of the country and its peoples changed in any way?”. 
Out of all the respondents, 35% has been to Turkey before. We found that 25% of the 
respondents did not have any fixed expectations before visiting Turkey. Out of those who 
did visit, only one person replied by saying that the visit “created a worse view”, although 
some mentioned negative incidents they lived as a part of their visit to Turkey. 73% of 
those who visited said their vision changed positively following their visit. (i.e. “ my view 
changed instantly when I went there; I felt closer to them.”) One stated that the trip made 
them believe a quote she had heard before: “Greeks have their mind to the West and their 
heart to the East”.  
  
 However interestingly enough 12% of the respondents in the 15-25 age range 
expected to be treated in a negavite manner. (i.e. “bad”, “with prejudice”, “racialist”, “I 
wouldn't expect an extraordinary treatment because they envy us”). The most recurring 
expectations were those of either neutral reception (38%, i.e. “normal”, “like I deserve to”, 
“like every other European visitor”, “nothing special”) and even positive reception (49%, 
i.e. “friendly”, “kindly”, “as a friend”, “as a Turkish mate”, “with respect and warmth”, 
“with genuine friendliness”, “with hospitality”). A notable detail to be distinguished is that 
a big number of the respondents made the distinction that their visits consisted of Istanbul 
and the West Coast of Turkey; not giving them authority to judge the behavior of Eastern 
Turks or the entirety of the nation.  
   
 With regards to the totality of the responses that were received, one could easily 
argue for a correlation between the sentiment of cultural familiarity between the two 
peoples and the expectation of a welcoming reception. The fact that there were no empty or 
negative responses for the question “What do you feel is the biggest similitude between 
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Turks and Greeks?” shows that the sample group recognizes that there are common values 
which may be interpreted as a ground for warmth and affiliation. According to our 
respondents, the similitudes included: 

◦ “Love for tradition” and “Importance given to family” 

◦ “Food” 

◦ “Great historic past” and “Pride of origin” 

◦ “Highly politicized countries” with “The high USA and European 
influence on domestic and foreign policy of governments”; “Rendering 
developments between the two countries out of their control” 

◦ “Loudness” and “Stubbornnes” 

◦ “Welcomingness” and “Warm blood that runs through our veins” 

◦ “Has an opinion for everything – most of the times wrong” 

◦ “At hard times remembers the importance of simple and valuable things” 

◦ “Pleasure driven from spending day drinking coffee” 

◦ “Works as a dog” 

◦ “Attitude towards life, reactions to situations” 

◦ “Similar words and expressions that have translations in both languages” 

◦ “Same national temper” 
 
 The main differences that were felt by the respondents constituted of: 

 
◦ “Religion” 
◦ “Right-wing faction” and “Conservatism” 
◦ “Mistakes of politicians created a gap” 
◦ “Civilization” and “Language” 
◦ “Country being very diverse in Turkey” 
◦ “Way of living, development” 
◦ “Big difference between rich and poor” 
◦ “Economy now” 
◦ “Open-mindedness” 
◦ “Fanatic/traditional because Islam is oppressing” 
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 Looking into the aspects listed as “similarities”, it can be observed that they bring 
together cultural, culinary, behavioral and traditional values with historic and political 
ones. This resemblance that covers numerous domains of life is perhaps over-simplified by 
one respondent as “Turkey is Greece; but more organized and Muslim”. On one hand, the 
fact that both countries identify not only themselves but also one another as the “muppets 
of the West” seems interesting, for it produces a third party to be “blamed”for past 
mistakes. In as highly politicized countries as they both are, connecting the two on a 
political tendency level should not be overlooked. On the other hand,from a psychological 
point of view, family, kitchen and tradition could conceivably be grouped as the primary 
features that make up “culture” as used in everyday conversation. The fact that the 
prevailing  answer on “difference” for the respondents has been “language”, “religion” and 
“conservatism” could be interpreted in several ways. Initially, we see that respondents who 
unite the two countries through “culture” distinguish them through “religion”. 
Consequently, one can argue that consciously or not, the effect of religion is perceived as 
something separated from “culture”. In that case, two societies who have completely 
different religious identities and who come from “clashing civilizations” as Braudel argues, 
could still have a common culture. This idea could be a justification for the fact that other 
than the 26% who stated that they “do not care about identities in relationships”, 43% of 
our respondents can imagine themselves in a romantic relationship with a Turk. However 
intrestingly enough, one precision is made in several cases: “only if they are Christian”. 
The argument for this condition stems from the idea that Islam is “a force that keeps 
Turkey more “oppressed” and “backward”” than Greece, who has more open-minded and 
liberal tendencies. Once again it is notable in the answers that the division between 
Western and Eastern Turkey is made, with the East perceived as more close-minded and 
with lower living standards, which is factually correct. Another accurate commentary we 
noted was that it is a country with “Muslim and Eastern oriented evidence with growing 
economy as a European facade”. These observations of visitors and non-visitors could 
indicate knowledge of the dynamics of the region, although the sources of this knowledge 
can not be explicity traced through this survey. An important note to make at this point is 
that cultural familiarity is not necessarily something people want to be faced with every 
day. This sentiment can be illustrated through the observed responses on the question on 
Turkish TV series. We find that, despite the fact that 35% of the respondents watch at least 
one of the Turkish TV series on Greek TV; 47% are disturbed by their daily screening. 



Unfinished Print   

Babel Initiative   10/10 

 As unserious as it comes to the ear, food is a very important aspect for both societies 
when it comes to self identification and defining culture; as well as being very controversial 
in Greco-Turkish relations. Many traditional recipes are present in both Greek and Turkish 
kitchens (some even in Levantine cuisine). Understanding what these three different areas 
have in common, inevitably leads to the long period of Ottoman domination, bringing 
about the diffusion and interaction of numerous cultural trends in all regions of the 
Empire, including Anatolia, Greece, Thrace and the Levant. Regardless, 'what belongs to 
whom' is an ongoing debate to this day, with both parties getting 'offended' when what is 
believed to be 'intrinsic' to one culture is attributed to the 'other'. “Tzaziki-Cacik”, 
“Kourabiyedes-Kurabiye”, “Loukoum-Lokum”, “Burekes-Borek” are examples of shared 
foods that demonstrate how even the names of these recipes are phonetically similar in 
both kitchens. The example that stands out the most in this particular culinary discussion 
is the unsharable “baklava”. (which occurred the most as answer for both questions) When 
asked to identify the traditional foods of either country and whether or not Turks have 
'taken' recipes from the Greek kitchen and made it their own, our sample group gave a 
variety of responses. Among those who chose to identify “baklava” as a traditional food, 
58% concidered it to be a Greek recipe, whereas 42% marked it as a Turkish one. As 
opposed to responding in a close-ended manner that state either “yes, they have” or “no, 
it's actually the opposite”, what came out from the statistics was the grey area between 
'what belongs to whom' through responses as “we just share this part of our culture; we 
have the same cuisine and we started all of it together”, “we lived together for 400 years, 
can anybody say who came up with the first idea?” and “attributing food to nations 
should have its limits”. These answers also could be interpreted as a reaction to 
stereotypical questions that frequently arise in discussions on Greco-Turkish relations. 
Hence, they perhaps carry the frustration of people who believe that differences are over-
emphasized and that cultural issues don't necessarily need to produce as distinct a division 
as owners of the question expect to hear. 
 
 As terminology matters in the treatment of highly sensitive subjects, we wanted to 
dedicate a part of the questionnaire to investigate whether a consensus exists in society 
over which term means what; for we believe that such unclarity could lead to unsought 
offenses and/or misunderstandings. A melange of appellations could lead to forms of 
miscommunication, henceforth leading to the reinforcement of already existing 
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stereotypes. Therefore, we first asked our respondents if they distinguished between the 
Ottoman Empire and Turkey, looking back in history. Secondly, we informed whether in 
their opinion, a distinction should be made between politics/history and human level 
relations. These questions were aimed at trying to understand if a Turk today would be 
regarded with a negative initial approach for his/her identity, due to a pejorative memory 
of events that took place under the Ottoman Empire, for example. 
 
 From the results obtained 63% of the respondents make a distinction between the 
Ottoman Empire and Turkey, 22% don't, and 15% “try to, depending on the situation”. In 
response to the second question we found that 69% believe that a distinction should be 
made between politics/history and human level relations, whereas 11% answered that this 
distinction is not needed. Some notable answers as to why a distinction should not be 
made were: “Most of the time political decisions directly affect human relations” and “ 
Politics and history form people and their attitude”. Upon a more in depth analysis of this 
particular issue we find that, from the people who distinguish between Ottoman Empire 
and Turkey, 86% believe that there are still unsettled taboos between Greece and Turkey.  
A specific case, which has always been a controversial issue, is that of Cyprus. When asked 
about the impact of the Cyprus issue – being one of the most current and vexed schisms 
between the two countries – 55% responded that the Turkish attitude on this conflict was 
deeply influential on their sentiments towards the country and the society, whereas 30% 
stated the contrary. One clearly exprimed that the Cyprus issue “affects [his] vision on both 
Greek and Turkish governments as opposed to societies” 
 
 From these answers we could argue that the majority of the respondents do in fact 
distinguish between the Ottoman Empire and Turkey, and believe that politics and history 
should be distinct from human level relations. This observation could lead on to argue 
futher that current Greco-Turkish relations are truly based more on contemporary issues 
rather than historical ones, as also indicated by the fact that a larger percentage of Greeks 
believe that there are still unsettled taboos between Greece and Turkey, than between 
Greece and the Ottoman Empire.  
 
 Education is another factor which we found to be significantly correlated to the 
responses of those surveyed. Education forms the mind and shapes peoples attitudes 
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towards certain issues, especially historical and societal ones. We observed a recurring 
correlation between public school graduates and negative responses within the survey. (i.e. 
83% of those who said that Greece is under military threat are from public schools) When 
asked if during their education they felt a hostile tonality towards Turkey in the teaching of 
Greek history, 40% of public school graduates responded “yes”; some distinguishing 
between “hostility” and “persistence on certain issues”. One respondent stated that “In 
schools, I had a feeling of Turkey as a threat. In university, I read myself and found out it 
wasn't the case.” 22% of the respondents said that they did not feel any hostile tonality in 
the curriculum. Among this group, there was a significant number of respondents who 
justified the possible presence of such hostility, while stating the lack of it. They argued 
that the “brutality of the Ottoman Empire” and the mentality of nation building would 
justify for such a tone, despite their judgement that there isn't any. They held that “many 
people could be affected [by their history education] but not because of the way history is 
taught, because of Ottoman cruelty”. It should be also noted at this point that not only 
history classes but also media play a large role in the possible shaping of negative images of 
Turkey. 64% answered that they feel a hostile tonality from Turkey towards Greece 
through Greek media, self-critiquing (as on numerous matters throughout the survey) that 
Greek and Turkish media give different importance to the same piece of news most of the 
time, (“something that you see on page 1 of a Greek newspaper you might see on page 8 
in Turkey). Regardless, education always stands out as a key variable with regards to 
perception of politics and human relations today as in any other time and it could be one of 
the many reasons why a stereotype of dislike between the two societies still finds ground. 

 Interaction plays another key role in reshaping the view of “the other”. Respondents 
who have never been to Turkey, neither have acquaintances of Turkish origin are more 
inclined to believe that the Turkish state could possibly pose a military threat to the Greek 
state today. The reciprocal approach of the assumptions about the mentality of “the other” 
adds to the intensity of the relationship between two nations. Without any actual contact, 
either on economic-level, human/cultural-level or political-level, the public opinion is 
bound by controversial statements of the mass media stemming from preset suppositions 
with or without justified grounds. 55% of the respondents already have friends and 
acquaintances of Turkish origin which means a contact to certain extent already exists. 
Especially during the current economic turmoil in Greece, as the Minister of Foreign 
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Affairs, Mr. Avramapoulos affirmed during our interview, just very recently almost 40 new 
economic treaties have been signed between two countries albeit that 75% of the Greek 
people do not believe the Turkish state is helping them financially. Thus perhaps more 
steps and especially political compromises could be made for the sake of these two nations; 
so close yet so apart.  

 Coming to the most striking question of the survey, and the reason why we 
conducted it in the first place: "Do you believe that Turks and Greeks not liking each other 
is a correct statement?" and "If this is a stereotype, do you feel that it should be proven 
wrong?". 43% of all respondents stated that in fact, this is a stereotype. 14% on the other 
hand, confirmed that they believe that Turks and Greeks do not like each other. Out of the 
people who believe that this is a stereotype, 65% said it should be proven wrong. 22% said 
they did not care if it's done so or not. The remaining 13% argued that it is a stereotype 
however there is no reason to work against it, for "it is a stereotype but it is not wrong in 
every aspect" or "it's a feeling by some Greeks, it's not a prevailing one, thus not 
necessary to prove wrong". Another correction to be made by the respondents was that 
"Greeks can like Turks but most of them still don't like Turkey as a country". One concern 
that was raised was "proven wrong, but to who?". Some answers claimed that the 
necessity of refuting the stereotype "depends on what the audience would be; for the 
western world I wouldn't care but if it's gonna aim at strengthening the relationship of 
the two peoples absolutely yes". Quite strikingly, 25% of the people who confirmed that 
there's mutual dislike between Turks and Greeks, stated that the stereotype should be 
proven wrong regardless. 

 Looking at the many different responses and points of views that we obtained on 
questions we found significant in understanding the Greek sentiment towards the Turks, 
we were able to derive several conclusions. The first one being that respondents themselves 
often seem unclear on their stance with regards to different issues concerning the Greco-
Turkish relations. They may be very positive on one aspect of the issue, yet cross out the 
rationally compatible response to their previous attitude on the next one. If anything, what 
we came to find is that feelings and ideas vary significantly across all ages and genders. 
Taking this into account, we deduce that just like in all matters concerning collective 
memory and human relations, generalizing statements should be avoided. In fact, we 
believe that sweeping statements as such are a contributing factor of great importance to 
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the reinforcement of stereotypes regarding the relations between two nations; possibly 
leading to a vicious cycle of prejudices based on fallacies. As a matter of fact we believe that 
a certain frustration can be sensed in the subtext of many responses that we got in our 
survey. This perhaps is a reaction against the recurring, pre judgmental questions that 
arose in any context where the Greco-Turkish relations are subject of discussion, which 
oversimplify the relations between Turks and Greeks by constantly emphasizing outdated 
debates about either too sensitive or completely void issues. What's utmost striking is that 
in our personal experience, it's neither of the actual parties who sit on the table with such 
concerns or curiosities in mind; it's the third party, who acts upon the already existing 
stereotypes and thus contributes once again to the cycle previously mentioned. Therefore, 
one could argue that our initial take on what the stereotype is has been incomplete all 
along.  

 What we came to find is that the prejudgements that linger in the corner of the mind 
of a Greek person about a Turk, is remarkably different than the ones that the exterior 
observer would assume. The mutual dislike, under such categorization, would fit under the 
predetermined supposition of a foreigner who perhaps have never seen a Greek and a Turk 
interact before. On the other hand, the stereotype of the "other" creating a gap between the 
two neighbors is a product of a collective memory that has been accumulating reciprocal 
resentment for long years. What's remarkable about this survey is that it shows the 
willingness of people to make a distinction between this collective memory and the 
individual one each person has yet to form. With this in mind, also based upon the 
interviews conducted and our personal experience in Greece, we would argue that the 
Greek society seem to have a more moderate, if not simply neutral stance on the issue of 
Greco-Turkish relations than the widespread stereotype would predict. In our encounters 
with numerous political and religious figures in Athens, we got the chance to come across a 
wide spectrum of positions with regards to this issue; varying from SYRIZA MP's who take 
a more peaceful stand to the President of LAOS, who expressed extremely negative views 
on Turkey as a country and on the Turkish as a nation. Extreme poles have existed in all 
societies, at all points of time. Regardless, in the case of Greek sentiment towards Turkey 
and Turks, we believe that it's the middle ground that prevails and this becomes all the 
more visible in the responses given by the younger generation, consisting of respondents 
aged 15-25. 
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 To conclude, we believe that the final word to be said on this matter is a quote from 
one of our respondents (male, retired army captain, age 65; has fought in Cyprus); 

 

 "We grew up together. They are a part of us, we are a part of them. We should be 
together against others. If we go to Turkey, they give us a place to stay, kind, have 
culture. Nice people. No problem with us, politics is the problem." 
 


