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PREFACE 

In 1901 Ellen Maria Stone, an American missionary in 

Macedonia, was kidnapped and held for ransom by members of 

the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organization. This 

was one of the first important episodes in the diplomatic 

relations between the United States and the Ottoman Empire. 

Occurring at a tirae when the United States was just emerging 

as a recognized world power, the incident contained the 

potential to be of great importance in the development of 

United Statevi' policy in regard to the Ottoman Empire in 

particular and the Balkan states in general. 

The Stone kidnapping has been mentioned in various 

pieces of historical writing, both those concerning the 

diplomatic nistory of the United States and those concerning 

the conditions and rivalries on the Balkan peninsula prior 

to World War I. Some of the more general studies which make 

reference to the case include Samuel Flagg Bemis' The; Ameri

can SccretarieG cf State and Their Diplomacy, and Alfred L. 

P. Dennis' Adventures in American Diplomacy, 1896-1906. 

Other works, more specific in scope, include Christ 

Anastasoff's Tha Tragic Peninsula: A History of the Mace

donian Movement for Independence Since 1878; John A. 
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DeNovo's American Interests and Policies in the Middle East, 

1900-1939; Joseph L. Grabill's Protestant Diplomacy and the 

Near East: Missionary Influence on American Policy, 1810-

1927; and W.W. Hall's unpublished doctoral dissertation, 

written at Yale University, "The American Board in Bulgaria: 

A Study in Purpose and Procedure." These works, however, 

each treat the case only briefly or they emphasize only one 

element of the incident. There does not exist in any book, 

monograph, or journal article, an in depth study of the 

Stone kidnapping and its ramifications. The purpose of this 

thesis is, therefore, to provide a detailed examination of 

the kidnapping within its Balkan framework, and an analysis 

of its effects on the situation in Macedonia and of the 

diplomacy of the case. 

Several sources have been particularly valuable in 

providing information on the various aspects of the affair. 

H.N. Brailsford, Macedonia: Its Races and Their Future, 

Robert W. Seton-Watson, The Rise of Nationality in the 

Balkans, and Leften Stavrianos, The Balkans Since 1453, have 

all provided excellent background material on the Macedonian 

problems. The Foreign Relations series published by the 

United States Department of State has provided much informa

tion on the general diplomatic handling of the case. Two 

articles written in 1902 for McClure's have been invaluable 

sources of inforr:ation concerning the capture and captivity 

IV 



in particular. These are "Six Months Among Brigands," by 

Miss Stone, and "Born Among Brigands," by Mrs. Tsilka, 

Miss Stone's companion in captivity. Frederick Moore's The 

Balkan Trail provided information on the unique method of 

ransom payment involved in the case, and Albert Sonnichsen's 

Confessions of a Macedonian Bandit supplied an interesting 

look at the case from the standpoint of a brigand. Most 

importantly, the Charles Monroe Dickinson Papers, 18 97-1923, 

a manuscript collection located at the Library of Congress, 

has been the basic source of information on the details of 

the diplomacy of the incident. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE MACEDONIA IMBROGLIO 

In 1901 an incident took place in the Macedonian 

province of the Ottoman Empire which involved the United 

States, at least temporarily, in one of the most complicated 

problems ever to arise from the troubled Balkan peninsula. 

This incident, the abduction and six-month captivity of an 

American missionary. Miss Ellen Stone, stationed in Mace

donia, involved the American missionaries and the United 

States government more closely than ever before in the 

tumultuous question of the national aspirations cf the 

peoples of the Balkan countries in regard to pre-World War I 

European Turkey. 

Although this incident was of the utmost importance 

to the United States, such events were certainly not the 

sole problem in the Balkans. This peninsula, often called 

the "powder-keg of Europe" by modern historians, owed much 

of its disrepute to the roles played by the various Balkan 

nations immediately preceding World War I. The title, how

ever, could find no less of a basis in the internal problems 

and agitations which plagued these countries throughout the 

nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. From 1804 until 



1878 the peninsula remained in turmoil as the awakening 

Balkan nationalities attempted to win their independence 

from the Ottoman Empire. By 1878 Serbia, Greece, Rumania, 

Montenegro, and Bulgaria were either autonomous or indepen

dent states. But the violence did not end here. Intermit

tent uprisings continued in those areas still held in full 

bondage by the Turks, and in 1885 and 1913 the nev/ly created 

Balkan states fought among themselves. The instability and 

turbulence of this area affected not only its ov/n inhabi

tants, but because its position in Europe made it vital to 

the interests of Russia and Austria-Hungary as well as the 

Turkish Empire, all Europe eventually felt the repercussions 

of the Balkan clashes. 

Among the rivalries which kept the Balkan countries 

agitated and warring for almost forty years one conflict 

surpassed all others, the rivalry between Serbia, Greece, 

and Bulgaria for control of Macedonia. While the Ottoman 

Empire fought against all three Balkan states in an attempt 

to maintain possession of its last major territory in 

Europe, Greece, Bulgaria, and Serbia struggled with both the 

Empire and with each other to determine how Macedonia would 

be divided once it was liberated from Ottoman control. It 

was this struggle for hegemony in Macedonia which eventually 

led to the direct intervention and involvement of the 

European Great Powers. This same situation made possible 



the kidnapping incident which temporarily drew the United 

States into the entanglement. An examination of the ele

ments which combined to make the Macedonian question a 

problem of such great complexity is basic to an understand

ing of the conditions which prevailed in Macedonia in the 

early twentieth century, and which provided the opportunity 

for American involvement in an area of the world considered 

remote from the vital interests of the United States. 

Although the exact boundaries of Macedonia were 

disputed throughout the nineteenth and early twentieth cen

turies, Macedonia was generally recognized as the central 

part of European Turkey before the changes caused by the 

Balkan wars of 1912 and 1913. This area included the terri

tory around and to the north of the city of Salonica, con

sisting of the Turkish provinces of Salonica, Monastir, and 

Kossovo. These provinces extended from the Mesta River in 

the east to Lake Ochrid in the west, and between the Aegean 

Sea in the south and the mountains of the Sar Planina and 
2 

Kara Dagh in the north. Although mountainous and infertile 

in many areas, this region also included the valleys of the 

Leften S. Stavrianos, The Balkans Since 1453 (New 
York: Holt, Rinehart, and Winston, 1958), p. 517. Here
after cited as Stavrianos, The Balkans. 

2 
H.C. Darby, et al., A Short History of Yugoslavia: 

From Early Times to 1966 (Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 1966) , p. r3 5. Hereafter cited as Darby, History of 
Yugoslavia. 



Vardar and Struma Rivers and broad coastal plains along the 

northern portions of the Aegean Sea. Macedonia's greatest 

economic value was based on the agricultural value of these 

fertile valleys and plains. Crops included corn, wheat and 
3 

other grains, tobacco, fruits, and vegetables. The raising 

of sheep, goats, and pigs was widespread throughout the 

entire region. 

In this setting it was not surprising that the 

majority of Macedonia's approximately two million inhabi

tants at the turn of the century v/ere peasants engaged in 
4 

some form of agriculture. These peasants, in some cases 

because of the lack of fertile land and in other cases 

because of the oppressive Turkish taxes, v/ere usually poor, 
5 

existing in mud huts and living mainly on bread. 

Although Macedonia remained mainly agricultural in 

the early twentieth century, it did have several important 

cities. Chief among the Macedonian cities was the port of 

~Charles and Barbara Jelavich, editors, The Balkans 
in Transition, Russian and East European Studies (Berkeley: 
University of California Press, 1963), p. 12. Hereafter 
cited as Jelavich, Balkans in Transition. 

4 
Darby, History of Yugoslavia, p. 13 5. Also see 

Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 517. 

Frederick Moore, The Balkan Trail (New York: Arno 
Press and The New York Times, 1971) [Reprint from The Mac-
Millan Co., 1906], Chapter IX, "Across Country," pp. 159-
18 2. Hereafter cited as Moore, Balkan Trail. Moore was an 
American correspondent who traveled through Macedonia in 
1904. This book relates his experiences on his trip. 



Salonica on the Aegean Sea. This city, the largest in 

Macedonia during this period, was the trading center of 

Macedonia, and was populated by Turks, Albanians, Bulgar

ians, Greeks, and Jews. Other important cities included 

Monastir in central western Macedonia, and Uskub in far 

northern Macedonia on the Serbian border. 

Macedonia was also of strategic value to the rest of 

the Balkan peninsula. The Vardar River valley, leading into 

the Morava valley, had served as an invasion route into the 

Balkan peninsula for centuries. Various migrations and 

invasions across this area had resulted in an extraordinary 

assortment of ethnic strains in Macedonia. It was this 

ethnic complexity combined with its economic and strategic 

value which accounted for Macedonia's importance to the 

other Balkan countries as well as to the Ottoman Empire. 

Indeed, all three of the Balkan states bordering on 

Macedonia, Bulgaria, Greece, and Serbia, looked to this 

territory as an area for future expansion, and each laid 

claim to certain portions of the provinces still controlled 

by the Ottoman Empire. As these claims often overlapped, 

officials in each country did their best to establish the 

validity of their country's claims. One basis used in all 

three countries as proof of their rights in Macedonia was 

See the appropriate chapters concerning each in 
Moore, Balkan Trail. 



past possession of the territory, usually during the medi

eval period. The people of each nation looked back to an 

empire which had included all or most of Macedonia, and 

claimed to be the rightful heirs to that same territory. 

The Greeks based their claim to Macedonia on the 

great Byzantine Empire, which had controlled portions of the 

Balkan peninsula from the end of the fourth century until 

the subjugation of the entire area by the Turks. With the 

fall of Constantinople in 1453 the last remnant of the 

Byzantine Empire came under Turkish control, but the legacy 

of the empire's domination over the Balkans was great. The 

empire left its mark in the form of the Orthodox Christian 

religion, the acceptance of absolutist political systems, 

and the amalgamation of religious and political institu-

7 

tions. This legacy remained especially strong in Mace

donia, the one area in the Balkans which did not have a 

history as an independent state or empire. Here the Ortho

dox religion was often merely called the "Greek" church, and 

peasants felt their strongest loyalty to their religion. 

The Serbs, too, looked backward to a great empire 

which had included Macedonia. Stephan Nemanja had first 

united the Serbian people in the second half of the twelfth 

7 
Charles and Barbara Jelavich, The Balkans, The 

Modern Nations in Historical Perspective Series (^nglewood 
Cliffs, N.J. : Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1965), p. 17. Hereafter 
cited as Jelavich, Balkans. 



century. From this base his son obtained the title of King, 

and freed the Serbian Orthodox Church from Greek control. 

But the true height of Serbian dominance of the Balkan 

peninsula was reached in the middle of the fourteenth cen

tury, when Stephan Dushan extended the Serbian Empire to 

include Bulgaria, Albania, Macedonia, Thessaly, and Epirus. 

During this time Serbian culture, including its church 

architecture and literature, spread throughout the empire 

and found its way into Macedonia. This empire collapsed 

with Dushan's death in 1355, but it remained an inspiration 

to Serbian patriots and provided the historical basis for 

their claim to Macedonia in the nineteenth and twentieth 

centuries. 

The great Bulgarian empires of the past provided 

the same inspiration for Bulgarians as Dushan's empire did 

for Serbians. The first Bulgarian Empire was created by 

Simeon in the tenth century. During his reign the empire 

stretched from the Danube River in the north far down into 

Macedonia in the south, and from the Black Sea in the east 

through Serbia and Albania to the Adriatic Sea in the 

west. This great empire was partially re-created in later 

o 

Jelavich, Balkans, p. 19. 
9 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 28. 

Jelavich, Balkans, pp. 19-20. 
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centuries, first by the Asen brothers in 118 5, and again by 

John Asen II, from 1218 to 1241. Under this last ruler the 

empire again encompassed northern Albania, Macedonia, and 

western Thrace. The desire to conquer Constantinople, 

however, proved to be too evasive a dream even for him, and 

the Byzantine Empire remained independent. After Asen's 

death his successors soon fell to the rising Serbian Empire 

of Stephan Dushan. The Bulgarians, however, never forgot 

their days as masters of the peninsula, and later Bulgarian 

rulers continually attempted to fulfill the dream of a "Big 

Bulgaria" that incorporated the lands of these early 

empires. 

In addition to its claim to be the heir to a his

torical empire including portions of Macedonia, each of the 

three interested Balkan nations tried to provide an ethno

logical basis for its claims in the territory. The ethno

logical complexion of Macedonia at the time, however, pre

destined these attempts to be inconclusive. The population 

of Macedonia included Slavs, both Bulgars and Serbs, Greeks, 

Rumanians (Kutzo-Vlachs), Albanians, Turks, Jews, Armenians, 

12 Circassians, and Gypsies. Through the centuries they had 

Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 28. 

12 
Chedo Mijatovich, "The Balkan Problems: The 

Macedonian Question: Suggestions for Its Solution," The 
Fortnightly Review, LXXXII (September, 1907), 431. Here
after cited as Migatovich, "Balkan Problems." 



experienced the rule of Greeks, Bulgars, Serbs, and Turks. 

Most importantly, until almost the turn of the century these 

peoples lacked a national consciousness of their own. They 

were not "Macedonians." Instead their loyalty was divided 

among the various nationalities of their neighbors. 

In the midst of this mixture of races each nation 

attempted to prove that the majority of the population of 

some part or all of Macedonia was either Serbian, Bulgarian, 

or Greek. This "proof" was most commonly provided by a set 

of statistics. Numerous sets of the "latest" and "most 

accurate" statistics concerning the Macedonian population 

were issued from the capitals of each country. That these 

statistics were in reality nothing but meaningless numbers 

is illustrated by a comparison of statistics compiled at 

approximately the same time, between 1889 and 1904, by 

researchers financed by different governments. The follow

ing chart is typical of the majority of statistical com-

13 

parisons issued during the period. 

Turkish statistics did not clarify the situation, 

as they were based solely on religious affiliation rather 

than on the basis of nationality. The term "Greek" was 
13 
Mijatovich, "Balkan Problems," p. 433. Also see 

the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Report of 
the International Commission to Inquire into the Causes and 
Conduct of the Balkan Wars (Washington, D.C.: Published by 
the Endo\>mient, 1914) , pp. 28, 30. Hereafter cited as 
Carnegie Report. See, also. Darby, History of Yugoslavia, 
p. 136. 
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MACEDONIAN POPULATION STATISTICS 

Turks, Albans 

Greeks 

Bulgars 

Serbs 

Rumuns 

Delyani 
(Greek) 

634,017 

652,795 

332,162 

Researcher 

Zolotovitch 
(Bulgarian) 

29,129 

1,100,000 

270,000 

1,100,000 

150,000 

72,000 

Vesselinovitch 
(Serbian) 

800,000 

1,800,000 

Source: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 
Report of the International Commission to Inquire 
into the Causes and Conduct of the balka'n~V7ar3 
(Washington, D.C.: Published by the Endowment, 
1914), pp. 28, 30. 

applied to all inhabitants in the "Rum Millet," a division 

which was based on attendance at patriarchist schools and 

churches rather than the more distinguishing characteristic 

of speech. The Greeks used these "unbiased" statistics to 

claim all those inhabitants classed in the Rum Millet, but 

the Bulgarians and Serbs argued that mere attendance at a 

14 
patriarchist church did not make a Slav a Greek. 

As population statistics could offer no real proof 

of relationship between the Macedonians and their brother 

14 Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 517. 
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nationalities outside the provinces, other arguments were 

also introduced. The Greeks based much of their claim on 

the Patriarchist religion, which was followed by so many 

Macedonians. Language and custom, declared the Greeks, were 

not nearly as important as spiritual affiliation. Religion 

eventually gained deep political importance in Macedonia. 

Besides the religious tie, the Greeks pointed to certain 

remnants of Greek culture in evidence in the area, and to 

the "Hellenized" cities where Greek was often the language 

of trade and a large percentage of the citizens claimed 

15 Greek nationality. 

The Serbs used other approaches for determining the 

nationality of the Macedonians. Large numbers of young 

Serbian scholars devoted their time to studying Macedonian 

dialects, and, not surprisingly, soon found phonetic and 

morphological traces which they felt classified most of the 

16 

languages as Serbian dialects. Besides this tie in lan

guage, the Serbs placed great emphasis on the fact that the 

Serbian festival of the Slava, or Krsno Ime, was celebrated 

by large numbers of Macedonian peasants. One Serbian propa

gandist of the time quoted a Russian consul who was asserted 

15 
Mason W. Tyler, The European Powers and the Near 

East, 1875-1908 (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota, 
1925), p. 195. Hereafter cited as Tyler, Powers and the 
Near East. 

16 
Carnegie Report, p. 27. 
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to be an expert on Macedonian folkways as saying: 

The Slava or Krsno Ime as the day of their patron 
saint is called, is celebrated by all Serbians, not 
only in Serbia but wherever Serbians live, whether in 
Austria, Hungary, Bosnia, Montenegro, Kossovo, Morava, 
and the Prizren district . . . . If it is true that a 
custom may furnish a clue to the identification of a 
people, then the custom I have just alluded to is surely 
the best proof that all those who observe it form one 
ethnical unit, and belong to the same nationality.17 

The Bulgarians answered these claims with assurances 

of their own kinship to the Macedonians. They claimed the 

various languages spoken in Macedonia as Bulgarian dialects. 

They noted physiological similarities between the people 

inhabiting Bulgaria proper and Macedonia, and they stressed 

the fact that so many inhabitants of Macedonia identified 

18 themselves as Bulgarians. The Bulgarians added to all 

this evidence the fact that large numbers of Macedonians 

immigrated yearly to Bulgaria. In 1903 half the population 

of Sofia, the Bulgarian capital, consisted of Macedonian 

refugees or immigrants. 

17 
Stojan Protic [Balkanicus], The Aspirations of 

Bulgaria, translated from the Serbian (London: Limpkin, 
Marshall, Hamilton, Kent, and Co., 1915), p. 224. Hereafter 
cited as Protic [Balkanicus], Aspirations. It is interest
ing to note that Protic was the Serbian Minister of the 
Interior from 1913 to 1914. 

18 
Leften S. Stavrianos, The Balkan Federation. A 

History of the Movement Toward Balkan Unity in Modern Times, 
Smith College Studies in History, Vol. XXXVII (Northhampton, 
Mass.: Department of History of Smith College, 1942), 
p. 131. Hereafter cited as Stavrianos, Balkan Federation. 

19 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 523. 
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In spite of the discontent the jealousies of other 

Balkan countries caused in Macedonia, the unsettled condi

tions in the area were not entirely the fault of nationalis

tic propaganda. One factor which greatly contributed to the 

turmoil in the provinces was the character of Ottoman rule. 

The Ottoman Empire had reached its peak both territorially 

and administratively in 1566. From that time forward the 

empire was in decline, experiencing degeneration and corrup

tion in both its administrative system and its military 

20 power. Corruption on all levels had become especially 

marked under the long rule of Abdul Hamid II, 187 6-1909. 

As Sultan he ruled by murder, massacre, and intrigue. Every 

official had his spies, and he in turn was spied upon. One 

improper move could result in imprisonment, exile, or even 

21 execution. The administration of the provinces (vilayets) 

was entrusted to the Governor General. Although technically 

allowed considerable independence and authority, court 

intrigue and corruption at higher and lower levels in fact 

drained power from these officials. Offices were bought and 

sold, as was favor at the palace. The money necessary to 

keep oneself in office was obtained by accepting bribes or 

20 
Stavrianos, The Balkans. This author provides an 

excellent summary of the decline of the Ottoman Empire in 
this work on pages 117 to 213. 

21 
Robert W. Seton-Watson, The Rise of Nationality in 

the Balkans (New York: E.P. Dutton and Co., 1913), p. 126. 
Hereafter cited as Seton-Watson, Nationality. 
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by plundering the peasants. Lack of cooperation plagued the 

various levels and branches of the administration. The 

population of the empire therefore found itself oppressed 

rather than served by its officials. 

Although all subjects experienced financial oppres

sion, the Christians were especially ill-treated. Except 

in rare cases. Christians were barred from governmental 

positions. They could be arrested and imprisoned without a 

warrant, and were not allowed to testify in the Ottoman 

23 
courts. The periodic uprisings were suppressed by a 

general slaughter of the guilty and innocent alike. By 1903 

circumstances were such that a British diplomat reported to 

his government that. 

In our opinion the condition of the population of Mace
donia has become almost intolerable. The appointment 
of one or more Christians on the Committee of Inquiry 
at Constantinople and on the Committee of Inspection in 
Macedonia would be valuable, but inquiry is not enough. 
We need the appointment of European Inspectors in the 
Department of Justice and Finance, and European officers 
to reorganize the gendarmerie and police.24 

The Turks, then, added justification to the cry heard from 

22 . . . 
G.P. Gooch and Harold Temperly, editors, British 

Documents on the Origins of the War, 1898-1914, 11 volumes 
(London: Her Majesty's Stationery Office, 1953), Vol. V, 
pp. 32-33. Hereafter cited as Gooch and Temperly, British 
Documents, Vol. V. 

23 
Stephen Panaretoff, Near Eastern Affairs and 

Conditions (New York: The MacMillan Co., 1922), p. 139. 
Hereafter cited as Panaretoff, Near Eastern Affairs. 

24 
Tyler, Powers and the Near East, p. 197. 
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the other Balkan states that the Macedonians would be in a 

far better position if their territory were annexed by their 

neighbors. 

Another element which greatly affected the Macedo

nian question was the interest of the Great Powers. In 1878 

this interest had taken the form of active intervention. 

Beginning in 187 6 revolution had spread through the Balkan 

countries until, with the aid of Russia, these states 

defeated the Ottoman Empire in 1878. The Treaty of San 

Stefano, the original treaty ending the war, had granted 

full independence to Serbia, Montenegro, and Rumania and had 

increased their territories. Bulgaria had been granted 

autonomy, and its borders in the south and west were redrawn 

25 so as to include almost all of Macedonia. Fearing that 

this newly created giant of the Balkans would be little more 

than a Russian vassal, statesmen in London, Paris, Vienna, 

and Berlin forced the Russian government to submit the 

treaty for revision at the Congress of Berlin in 1878. The 

resulting Treaty of Berlin was dictated by the desires of 

the Great Powers to maintain a balance of power in the 

Balkans, with no regard for the wishes or rights of the 

small victors of the war. Serbia, Montenegro, and Rumania 

remained independent, but each lost territory which it 

25 
Seton-Watson, Nationality, p. 107. Also see 

Stavrianos, The Balkans, pp. 408-409. 
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considered to be its own on the principle of nationality. 

Bulgaria remained autonomous, but two-thirds of the terri

tory assigned to it by the Treaty of San Stefano was 

returned to Ottoman rule.^^ 

The Treaty of Berlin affected the Macedonian ques

tion in several ways. Firstly, the territory returned to 

Turkish control was the same territory which would later be 

disputed by the three countries bordering Macedonia. Sec

ondly, it left every Balkan state dissatisfied and eager 

for future expansion. Finally, the intervention of the 

Great Powers convinced the Balkan states of the importance 

of European opinion. Throughout the years following the 

Congress of Berlin, during the struggle for Macedonian 

hegemony, the Balkan countries were careful to plan their 

propaganda and their actions with regard to their effect on 

European, as well as Macedonian, opinion. 

The goal of the propaganda employed in Macedonia by 

its neighbors on the Balkan peninsula was twofold. Propa

ganda was used in an attempt to convince the inhabitants 

that they were either Serb, Bulgar, or Greek, and in an 

attempt to convince the Turks of the Ottoman Empire that 

the Macedonian provinces should be relinquished to the other 

Balkan states. This propaganda eventually found three main 

26 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 411. 
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sources of dissemination. These were religion, education, 

and violence. 

The importance of religion and the power of the 

church in Macedonia was greatly aided by the Ottoman custom 

of recognizing only differences in religion, not nation

ality. For years the Greek nationality enjoyed tremendous 

power in the Balkans, as the Greek Orthodox Church was the 

only recognized representative of Orthodox Christians on the 

peninsula. In the early years of Ottoman rule the Serbian 

and Bulgarian national churches had been allowed to have 

spiritual heads separate from the Patriarch in Constanti

nople. In 1766 and 1767, however, the Ipek (Serbian) 

Patriarchate and the Ochrid (Bulgarian) Archbishopric were 

abolished, making the Greek clergy the representatives of 

27 all Orthodox Christians. Greek became the language used 

in the churches and schools. The officials in both the 

church and those representing the Christians to the govern

ment were Greeks. Macedonia and other portions of the 

Balkans might have become totally Hellenized during this 

period had not so many of the peasants been illiterate. The 

peasants of Macedonia continued to speak their Slavic dia

lects, and to consider themselves merely "Orthodox" rather 

28 than Greek. It was the rise of national awareness in the 

27 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 105. 

28 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 519. 
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other Balkan countries which eventually transformed reli

gious affiliation into a political weapon. 

The Bulgarians were the first to offer competition 

to the Greek clergy in Macedonia. The Bulgarian national 

awakening had been accompanied by a plea for Bulgarian 

bishops, a request which the Turks granted in 1848. Bul

garian aspirations expanded with the years, finally culmi

nating in a demand for an independent national church which 

would be allowed to expand southward into Macedonia. This 

church became a reality in 1870 when the Sultan, Abdul-Aziz, 

hoping to isolate the troublesome Greeks from the rest of 

the Christians on the peninsula, issued a firman creating a 

Bulgarian Exarchate. Although the original jurisdiction of 

this church included only the lands above the Balkan moun

tain range, the firman also included a provision which 

allowed for the extension of the Bulgarian authority into 

areas where two-thirds of the population voted in its 

29 favor. 

The importance of this proclamation was enormous. 

"Christian" and "Greek" were no longer synonymous terms in 

European Turkey. The Greek Patriarch fought against the 

establishment of the Bulgarian Exarchate for two years, and 

then excommunicated the Exarchate and his clergy and 

29 
Protic [Balkanicus], Aspirations, pp. 245-249. 
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declared the Bulgarian church to be schismatic. This 

action soon turned Macedonia into a battlefield. One 

authority stated that. 

From that moment there was war to the knife between the 
Patriarchists and the Exarchists, and Macedonia became 
the battlefield of the rival Greek and Bulgarian propa
ganda. Bishoprics became pawns in the name of contend
ing ecclesiastical establishments. The Bulgarian 
Exarchate had brought not peace, but a sword.31 

Indeed, the Bulgarian Exarchate was a propaganda 

tool of great value in Macedonia. Thousands of Slavs, both 

Bulgars and Serbs, who disliked the Greek clergy and who 

for years had understood nothing in the Greek services, 

flocked to the new church which offered them services in 

their own language conducted by clergy from their own vil

lages. The Bulgarian church opened schools where instruc

tion was in Slavic dialects easily understood by the Mace

donians. Education soon became independent of the church 

and developed into an auxiliary of the national movement. 

By 1897 statistics for the Bulgarian schools revealed that 

there were 843 schools, employing 1,306 teachers, with 

31,719 students. Bulgarian kindergartens included another 

32 14,713 children. Large numbers of Macedonians were 

rapidly becoming "Bulgarized." 

30 
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31 
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32 
Carnegie Report, p. 27. 



20 

The success of Bulgarian propaganda in Macedonia 

concerned both the Greeks and the Serbs. The Serbians espe

cially, after the Austrian occupation of Bosnia-Hercegovina 

in 1878, focused their attention on Macedonia as an area of 

expansion. Austria encouraged this outlet for Serbian 

ambitions as a protection for its own interests in the 

Bosnian area. Thus, in 1886 the Society of St. Sava was 

founded in Serbia. The purpose of this organization was to 

awaken national consciousness in all Serbian lands, but 

33 especially in Macedonia. This society provided funds and 

workers to train teachers, print books and pamphlets, and 

carry on other propagandist activities in Macedonia. This 

work was eventually recognized by the Serbian government, 

and was taken over first by the Ministry of Education, and 

then by the Ministry for Foreign Affairs. The Serbians 

failed to set up a separate Serbian church in Macedonia, 

but the Turks, continuing their policy of "divide and con

quer" by pitting their subject nationalities against one 

another, soon allowed the Serbians to establish schools. 

In 1895-1896 Serbian statistics reported 157 Serbian schools 

34 
with 238 teachers and 6,831 students. 

33 
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34 
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The Greeks, too, were alarmed by the rapid Bulgarian 

success and attempted to use their well-established tool of 

the Greek Patriarchate to secure a more stable hold on 

Macedonia. In addition to the religious tie, a new emphasis 

on education was introduced. In 18 94 a secret organization 

known as the Ethnike Hetairia, or National Society, was 

formed in Athens. This society was supported by a large 

percentage of the army officers, and by wealthy Greeks both 

in Greece and abroad. The ultimate goal of the organization 

was the liberation of all Greeks from Ottoman domination, 

but more immediately the society attempted to counteract 

35 Bulgarian propaganda in Macedonia. It subsidized Greek 

schools and other forms of propaganda. Indeed, it is inter

esting to note that during this period the Greeks spent more 

money on schools in unredeemed territories than on schools 

3 6 
in Greece proper. By 18 95 the Greeks estimated the number 

of their schools in Macedonia as 1,400, with 80,000 stu-

dents. 

Religious affiliation and nationally oriented 

schools were not, however, the only tools employed in the 

struggle for hegemony in Macedonia. Peaceful penetration 

was not rapid enough nor certain enough for some elements 

35 
Stavrianos, Balkan Federation, p. 139. 

3 6 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 521. 

37 
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in each of the countries. Consequently groups in Serbia, 

Bulgaria, and Greece turned to the use of violence to speed 

the departure of the Turks from Macedonia and to strengthen 

the Macedonians' identification with their particular 

nationality. These terrorist activities were often aimed as 

much against the other Balkan nationalities as against the 

Turks. 

The Greek National Society, which subsidized schools 

in Macedonia, also organized and supported armed bands which 

38 crossed the border to murder and pillage. The victims of 

these Greek bands were usually Bulgarians rather than Turks. 

Indeed, one British consul reported that the Greek bands 

were pursued by the Turkish troops with a noticeable lack of 

energy, whereas these same troops were diligent in their 

39 pursuit of Bulgarian outlaws. This situation was 

explained by the general acceptance by the Turks of the 

belief that the Greeks were their allies against the common 

Bulgarian enemy, although bribery was also suspected to be 

a contributing factor. 

The Serbians, too, had their bands of irregulars 

and common outlaws who crossed the border to commit acts of 

38 
Stavrianos, The Balkans, p. 521. 

39 
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violence in Macedonia. It was a well known fact that these 

Serbian bands received financial support from Serbia proper, 

and were often led by Serbian officers. When the British 

minister in Belgrade protested to the Serbian government 

concerning the activities of these bands he received a 

reply denying all responsibility. The reply included an 

assurance that the financial aid coming from Serbia, 

. . . was done by private subscriptions and could not be 
prevented. . . . As regards to the officers, those who 
went to Macedonia were either on leave of absence or in 
the reserve and had merely obtained permission to leave 
the Kingdom of Serbia.41 

Thus the Serbians continued their raids into Macedonia, 

chiefly attacking Bulgarians. 

In 1893 a group of young Bulgarian intellectuals, 

discouraged by their government's official slow process of 

peaceful penetration and co-operation with the Ottoman 

officials, organized a secret society which soon became 

known as the Internal Revolutionary Organization for Mace-

42 donia, or the IMRO. The organization was founded in the 

small Macedonian town of Resna. The leaders of the organi

zation, such as Damian Grueff and Christo Tatrarcheff were 

influential Macedonian Bulgarians. Grueff, who maintained 

Gooch and Temperly, British Documents, Vol. V, 
p. 118. 
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Todoroff, "The Macedonian Organization." 



24 

a position of leadership in the organization for many years, 

was a school teacher in Salonica. Tatrarcheff, also from 
A O 

Salonica, was a doctor. From the beginning of its exis

tence the IMRO was a nationalistic organization, the first 

in Macedonia. Its cry was "Macedonia for the Macedonians," 

and its basic goal was the creation of an autonomous Mace-
44 donia. Many of its leaders hoped for ah eventual Balkan 

federation which would include Macedonia. A contemporary 

summarized the basic principles of the IMRO's program as 

being: 

1. The creation of an autonomous State of Mace-
donia--Macedonia for the Macedonians. 

2. The organization of the masses for a revolution. 
3. A membership composed from the masses of the 

interior of Macedonia—the principle of "internalism." 
4. The amelioration of economic and political con- \ 

ditions—politico-economic action. 
5. The preservation of its own independence as a 

fighting unit.45 

In the early days of its existence the IMRO was not 

a violent organization. It concentrated mainly on gathering 

arms and training the Macedonians for the future struggle 

against the Ottoman Empire. It divided the countryside into 

H.N. Brailsford, Macedonia: Its Races and Their 
Future (London: Methuen and Company, 1906), p. 115. Here-
after cited as Brailsford, Macedonia. 

Todoroff, "The Macedonian Organization," p. 474. 

Christ Anastasoff, The Tragic Peninsula: A 
History of the Macedonian Movement for Independence Since 
1878 (St. Louis: Blackwell Wielandy Co., 1938), p. 47. 
Hereafter cited as Anastasoff, Tragic Peninsula. 
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"military districts," with a militia and arms depot, an 

"executive police," a postal service, and an espionage ser-

t_ 46 vice in each. It was a democratic organization v/ith the 

leaders, from the president to the chiefs of each village 

militia being elected by the members. The IMRO spread its 

propaganda of Macedonian nationalism and prepared slowly for 

a rebellion at some point in the future. Its funds were 

provided by what little the Macedonian peasants themselves 

could spare, and by the contributions of wealthier Macedo-

nians who had moved to Bulgaria. 

In 1897 this peaceful preparation was drastically 

disrupted when the plans of the IMRO were disclosed to the 

Turks after the discovery of a store of hidden ammunition. 

This discovery was followed by the usual Turkish suppression 

through wholesale arrests, torture of peasants, and plunder 

of Bulgarian villages in Macedonia. The effect of this 

retaliation on the IMRO was described by a British minister 

in a report to his government in January, 19 07. He stated. 

The period of secret preparation, at which they had 
worked for five years, was brought to an abrupt close 
and a period of action inaugerated. The Committee was 
now transformed into a terroristic organization, whose 
decisions were executed by bands. Every year which 
followed witnessed fresh excesses on the part of the 
Turks and fresh reprisals on the part of the Committee. 
Assassination was the only weapon the latter possessed, 
and they did not hesitate to have recourse to it, more 

46 
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47 
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especially against the Greeks who acted as the secret 
police of the Turks . . . . Forced contributions, 
whether in money or kind, were exacted from all persons 
within reach of the bands, and all villages were 
expected to shelter and protect them . . . . Though the 
policy of the bands was to act on the defensive, they 
had between 18 98 and the commencement of 1903 no less 
than 130 engagements with Turkish troops.48 

The IMRO thus became a more violent organization 

than in the past, but its goal remained that of preparing 

the Macedonian population for a future mass revolt against 

Turkish authority. 

While the IMRO was growing in strength and impor- \ 
I 

tance in Macedonia proper, a splinter branch of the organi- j 

zation was functioning across the border in Sofia. In 1894 

the Vrkhoven Makedono-Odrin.ski Komitet (Supreme Macedonian-

49 Adrianoplitan Committee) was founded in Sofia. Leaders 

in this organization claimed to have the same goals as the 

IMRO, and were often viewed as the "official" representa

tives of the Macedonian freedom movement by foreigners. 

This organization, commonly known as the "External Organiza

tion" or "Central Committee" was a political organization 

in Bulgaria. Unofficially it armed its own bands of irreg

ulars which periodically crossed the border to fight the 

Turks. For many years the true head of the Central Commit

tee was General Tzoncheff, a retired Bulgarian soldier who 

48 
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was a personal friend of Prince Ferdinand, the ruler of 

Bulgaria. His chief lieutenants were Colonel Yankoff, 

leader of the guerilla bands, and Professor Michailofsky, 

nominal president of the organization. 

During the early days of its existence the Central 

Committee appeared to be in accord with the desires of the 

IMRO. During this period its most daring member was Boris 

Sarafoff. Born and raised in Macedonia, he had come to 

Sofia to attend the Bulgarian military academy. Here he 

organized fraternities dedicated to assisting the Macedoni

ans in winning their freedom. By 18 95, supported by the 

Central Committee, he was leading bands of irregulars into 

51 Macedonia to attack Turkish troops-and Greek informers. 

As the Central Committee slowly began to alter its goals, 

if not formally certainly realistically, to the support of 

the eventual annexation of Macedonia by Bulgaria, Sarafoff 

became disillusioned and left the organization. More 

radical than the main body of the IMRO, he and his followers 

functioned as what could be described as the "left wing" of 

52 
the organization. 

By 1900 the organizations were basically two sepa

rate groups. The IMRO, except for Sarafoff, who did as he 

50 
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51 
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pleased, functioned solely in Macedonia. Its supporters 

were mainly in Macedonia proper, although it did receive 

some outside financial aid. Its bands of irregulars, or 

comitadjis, were basically composed of dedicated Macedoni

ans, chiefly of Bulgarian descent but not strictly Bulgar

ian, who were working to free their country from the des

potic rule of the Turk. 

The Central Committee was headquartered in Sofia 

and received its support almost entirely from outside Mace

donia. It had a separate group of leaders, and although its 

immediate goals were similar to those of the IMRO, its long 

range plans drastically differed from the IMRO's dreams of 

Macedonian autonomy and possible membership in a Balkan 

federation. 

At times the two organizations attempted to work 

together, but as the years passed they came to be more 

rivals than partners. Indeed, after 1900, the rivalry was 

to reach the point of virtual warfare. In early 1901, while 

the chief leaders of the IMRO were either imprisoned or in 

exile, the Central Committee seized the headquarters of the 

IMRO in Sofia. All funds intended for the IMRO bands in 

Macedonia were diverted in the treasury of the Central 

Committee. Desperate for money with which to buy arms to 

fight not only the Turks but also the bands of the Central 

Committee itself, the leaders of the IMRO bands turned to 
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violently forced contributions and even kidnapping. In his 

memoirs, one member of the IMRO cites this situation and 

desperate need for money as the reason for the abduction of 

53 Miss Stone. 

This rivalry was to continue until 1903. In 1902 

there was an unsuccessful uprising stimulated by Bulgarian 

bands crossing the border and attacking Turkish troops. The 

Bulgarians recrossed the frontier to safety, leaving the 

54 Macedonians to suffer the Turkish reprisals. This action 

caused the Central Committee to lose much of its support, ! 

and strengthened the position of the IMRO. But continuing 

abuses by the Turks resulted in August of 1903 in the „ 
B 

general uprising which the IMRO had long been planning. h 
!i 

Inadequately prepared but determined to take part, the mem- | 

bers of the IMRO fought well, but by September the revolt 

had been crushed. The IMRO returned to a program of prepa

ration for the future, guerilla warfare, and hopes of 

European intervention on the side of the subject national

ities. 

In 1900, however, these defeats were events of the 

future. At the turn of the century the Central Committee 

and the IMRO were both operating in Macedonia, struggling 

with the Turks and with each other. Bulgarians, Serbians, 
5 3 
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and Greeks fought each other and the Turkish troops. Propa

ganda designed to convince the European powers of Turkish 

inability to rule Macedonia was spread throughout Europe by 

all the other Balkan countries. The Macedonians themselves 

were torn between their "brother nationalities" and indoc

trinated through religion, education, and violence. Anarchy 

reigned in the countryside as Bulgarian bands avenged Greek 

and Serbian attacks or betrayals, and as Turkish troops 

regularly terrorized and plundered the peasants in their 

pursuit of the revolutionaries. Periods of insurrection 

were interrupted only by periods of guerilla warfare or by 

Turkish massacres. These conditions provided the oppor

tunity for almost any kind of outrage, and eventually made 

possible the incident involving one of the few genuinely 

neutral groups in this Macedonian imbroglio, the American 

missionaries. 



CHAPTER II 

AMERICAN MISSIONARIES AND 

THE TURKISH EMPIRE 

American missionary activity in the Turkish Empire 

began in the early nineteenth century. Indeed, the first 

American missionaries were sent to Turkey only a little over 

a decade after the founding of the first American organiza

tion for the purpose of foreign mission work. This group 

was formally known as the "American Board of Commissioners 

for Foreign Missions," but was more often referred to as the 

American Board. The organization was founded in New Eng

land in 1810, when four divinity students from Andover 

Theological Seminary appeared before a general assembly of 

Congregational ministers and declared their desire to dedi-

cate their lives to foreign missionary work. On the fol

lowing day the assembly voted to establish a society, the 

Hereafter this organization will be referred to as 
the American Board, or the Board. 

2 
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purpose of which would be to support evangelical efforts in 

foreign lands, exclusive of the missionary work being done 

at that time among non-Christians in the United States. 

The new society, the American Board, was composed 

of nine New England ministers, and was headquartered in 
3 

Boston. At first the American Board represented not only 

the foreign missions work of the Congregationalists, but 

also included the work of Presbyterians and the Dutch 
4 

Reformed Church. It was not until its later years that 

the American Board took on a more narrow denominational 

character. 

The motivation behind this interest in foreign mis

sion work has been analyzed by various historians and 

theologians. One historian has called this attempt to 

Christianize the world " . . . one of the most pov/erful 
5 

movements of the nineteenth century." He felt that the 

motivating factor was a pious reaction to the skepticism, 

rationalism, and dogmatism manifested in the United States 

during the latter part of the eighteenth century. Another 

3 
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historian viewed the missionary enterprise as being an out

growth of more complicated motivations. These motivations 

included four basic factors, the first of which was the 

evangelical temper and revivalistic piety which accompanied 

the Second Great Awakening in the United States in the 

latter part of the eighteenth century. A second factor of 

motivation was the reaction to the lessening of religious 

zeal and the growth of Unitarian liberalism in the United 

States in this period and the desire to combat this through 

social reform and soul salvation. A third factor was the 

belief in the early coming of the Millenium, and therefore 

the fervor to prepare the world for it. Finally, a fourth 

motivating factor was the desire to emulate the English 

missionary undertakings which had begun at the close of the 
7 

eighteenth century. 

Two years after the founding of the American Board 

the society began its first attempt at overseas mission work 
o 

in India. Its work soon began to spread to other areas of 

the world, and in January, 1820, the first two American 

missionaries to the Ottoman Empire arrived to begin their 

work at Smyrna, a coastal town on the Aegean Sea, in the 

Asian portion of Turkey. These first missionaries were 7 
For a complete discussion of all these factors see 

Phillips, Protestant America, pp. 4-17. 
o 
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Levi Parsons and Pliny Fisk, recent graduates of the Andover 
9 

Theological Seminary. The seminary, which had played so 

great a role in the beginnings of the American Board, was 

to continue to be a major supplier for the missionary cause, 

furnishing over two hundred and fifty Andover students as 

missionaries during the next several decades. 

The two young pioneer missionaries arrived at Smyrna 

with a complete set of instructions concerning their deport

ment in this strange land. These instructions stated that 

they should learn some of the languages of the empire, ') 

gather information for use in further missionary work, dis

tribute Christian tracts and Bibles, and privately instruct ' 
I 

the people concerning Christianity. They were to avoid i, 

offending either local laws or customs. The objects of 

their mission included non-Christians, especially the Jev;s 

of the Holy Land, and also the "nominal" Christians, such 

as the followers of the Greek, Bulgarian and Armenian 

churches. 

In 1822 Levi Parsons died. The disturbances caused 

by the Greek revolt which was then in progress prompted Fisk 

9 
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to leave the mainland and remain temporarily on the British 

held island of Malta. Here he was joined by Jonas King, who 

accompanied Fisk on an exploration of the Nile in Egypt in 
12 

1823. Here also the American Board set up its printing 

press, under the supervision of Daniel Temple of Massachu

setts, and began to print religious tracts, at first mainly 

13 in Greek and Italian. 

The American missionaries in the Turkish Empire 

during these early years of missionary work attempted to 

fulfill all the instructions which they had received from 

the American Board at the time of the initiation of the work 

by Parsons and Fisk. One of their duties had been to 

explore the Ottoman Empire, in order to determine the need 

for further missions, and this they did with true devotion, 

often suffering hardships. Writing at the close of the 

nineteenth century, Cyrus Hamlin, a revered educator of the 

Turkish Empire, summarized the exploratory undertakings of 

the early missionaries from 1820 to 1830. Dr. Hamlin noted 

that: 

Messrs. Fisk and Parsons, 1820, explored the country 
of the Seven Churches. Messrs. Fisk and King ascended 
the Nile in 1823. And before 1827 the missionaries 
Parsons, Fisk, King, Bird, Goodell, and Smith had 
explored Palestine and Syria and carefully reported the 
conditions of those countries as calling loudly for 

12 
Phillips, Protestant America, p. 138. 

13 
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Christian missions. In 1827 Mr. Gridly travelled from 
Smyrna to Cappadocia, in Asia Minor, and reported the 
condition of the country. In 1830 Messrs. Smith and 
Dwight made a long and careful tour of research, extend
ing from Constantinople through Asia Minor and parts of 
Mesopotamia, Russia, and Persia.14 

Throughout these years the American missionaries 

attempted to win converts from all faiths and nationalities 

with which they came in contact. With the ever broadening 

field of missionary exploration, the field of missionary 

enterprise broadened. Around 1827 the American Board desig

nated the Palestine mission to include all the countries 

around the eastern Mediterranean and changed the name to the 

Western Asia Mission. During this period the Board also 

became interested in the Greeks, and in 1833 it sent its 

15 first missionary, Justin Perkins, to Persia. He and his 

wife worked among the Nestorians in far eastern Turkey. 

They were followed by James L. Merrick, the Board's repre-

16 sentative in central Persia. 

By the middle 1830's the Americans had found little 

success in their work among the Moslems and Jews. Their 

energies were being turned more exclusively to the nominal 

Christians of the Turkish Empire, with their greatest 

Cyrus Hamlin, "America's Duty to Americans in 
Turkey," North American Review, CLXIII (July-December, 
1896), 276-277. Hereafter cited as Hamlin, "Duty." 
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success being among the Armenians. Opposition to this work 

came not from the Moslem government, but from the eccle

siastical hierarchy of the Oriental and Greek Christian 

churches. Still the work continued. In 1833 the Board 

transferred its printing press from Malta to Smyrna and 

17 began to publish in Arabic as well as Greek. By the 

1840's literature was being printed in virtually all of the 

languages of the Empire, including translations of the Bible 

18 into vernacular Greek, Turkish, Armenian and Bulgarian. 

Because of the acceleration of missionary activity ! 
It 

and its geographic expansion the specific nature of the 

American missionary work in the Ottoman Empire during the i 
u 

1800's was liable to continual change. In spite of this 

fluctuation, however, several generalizations concerning 

American missionary work as a whole in Turkey during this 

period are valid. 

Firstly, the establishment of schools and other 

educational facilities was one of the most important and 

successful aspects of the American missionary work through

out the empire. In 1840 Cyrus Hamlin opened the Babek 
19 Seminary, or normal school. Other normal schools were 

opened, and missionaries attempted to offer educational 

17 
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opportunities in less formal fashions. In 1863, through the 

efforts of Hamlin and Christopher Robert, the first American 

institute of higher learning anywhere abroad opened on the 

Bosphorus as Robert College. In 1866 the Syrian Protes

tant College was opened. Later it became the American 

21 University of Beirut. A truly revolutionary institute 

opened under Protestant support in 1871 when Constantinople 

22 
Women's College was founded. After mission work spread 
into Bulgaria in 1858 the Collegiate and Theological Insti-

23 tute of Samokov was opened during the 1860's. An even 

greater number of schools and colleges was to be opened in 

the last part of the nineteenth century. 

Another of the most important aspects of American 

mission work in the Ottoman Empire was the use of literature 

printed in the languages of the subject peoples. In an 

article v/ritten in 1902 one missionary emphasized the tre

mendous accomplishments made possible through the use of the 

press, and informed the American public that the " . . . 

missionaries of the American Board have been in a great 

degree the agency by which a knowledge of reading has been 

? 0 
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spread through Turkey." Such men as Elias Riggs, who had 

mastered Greek, Armeno-Turkish, Bulgarian, Arabic, Latin, 

Hebrew, Old Syriac, and Coptic, made possible the publica

tion of the Bible, schoolbooks, religious tracts, and 

periodicals in the languages of the peoples whom the mis

sionaries wished to contact. The Board's presses at Smyrna 
25 printed material in ten languages. 

Indeed, the missionaries' interest in making the 

Bible available to the Balkan peoples in their native 

languages sometimes opened new areas to missionary activ

ity. One historian has claimed that the unsuccessful 

Russian and Bulgarian attempts to translate the New Testa

ment into Bulgarian " . . . characterizes the preliminary 

2 6 
stage of Protestant interests in the Bulgarians." Soon 

after these attempts American missionary work was begun in 

Bulgaria. 

Besides the importance of literature and education 

to the American missionary work, a third factor is prominent 

in these first several decades of missionary enterprise in 

the Ottoman Empire, that of continual geographic broadening 

of the field of activity. The American Board started its 

Henry 0. Dwight, "Christian Literature for Tur
key," Missionary Review of the World, XXV (March, 1902), 
216. Hereafter cited as Dwight, "Literature." 
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work in eastern Turkey in 1820 and gradually widened this 

area. In 1833 Persia was opened. In the 1840's the inte

rior between the eastern and western mission fields was 

becoming dotted with missions. The Greek revolution cap

tured the imagination of the American people, and the popu

lar sympathy for the rebelling Greeks reinforced the mis

sionary interest in this portion of the empire. After 1830 

much American Board activity was carried on in Greece and 

among the Greeks in other parts of the empire. Jonas King 

opened two schools in Athens; Nathan Benjamin and Elias 

Riggs opened a school in Argos; and Samuel Houston and 

27 George Leyburn established missions at Scio and Sparta. 

The work in Greece, however, was not destined to 

find success equal to the enthusiasm of the missionary work. 

By 1843 an American missionary, discouraged by the poor 

response, reported: 

. . . The labor of twenty-seven ordained missionaries 
of differing denominations, the printing and distribu
tion of 1,000,000 copies of books and tracts of which 
200,000 were Scriptures, the education of a score of 
young Greeks in America, and more than 10,000 in Ameri
can schools in Greece and Turkey had resulted in three 
certain conversions . , , .^° 

European Turkey became an area of special interest 

to the American missionaries after 1856 as a result of its 

prominence in the Crimean War, and because of the low level 

27 
Phillips, Protestant America, p. 144. 

28 
Clarke, Bible Societies, p. 233. 
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of success achieved in Greece. Around 1857 or 1858 the 

American Board and the Methodist mission societies agreed to 

"split" Bulgarian mission work at the Balkan mountain range, 

with the Methodists working north of the mountains, and the 

Board working to the south. Mission stations were estab

lished at Adrianople, Eski, Zagar, Philippolis, Shumen, and 

29 Tirnovo. 

By 1868 the areas of work for the American Board 

missionaries were divided into five "missions." The Syria 
J 

mission included Beirut, Tripoli, and other cities on the J 

eastern shore of the Mediterranean. The mission to central 

Turkey included Antioch, Marash, and Oorfa, and the terri

tory around the Gulf of Scanderoon, Northwest of this 

central mission was the mission to western Turkey, including 

European Turkey and the larger part of Asia Minor. The 

cities of Sofia, Adrianople, Constantinople, Smyrna and 

Marsovan were in this mission. The Nestorian mission 

included western Turkey and Persia, and the mission to 

eastern Turkey included the lands along the banks of the 

Tigris and Euphrates Rivers. 

29 
Clarke, Bible Societies, p. 299. Also see The 

Rev. J.F. Clarke, "Mission Work in Bulgaria," Missionary 
Review of the World, XXV (January, 1902), 54-57. Hereafter 
cited as Clarke, Mission Work." 

30 
Rev. C.H. Wheeler, Ten Years on the Euphrates, or 

Primitive Missionary Policy Illustrated (Boston: American 
Tract Society, 1868), pp. 18-31. 
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Although the whole of the Turkish Empire had mis

sionary work underway in outstations by 18 68 the fervor did 

not decrease. Indeed, in the years between 18 68 and the 

turn of the century the work intensified. In 1870 a sepa

rate mission to European Turkey was established to concen-

31 trate more fully on work in this area. A contemporary 

report cited the American Board work in European Turkey by 

1900 as including: 

. . . four stations; fifty outstations; twenty-four mis
sionaries, male and female; seventy-seven Bulgarian H 
workers; sixteen churches, to which have bean received I! 
1,998 members, of whom 1,27 0 are now living, of whom h 
110 were received in 1900; fifty-three places of regular ' 
worship, with an average of 2,847 attendants; fifty- | 
three Sabbath-schools with 2,37 9 scholars, and twenty- |, 
three schools of different grades, with 709 pupils. 32 |, 

Much of the missionary work in European Turkey was 

carried out in the troubled area of Macedonia. By the turn 

of the century there were n̂ jmerous missionaries and Chris

tian helpers at work in the territory. An article in a 

missionary journal in 1902 described some of the work being 

done in Macedonia and across the border in southern Bul

garia. In Philippopolis Mr. Marsh, with the aid of twenty 

Bulgarians, was building a new church. In Samokov Messrs. 

H.C. Haskell, Thompson, and Dr. J.F. Clarke and his son, 

and three women missionaries were working in schools and 

31 
Clarke, Bible Societies, p. 233. 

32 
Clarke, "Mission Work," p. 56. 
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printing literature. In Monastir, in eastern Macedonia, 

Mr. Bond and Misses Cole and Matthews were teaching in a 

girls' school founded by the Board. From the home mission 

in Salonica Messrs. House, Baird, E.B. Haskell, and Miss 

Ellen Stone traveled into the interior of Macedonia in an 

attempt to minister to a population of two million people 

through twenty-one outstations.^"^ 

In 1900 an Ecumenical Missionary Conference was held 

in New York City, and eight reports concerning mission work 

in Turkey were given by various American missionaries and 

34 
educators. Published with the reports of this conference 

were the painstakingly collected statistics of the foreign 

mission work being carried out by the representatives of 

eighteen countries. These statistics, summarized by the 

Reverend James S. Dennis, revealed that by 1900 the United 

States had forty-nine different societies directly engaged 

in conducting foreign mission work, and another sixteen 

societies engaged in indirect aid to foreign missions. 

35 These societies had a combined income of $5,574,655. 

33 
Clarke, "Mission Work," p. 56. 

34 
Ecumenical Missionary Conference, New York 1900: 

Report of the Ecumenical Conference on Foreign Missions, 
Held in Carnegie Hall and Neigaporing Cnurches, April 21 to 
May 1, 2 vols. (New York: American Tract Society, 1900) , 
Vol. I, pp. 449-457. Hereafter cited as Missionary Con
ference Report. 

35 
Missionary Conference Report, pp. 424-434. 

I 



44 

Except for China, the Turkish Empire was probably the best 

known and most generously supported area of American foreign 

mission work. 

In spite of the continual expansion of the mission

ary field and the success of their educational and literary 

ventures, the American missionaries working in the Ottoman 

Empire during the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries 

still encountered many difficulties. Throughout this period 

the United States governinent and its officials in Turkey 

received complaints from missionaries and Board officials 

concerning incidents in Turkey involving American mission

aries. The complaints and their causes were of three types, 

these being crimes against missionaries personally, the 

general treatment of the missionaries by the Turkish govern

mental officials and by other religious groups, and the 

United States government's lack of protection of its mis

sionary citizens. The most numerous complaints were of the 

first type. 

As early as the 1860's officials at the American 

Legation in Constantinople were receiving complaints and 

appeals concerning personal attacks on American mission

aries. These complaints became a common subject in corre

spondence between the State Department and its representa

tives in Turkey. In 1862 a Mr. Morris of the United States 

Legation was commended for his skillful application of 
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diplomatic pressure which had helped to cause the capture 

and imprisonment of the murderers of an American mission-

36 
ary. The most generous praise was given, however, for his 

excellent handling of the difficult position 

. . . between the missionaries of our country, zealous 
in the work of their [ministry], and the Turkish govern
ment, which, of cource, is sensitive in any case of dif
ference betv;een those missionaries and their converts, 
on the one side, and Musselman subjects on the other 

"37 

Personal attacks on missionaries continued to be 

reported through the years, and in 1881 the Reverend N.G. i 
I 

Clark, Foreign Secretary for the American Board, wrote a i 

long and unhappy letter to the State Department concerning 

the "insecurity of life and property of American mission

aries" in the Turkish Empire. He requested that the State 

Department do its utmost to force the Ottoman Empire to be 

more diligent in carrying out justice where missionaries 
. 38 were concerned. 

At the request of a United States Legation minister 

a spokesman for the missionaries in 1881 summarized the 

attacks upon missionaries which had taken place in the 

3 6 
Seward to Morris, September 19, 18 62, Department 

of State, Papers Relating to the Foreign Relations of the 
United States, 1862-1863, pp. 784-785. Hereafter cited as 
State Department, Foreign Relations. 

37 
Seward to Morris, September 19, 18 62, State 

Department, Foreign Relations, 1862-1863> p. 785. 
38 
Enclosure in Blaine to Wallace, August 8, 1881, 

State Department, Foreign Relations, 1881, pp. 1187-1188. 
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previous two years. The list included the robberies of 

eleven missionaries, the beating of one, and the murder of 

39 

another. Such events continued. Attacks on American 

missionaries and on missionary property were especially 

numerous during such internal agitations as the Armenian 

disturbances and massacres in the late 1890's. At that 

time a missionary from Harpoot reported that he had watched 

forty years of work being destroyed by Turkish civilians 

while Turkish troops looked on. 

This last report contained elements of the other 

area of serious complaints registered by the missionaries 

both to their government and in various publications. To 

one degree or another American missionaries had trouble v/ith 

Ottoman officials and with other ecclesiastical organiza

tions better accepted by the Turkish government. Complaints 

against Turkish administrators ranged from the imposition of 

unfair or illegal restrictions, to the lack of execution of 

justice where missionaries were concerned. In 1885 the 

American Board Secretary again wrote a letter to the State 

Department, charging that: 
. . . the Turkish Government of late years has become 
more and more jealous of our [missionary] influence, 
and the work we are doing in enlightening the people. 

39 
Enclosure in Wallace to Blame, November 23, 1881, 

State Department, Foreign Relations, 1882-1883, p. 4 95. 
Enclosure in Terrell to Olney, December 5, 1895, 

State Department, Foreign Relations, 1895, Part II, p. 1380. 



Enclosure 1 in Bayard to Cox, August 17, 1885, 
State Department, Foreign Relations, 1885, p. 857. 

^^Dwight, "Literature," p. 215. 

Enclosure 1 in Bayard to Cox, August 17, 1885, 
State Department, Foreign Relations, 1885, p. 857. 
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Hence restrictions have been laid upon us in many ways, 
and the protection and the privileges granted to other 
nationalities are no longer afforded to us as in former 
years.41 

These restrictions, such as on the sale of books approved by 

the censor and the delay in the issuing of building permits, 

were contrary to the treaties signed between the United 

States and the Turkish Empire, and yet the problems contin

ued. In 1902 a missionary published an article illustrating 

the continued restrictions on American religious literature, 

such as the banning of the hymn "Onward Christian Soldiers" "] 

42 because of its martial overtones. 

An even more serious charge against the Ottoman 

government was its lack of enforcement of justice where 

missionaries were concerned. For example, the condemned 

murderer of Reverend Parsons remained under an unexecuted 

death-sentence for at least two years in a country where 

there were few chances for appeals. In another incident the 

attacker of two missionaries remained at large and was even 

treated with consideration by the officials, as he was an 

43 influential citizen in the area. On repeated occasions 

missionaries accusing Moslems of serious crimes received no 
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satisfaction in Turkish courts, and in fact were often 

treated worse than the accused! In general, the mis

sionaries felt that the Turkish government was basically 

unfriendly to them, or at least indifferent to what they 

considered to be just requests. 

The other sources of mistreatment of the American 

missionaries were the ecclesiastical officials of the 

"nominal" Christian churches already in existence in the 

empire. This type of opposition had begun as early as 1836 

in Greece proper, when officials of the Greek Orthodox 

Church forbade Protestant teaching, and ordered all Protes-

45 tant translations of the Bible burned. In 1888 American 

For an example of such treatment see Enclosure 7 
in Bayard to Straus, April 14, 188 8, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1888, p. 1580. 

45 
Clarke, Bible Societies, p. 235. 

4 6 
Enclosures 4, 5, and 7 in Bayard to Straus, 

April 14, 1388, State Department, Foreign Relations, 1888, 
pp. 1578-1580. 

missionaries from various parts of the empire complained of • 
I 

either direct persecutions of their converts by Greek Ortho- [ 

dox Church members acting on the desires of the church 

officials, or of government injustice instigated by the 
46 powerful Greek hierarchy. 

But perhaps the most important complaint of the 

missionaries, one which seemed to become stronger over the 

years, was the charge that the United States governmental 
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officials and the State Department itself were not doing all 

that was possible, and necessary, to protect the rights of 

the missionaries in the Ottoman Empire. 

In the earlier years the American Board had been 

forced to request the aid of the United States government 

in two specific incidents, one in 1852 and another in 1862. 

At these times the ministers in Constantinople proved either 

unwilling or unable to offer sufficient aid and the Board 

had communicated directly with the Secretary of State. In 

1852 the United States minister at Constantinople made a !! 

William Seward had sent special instructions to the repre

sentatives of the United States in Turkey to help apprehend 

the slayers of tv/o American missionaries. 

47 . . . 
The 18 52 incident involved the claims of Jonas 

King against the Greek officials for certain monetary 
losses. Although the new American minister at Constantino
ple made a special investigation which proved favorable to 
King, the missionary did not receive a satisfactory settle
ment until another U.S. agent was sent three years later. 
See Phillips, Protestant America, p. 168. 

48 
Much of the importance of this incident was due to 

the fact that the accused murderers had been in custody and 
had escaped either by the consent or the neglect of the 
Turkish police. Seward's special instructions were evi
dently followed, for in September of 1862 a Legation offi
cial reported that the Turkish government was punishing the 
police officers involved, and had already recaptured several 
of the assassins. See Pliillips, Protestant America, p. 168; 
and Seward to Morris, September 19, 1862, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1862, pp. 784-785. 

t 

special trip to Greece to investigate the problems of an I' 
'I 

American missionary in Athens. In 1862 Secretary of State !, 

I 
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By 1885, however. Reverend N.G. Clark, the American 

Board Secretary, openly suggested in a letter to the Presi

dent of the United States that 

. . . Mr. Heap, the consul-general of the United States, 
in consequence of ill-health, has been worried, doubt
less, by many of these complaints, and has shown less 
sympathy and less readiness to secure redress for our 
grievance.49 

Reverend Clark went on to suggest to the President that 

the "occasional presence of our Mediterranean fleet in 

Turkish waters" would serve to remind the Turkish government 

that the United States was one of the great powers of the 

world.^° 

In 1896 Cyrus Hamlin published an article in the 

North American Review that outlined the legal bases for 

missionaries' rights in Turkey, and accused the United 

States government of doing little to force the Turkish gov

ernment into upholding the treaty rights of American citi

zens in Turkey. In scathing terms Hamlin charged: 

Our government was often appealed to for redress, which 
was generally promised in the sweetest and most gracious 
v;ords, of which our diplomats have been very proud. But 
no penalty was ever exacted, no promise ever fulfilled 
. . . . No Turk has yet been punished for robbery, pil
lage, murder, rape, rapine, torture unto death of women 
and children and the horrid work goes on. Why should it 
not? The nations, our own nation especially, have for 

49 
Enclosure 1 in Bayard to Cox, August 17, 1885, 

State Department, Foreign Relations, 1885, p. 858. 
50 
Enclosure 1 in Bayard to Cox, August 17, 1885, 

State Department, Foreign Relations, 1885, p. 858. 
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two years been giving the Sultan carte-blanche to do as 
he pleases . . . .51 

However just or unjust the missionaries' complaints 

concerning the lack of action by the United States govern

ment, their requests were certainly valid. The spokesmen of 

the missionaries repeatedly asserted that the missionaries 

only wished to receive the protection due to loyal citizens 

from their government. They asserted that they wanted only 

those rights and privileges granted to them as American 

citizens under treaty agreements between the United States 

and the Turkish Empire. In 1900 the Report of the Ecumeni

cal Missionary Conference formally stated the responsi

bilities of the American government in regard to mission

aries in foreign lands, especially Turkey. The report 

declared that the government had a duty to protect the mis

sionaries " . . . as it protects all other citizens in 

anything they have a right to do," and if all the "resources 

of diplomacy" failed to achieve this protection, then some 

52 

"display of force" was absolutely necessary. The state

ment ended by saying that the friends of missions asked only 

for the rights of American citizens, and stated that 

. . . the Government should find some way to make abso
lutely clear to Oriental countries that it intends to 

•̂'•Hamlin, "Duty," pp. 280-281. 

52 
Missionary Conference Report, p. 345. 
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secure the protection for all our citizens, including 
missionaries, to which they are entitled by treaties and 
international law.53 

In spite of, and in the midst of these problems, 

American missionary work in the Ottoman Empire continued 

throughout the nineteenth and well into the twentieth cen

turies. Dedicated American missionaries continued to com.e 

to Turkey and risk harassment, injury, and death while 

patiently carrying out what they considered to be their 

Christian duty to the multiracial population of the Turkish 

Empire. ij 
i ! . 

One such devoted American missionary was Miss Ellen I) 
• • • '1 

Maria Stone. Born on July 24, 1846 in Roxbury, Massachu- jj 
I: 

setts, she was raised in a strict Christian home. She was ]• 

educated in the public schools at Chelsea, Massachusetts, 

54 and became a school teacher. But her true calling was 

religious work. At first she served on the editorial staff 

of The Congregationalist, a denominational publication, but 

55 she eventually offered her services to the American Board. 

53 
Missionary Conference Report, p. 346. 

54 
"A Brief Sketch of Miss Stone," ̂ Missionary Review 

of the World, XXV (June, 1902), 454. Hereafter cited as 
"Sketch." 

55 
William Webster Hall, Jr., "The American Board in 

Bulgaria: A Study in Purpose and Procedure" (unpublished 
doctoral dissertation, Yale University, 1937), p. 151. 
Hereafter cited as Hall, "American Board." 
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After her training, she left New York in 1878 to take up 

residence in her first field of duty in Bulgaria. 

For twenty years, until 1898, Miss Stone had charge 

of the Bible Women's work in Bulgaria.^^ In all those 

years she returned to America only once, for a short visit 
57 

in 1882. This work was carried on from the headquarters 

of the mission in Samokov, Bulgaria. A contemporary 

traveler described Samokov as a " . . . primitive, dreamy 

town . . . , much like other border towns, built largely 

of mud bricks, roofed with red tiles, crowned with storks' 
C O 

nests." But its unique feature was the work of missionary 

enterprise in the 18 60's. The mission was operated in con

junction with the Collegiate and Theological Institute of 

Samokov, at that time the largest .American college in south

eastern Europe, except for Robert College in Constantinople. 

Besides preparing most of the teachers who taught in the 

Protestant schools throughout Bulgaria and Macedonia, it was 

also an industrial school modeled on those of the United 

States. The Bulgarian boys could earn all or part of their 

tuition through their work at the school while engaged in 

^^Clarke, "Mission Work," p. 57. 

^"^"Sketch," p. 454. 

58 
Moore, The Balkan Trail, p. 34. 
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learning a trade. The girls studied homemaking skills as 

59 well as academic subjects. 

As the years passed Miss Stone became much like an 

older sister to many of the girls whom she taught. She and 

the local graduates of the school founded Bible Women's 

groups across Bulgaria and in Macedonia. In these groups 

Miss Stone and her students read the Bible and taught the 

Scriptures. In turn members of these groups taught others 

how to read so that they too could read and study the Bible 

for themselves. 

In 18 9 8 Miss Stone again visited the United States 

briefly, and then returned to her new post at Salonica. 

The largest city in Macedonia and its best seaport, Salonica 

was the trading and commerce center of Macedonia. The popu

lation was a combination of all the subject nationalities 

represented throughout the territory. The population, as 

well as the visiting European sailors, was the object of 
6"] 

British as well as American missionary work. 

The American mission in Salonica was large. In 

reality it v;as a mission-residence, v;hich allowed the Ameri

can missionaries stationed there to live within the walls 

of the mission complex, under the protection of the American 

59 

Moore, Balkan Trail, pp. 3 4-35. 

^^"Sketch," p. 454. 

^"^Moore, Balkan Trail > p. 97. 
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flag. Here Miss Stone had her own home, as did her friend 

and co-worker at the mission Dr. J.H. House. By now over 

fifty, plump, with neatly parted hair braided and tightly 

wrapped around her head, she was indeed the picture of the 
6 o 

"elder sister." But Miss Stone continued to carry out the 

most strenuous of Christian v.'ork. 

Besides serving the population of Salonica, the 

American mission there served twenty-one outstations spread 

over Macedonia. Using as much as possible the three rail

road lines which ran from Salonica into the territory, the 

missionaries still often had to resort to horseback to 

reach the smaller villages. Again in charge of Bible 

Women's work, Miss Stone traveled extensively in Macedonia, 

often through wild, unsettled areas, in order to visit 

schools, teach special classes, and advise her workers and 

4- ̂  ^ 63 students. 

In the autumn of 1901, Miss Stone and a female 

companion were kidnapped while returning to Salonica from 

one of the remote outstations. This incident soon involved 

the United States' representatives in Turkey, and the 

Department of State itself, in complicated diplomatic rela

tions with the Ottoman Porte. 

^^See illustration, Clarke, "Mission Work," p- 57. 

^^"Sketch," p. 454; Clarke, "Mission Work," p. 57. 



CHAPTER III 

THE CAPTURE AND CAPTIVITY OF MISS ELLEN MARIA 

STONE AND MRS. KATERINA TSILKA 

On September 3, 1901, Miss Ellen Maria Stone, an 

American missionary in the Ottoman Empire, and Mrs. Katerina 

Tsilka, an American-educated Bulgarian teacher, were kid

napped by a band of Macedonian brigands. This was the 

beginning of a six months long captivity for the two women. 

It was also the beginning of a six-month period of unceasing 

activity on the part of American diplomats in the Ottoman 

Empire, and on the part of the American missionaries in 

Turkey, who attempted to aid the diplomats in securing the 

release of their captive co-workers. But for the two women 

themselves this was a period of isolation. For six months 

they were kept in almost total ignorance of the efforts 

being made to secure their release. Thus for Ellen Stone 

and Katerina Tsilka this international incident was an 

intensely personal and lonely ordeal. 

The ordeal began on a September afternoon. For 

three weeks Miss Stone had been in Bansko, a town in north 

central Macedonia, conducting a summer training class for 

Bulgarian teachers. On the morning of September 3, a group 

56 
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of thirteen people, seven men and six women, set out from 

Bansko for the village of Djumia, to the northwest. 

Included in the group were three muleteers and three male 

students in the missionary schools. Three young women, 

teachers who had been attending the training class in Bansko 

and were now returning to their homes, were also in the 

group. The two older women in the party were Miss Stone and 

Mrs. Oosheva, mother of one of the students and a long-time 

member of one of the Bible Women's groups in Macedonia. 

These eleven people formed the party which set out from the 
2 

parson's house in Bansko. 

As they reached the outskirts of the tov/n they v;ere 

joined by the Reverend and Mrs. Gregory Tsilka. Mr. Tsilka, 

an Albanian by birth, had studied in the Protestant mission 

schools of the American Board as a youth, and had then gone 

The Bible Women's groups in Bulgaria, Macedonia, 
and other parts of the Ottoman Empire, consisted of women 
in various villages and towns who were led in Bible reading 
and prayer meetings by former or present students of the 
Protestant mission schools. For a further explanation of 
their activities see Hall, "American Board," pp. 150-152. 

2 
Ellen Stone, "Six Months Among Brigands," McClure's 

Magazine, XIX, No. 1 (May, 1902), 5. Hereafter cited as 
Stone, "Six Months." This article was the result of a meet
ing between Miss Stone and Ray Stannard Baker of McClure's 
Magazine in Salonica after Miss Stone's release. At this 
time she signed a contract to write a series of articles on 
her experiences for McClure's. These articles appeared in 
six installments from May to October, 1902, and v/ere written 
after her return to the United States. The articles pro
vided American readers with much information on conditions 
in Macedonia and on Miss Stone's personal reactions to the 
incident. They were written, as nearly as possible, so as 
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to the United States to study at the Union Theological Semi

nary in New York City. While in the United States he had 

met and married Katerina Stefanovna. Originally from 

Bansko, Macedonia, she too had studied in American Board 

mission schools and had then gone to the United States to 

complete her education. She first attended the Northfield 

Seminary, and then studied nursing at the Training School 

for Nurses of the Presbyterian Hospital in New York City. 

After their marriage they returned to Macedonia in 1899 to 

devote themselves to Christian work. The Tsilkas had been 

in Bansko visiting Mrs. Tsilka's parents and were returning 
3 

to their home in Kortcha, Albania. 

The group was traveling on. the main road from Bansko 

to Djumia, although it was little .more than a mountain trail 

and the members of the party had to ride in single file. In 

the afternoon the trail became steeper as they traveled 

through the foothills of the Perim Mountains. As they 

reached a cliff known in the area as the "Balanced Rock" 

to include only the information of which the captives were 
aware during their captivity in order to relate the incident 
solely through the prisoner's eyes. From the vehemence of 
Miss Stone's statements on the subject it appears that she 
welcomed this chance to express her views on the situation 
in Macedonia in general, and on the responsibility for the 
incident in particular. She seemed pleased to receive the 
chance to publicly condemn the Turkish rule in Macedonia, 
and to attempt to influence American public opinion on this 
subject. 

^Stone, "Six Months," pp. 3-4. 
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the trail made a sharp turn, and the first members of the 

group were hidden from the view of the other travelers. It 

was here that the party was suddenly surrounded by a large 

band of Macedonian highwaymen. Within a few moments the 

missionary and her friends were being driven up the steep 

mountainside until, exhausted, they reached a small level 

4 spot hidden from the trail. 

While the group waited the brigands searched their 

baggage. In her later account of the capture Miss Stone 

marveled at the "wonderful degree" of self-possession dis

played by the young women teachers, who entrusted themselves 

to the " . . . everlasting arms and unfailing strength of 
5 

the Master." She also noticed one of the brigands talking 

quietly to the guide who had led the way from Bansko, an 

occurrence which explained why he alone had remained calm 

during the attack at the "Balanced Rock." 

After a short while Miss Stone and Mrs. Tsilka were 

separated from the rest of the group, and following a brief 

consultation by two of the brigands, they v;ere ordered to 

rise and follow their captors up a steep hill. They were 

Stone, "Six Months," pp. 6-7. Also see Hall, 
"American Board," pp. 266-271 for his brief statements con
cerning the capture and captivity of Miss Stone. 

^Stone, "Six Months," p. 7. 

^Stone, "Six Months," pp. 6, 9. 
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still unaware that the purpose of their capture was to hold 

Miss Stone for ransom, and they were to remain ignorant of 

this fact for several days. Obeying the orders of the 

brigands they climbed steadily upward. At one point they 

paused and looked far down the incline to see the rest of 

their party still seated and guarded. That was the last 

time that they would see any of their friends or co-workers 

7 until, six months later, they were ransomed and released. 

What followed during that night was to be repeated 

innumerable nights in the next several months. From dusk 

until dawn the brigands and their captives traveled across 

the country, never on roads, but only on steep m.ountain 

trails, sheep or goat paths, or across country. Many times 

the women were forced to dismount and climb on foot behind 

their horses over particularly rough terrain. When the 

order was given to travel it was obeyed, no matter how 

inclement the weather. Such journeys were experienced 

throughout the entire length of the captivity, and were at 

8 times begun with only an hour's notice. 

"̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 10. 
p 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 12. Other descriptions of 

the night travels of the band are to be found throughout 
Miss Stone's articles. Also see Katerina S. Tsilka, "Born 
Among Brigands: Mrs. Tsilka's Story of Her Baby," McClure's 
Magazine, XIX, No. 4 (August, 1902). Hereafter this article 
is'cited as Tsilka, "Born Among Brigands." This article is 
Mrs. Tsilka's account of her period of captivity with Miss 
Stone. Unlike Miss Stone's accounts for McClure's, Mrs.' 
Tsilka deals with almost nothing other than the birth of the 
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During the days, and sometimes for extended periods 

when the brigands were not on the move, the captives were 

kept in hiding places ranging from abandoned sheepfolds and 
9 

shepherd's huts to storage sheds. In the autumn months the 

women were allowed to sit outside on nights when they did 

not travel, but the coming of winter ended this. Even their 

huts became bitterly cold as the winter progressed. Often 

the warming fires were as much a curse as the cold, as many 

of the hiding places had no chimneys and the smoke filled 

the room, burning the eyes and throats of the inhabitants 

until it slowly escaped through cracks and holes. At only 

one hiding place, high in the recesses of a mountain range, 

were the captives ever allowed outside during the daylight 

hours. 

baby, its effect on the brigands, and the hardships endured 
after its arrival. She makes no attempt to fix the respon
sibility for the incident nor to analyze the Macedonian 
situation in any way. Her account is a much more personal 
story and deals more vividly with the hardships endured dur
ing the captivity than do Miss Stone's articles. It is 
impossible for the reader to determine whether this is so 
merely because Mrs. Tsilka's condition caused her to feel 
the miseries more keenly, or because she had less sympathy 
in general for the brigands and their cause than did Miss 
Stone. 

^Stone, "Six Months," p. 233. Also see Tsilka, 
"Born Among Brigands," pp. 292, 300. 

Tsilka, "Born Among Brigands," p. 291. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 108. 
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Thus it was, talking in whispers, hidden from sun

light and fresh air, crowded into corners, the captives 

passed the long months of waiting. Miss Stone later 

recalled that. 

Sometimes it seemed to us that we should never know our 
own voices again; that we should need to learn to walk, 
so long did we sit curled up tailorwise in the corners 
allotted to our use. "I don't believe we can ever laugh 
again," said Mrs. Tsilka, "if we are ever freed." The 
sadness of hope deferred ate into our very souls.1^ 

The long months of captivity afforded the two women 

a rare opportunity to learn something about the individuals 

who composed a cheta, or brigand band. Those of the band 

which held Miss Stone and Mrs. Tsilka were of various ages, 

some bearded, others clean shaven. They v7ore clothing 

ranging from suits of brown homespun to tattered Turkish 

uniforms. All were heavily armed with rifles, revolvers, 

13 daggers, and aimnunition. To their captives they appeared 

to be of various national origins, some dark and "Spanish-

looking," others fair and "Jewish" in appearance. Others 

14 
could only be described as "Macedonian" m appearance. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 109. 

•'"'̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 7; Tsilka, "Born Among 
Brigands," p. 291, For an excellent description of the 
typical dress and armament of a cheta, or band member, see 
"An Underground Republic: An Adventure in Macedonia," 
Blackwood's I-dinburg Magazine, CLXXIX (March, 1906), 303. 

•̂ "̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 14. 
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Among themselves they conversed in Greek, Turkish, or Alba

nian, but they communicated with the women in Bulgarian, 

their only common language. 

As the months dragged on, the captives began to feel 

that they knew some of the men personally. The spokesman 

for the group, who always delivered the threats and orders 

to the prisoners, was secretly called "The Bad Man." A 

younger guard who attempted to be kind to them, and who on 

one occasion had declared his faith in God, was known as 

"The Good Man." Several of the younger brigands eventu

ally talked to the missionary and the pastor's wife about 

•'••'̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 105. 

16 
Stone, "Six Months," pp. 11, 14. Also see Albert 

Sonnichsen, Confessions of a Macedonian Bandit (New York: 
Duffield and Co. , 19 09) , p. 261. Hereafter cited as Son
nichsen, Confessions. This interesting book was written by 
an American author who, after spending two years in Sofia, 
claims to have crossed into Macedonia in 19 06 and joined a 
cheta for a period of a year. Although most of the book 
concerns later events, especially fights between Greek and 
Bulgarian bands, the last chapter is the story of the Stone 
kidnapping, as told to the author in 1906 by Hristo Tcherno-
peef, leader of the band which held Miss Stone. Many of his 
statements offer an interesting contrast to those of Miss 
Stone concerning the same incidents. In this case Tcherno-
peef asserted that in order to convince the women of the 
brigands' sincerity in their ransom demand they "arranged 
dramatic scenes." It was from these scenes that he himself 
received the title "The Bad Man." Yani Sandanski, another 
member of the band, had "the instincts of a French dancing 
master," and thus he received the title "The Good Man." 
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the Bible and its promises, and one of them even borrowed 

the prisoners' Bible several times to read it for himself.''"'̂  

The brigands themselves soon settled into their 

normal routine as the period of captivity lengthened. The 

women observed that when they were safely encamped, the 

brigands often engaged in singing, dancing, and athletics. 

They danced Albanian, Bulgarian, Greek, and Turkish dances, 

18 and hummed their own accompaniment. When it was available 

they indulged, to their captives' horror, in heavy drink-

19 mg. 

In spite of threats of execution, which the women 

believed were sincere, the hardships caused by the night 

traveling and wretched hiding places, and the restrictions 

imposed in order to guard the women from chance discovery 

by outsiders, many of the brigands attempted to treat the 

women well. On the first day of their captivity they were 

20 brought not only food, but also v;ild flowers. The 

17 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 229. Also see Sonnichsen, 

Confessions, pp. 263-264. It is impossible to determine if 
the "young brigand" Miss Stone mentions as asking to be 
given the Bible to read is the same one who Tchernopeef 
cites as agreeing to read the Bible if iMiss Stone would read 
his "creed," a socialist pamphlet. 

•^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 229. 

•^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 102. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 12. 



65 

consideration they received was even greater when the brig

ands began to feel that they would eventually receive the 

ransom. 

An additional cause for the brigands' care for the 

captives was Mrs. Tsilka's condition. On the first day of 

their captivity Miss Stone had informed the brigand chief 

that Mrs. Tsilka was expecting a baby in several months, 

21 and begged for their release for this reason. Believing 

that the ransom would be paid in a matter of weeks, the 

leader had refused, but the knowledge of Mrs. Tsilka's 

pregnancy weighed heavily upon the brigands. Miss Stone 

believed that the extra care afforded them was because the 

brigands believed the superstition, supposedly current among 

Macedonian highwaymen, that a curse would befall a band 
22 

which caused the death of an expectant mother or her baby. 

She felt that it was because of this belief that the brig

ands took great precautions to see that Mrs. Tsilka remained 

healthy, and even relatively content. They supplied the two 

women with cloth and thread so that they could prepare a 

wardrobe for the expected baby. At times when Mrs. Tsilka 

became depressed. Miss Stone recalled that. 

^•^Stone, "Six Months," p. 222. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 223. Also see Sonnichsen, 
Confessions, p. 262. Here the brigand scorns Miss Stone's 
iTncere belief that the brigands were superstitious, as 
most of the members of the band were ex-school teachers. 
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I more than suspected that the brigands sometimes got 
up some sort of show of athletics or maneuvers or a game 
to divert her attention from herself, for they were 
greatly disconcerted when she was more than usually sad 
and evidently distressed if she gave way to tears.^3 

On one occasion in particular the brigands showed 

their concern for Miss Stone herself. On the night before 

Thanksgiving, the holiday which was traditionally celebrated 

by the American missionaries in Turkey, Miss Stone became 

unusually depressed. The guard asked Mrs. Tsilka the reason 

for Miss Stone's special discontent, and was told of the 

meaning that the next day held for Americans everywhere. 

The following morning the same young brigand returned to 

inquire how the women would like their turkey prepared! 

Later in the day another brigand arrived v;ith some woolen 

socks and other pieces of clothing which the brigands had 

24 purchased as gifts for the prisoners. 

The height of the brigands' concern was reached, 

however, v;ith the birth of the long expected baby. On the 

night of January 3, 1902, v;hile once again traveling, Mrs. 

Tsilka collapsed and refused to move. She was carried to a 

secluded hut to await the birth of the baby. During the day 

of January 4, the brigands surprised the women by bringing 

in the only outsider they would encounter during the entire 

^"^Stone, "Six Months," p. 223. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 106. 
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six months' captivity. This was an old woman, a midwife, 

who evidently had been abducted from a nearby hut.^^ 

At ten o'clock, the night of January 4, 1902, 

Ellena Tsilka was born. Her mother recalled later that her 

thoughts that night had centered on the brigands and their 

acceptance of the baby. So often in the past the men had 

demanded absolute silence from their captives. The mother 

now feared that these men might be willing to kill a baby 

who promised such typical infant noises. These fears were 

soothed only when the voivodi, or leader, entered the hut 

2 6 

that night and rocked Ellena to sleep himself. 

The following day the rest of the members of the 

band asked to see the baby. Each in turn entered and con

gratulated the mother. Some even brought presents which 

they had made for the infant. Ellena was soon considered 

the daughter of the band and was called Kasmetche, meaning 

"good luck." The mother was considered a martyr for all her 
25 
Tsilka, "Born Among Brigands," p. 293. Also see 

Stone, "Six Months," pp. 224-225-
2 6 
Tsil]ca, "Born Among Brigands," p. 295; Stone, "Six 

Months," pp. 225, 227. Also see Sonnichsen, Confessions, 
p. 263. Even Tchernopeef admitted that the baby had quite 
an effect on himself and his men. He states in his memoirs 
that " . . . it's strange how a helpless baby acts on you, 
especially if you have been away from women and children 
long." He felt that after the birth of the baby the two 
women began " . . . to regard us [the brigands] a little 
more humanly." 
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suffering during the pregnancy, and was even compared to 

Mary, the mother of Christ. 

In spite of the consideration which many of the 

brigands had shown, the women quite naturally hoped each 

day for their release. In reality they knew little con

cerning the efforts being made by United States diplomatic 

representatives and by the American Board missionaries in 

Turkey. From time to time they heard rumors of negotiations 

in their behalf, but they learned only those things that 

the brigands wished them to know. Their knowledge of the 

negotiations underv/ay to secure their release was confined 

to the letters they sent to the outside world, and the 

letters they were allowed to receive. 

Miss Stone and Mrs. Tsilka had first learned of the 

reason for their abduction two days after their capture. 

That day three of the brigands had entered the hut where the 

women were hidden, and had explained that Miss Stone was to 

be held until her friends paid a ransom for her release. 

Mrs. Tsilka, they said, had been taken as a companion for 

28 Miss Stone. If the ransom which they were going to ask 

for Miss Stone was not paid, the leader had warned, there 

27 
Tsilka, "Born Among Brigands," p. 296; Stone, "Six 

Months," p. 227. 
28 

Stone, "Six Months," p. 100. Also see Sonnichsen, 
Confessions, p. 260. Tchernopeef explains that the brig
ands had planned to take Mrs. Oosheva along as a companion 
for Miss Stone, but finding her sick the day of the capture 
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was a bullet ready for each of the women. The amount of the 

ransom was set at twenty-five thousand Turkish pounds, a 

figure so high that she and Mrs. Tsilka decided that the 

brigands might as well kill them at once.^^ 

After learning of the reason for their abduction the 

women began their assigned role in the negotiations involved 

in their release. This role was restricted to the writing 

of letters either dictated or approved by the brigands. The 

first such letter was written on the Monday following their 

capture. Miss Stone was ordered to write to someone she 

trusted in Bansko. This person was then to go to Salonica 

and open negotiations with the American Board and United 

States government officials. She was also ordered to write 

a letter to W.W. Peet, the Treasurer of the Turkish missions 

of the American Board. These men were given tv;enty days to 

secure the ransom money and make arrangements for its 

they were forced to make a substitution. They had chosen 
Mrs. Tsil]:a because she was married, and older than the 
young Bulgarian teachers in the party. The brigand claims 
that they wished to avoid the "gossip" which might have 
followed had they taken a pretty young girl as a hostage. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 14; Hall, "American 
Board," p. 267. Also see United States, Department of 
State, Commercial Relations of the United States with For
eign Countries, 1399, Vol. II, p. 741. Here a consul from 
Turkey reported that five Turkish pounds equaled $22 in 
American currency. This would make the ransom sum demanded 
equal to approximately $110,000. 
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payment. If these terms were not complied with. Miss Stone 

was told to write, the captives would be shot."̂ ^ 

The next news that the women heard concerning the 

negotiations was eleven days later. They were told, to 

their dismay, that the intermediary in Bansko had done 

31 
nothing. Thus Miss Stone was ordered to write a second 

letter to the outside world. For reasons known only to the 

brigands the field of negotiations was changed from Mace

donia to Bulgaria. This letter was to go to a "trusted 

friend" in Samokov, Bulgaria. Miss Stone was to tell her 

friend of her captivity and the reason for it. She was to 

instruct the intermediary to deliver an enclosed J.etter to 

32 Mr. Peet in Salonica. This letter required Mr. Peet to 

. . . request the American minister at the Porte to 
secure a cessation of the movements of the Turkish 
troops who were pursuing the brigands, on the grounds 
that, in case of an encounter our [the captives] lives 
would be the most endangered.3 3 

Eighteen days were to be added to the deadline, giving the 

captives twenty-seven days to live. Miss Stone chose 

Dr. H.C. Haskell, a missionary v/ith v/hom she had worked for 

years while stationed at Samokov, to receive this letter. 

"^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 16. 

"̂ •̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 16. Also see Hall, "Amer
ican Board," p. 267. 

"^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 99. Also see Hall, "Amer 
ican Board," p. 267. 

"̂ "̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 99. 
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She carefully v/rote everything requested by the brigands, 

and sent with these letters an authorization from herself 

for the bearer of the note to receive the entire ransom. 

Following this second letter the brigands seemed 

pleased. The women heard rumors of Dr. Haskell's prompt 

compliance with the requests in the letter, and learned that 

he and Mr. Peet were in Constantinople conferring with 

3 5 

representatives of the United States government. When 

these negotiations seemed too slow Miss Stone was ordered to 

write a third letter asking Dr. Haskell and Mr. Peet to do 

all that they could to speed up the negotiations and the 
3 6 release of the women. 

The days passed slowly, and still the women heard 

nothing which promised quick release. They were told that 

the American Consul-General, Charles Dickinson, had gone to 

Sofia from Constantinople in order to help with the negotia-
37 tions himself. The brigands then ordered Miss Stone to 

^^Stone, "Six Months," pp. 99-100. 

35 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 103. Also see Moore, 

Balkan Trail, pp. 37-48. Moore deals extensively with cer-
Eain aspects of the Stone case, especially the roles played 
by Mr. Peet, Dr. House, and Mr. Gargiulo in the actual ran
soming of the prisoners. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 104. 

"̂ "̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 105. Also see Hall, 
"American Board," p. 267; Moore, Balkan Trail, p. 38; and 
Sonnichsen, Confessions, p. 264. 
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write to Consul-General Dickinson in Sofia, telling him of 

their suffering and requesting that he do everything pos-

38 sible to free them promptly. 

On the same day that Miss Stone wrote her letter to 

Consul-General Dickinson, October 29, an event of singular 

importance to the women took place. Miss Stone received her 

first communication from the outside world, a letter of 

encouragement from a former pupil in Bulgaria. The women's 

39 joy was almost unlimited. To add to their happiness they 

were not only allowed to answer this letter but also to 

write to their families for the first time in two months. 

On Thanksgiving Day, just when the unexpected kind

ness of the brigands seemed to lighten the weight of captiv

ity, news arrived of the failure of the negotiations in 

41 Sofia. The women were only told that the negotiations had 

broken down and that they must therefore write a fifth let

ter. This letter appealed to the American people to secure 

the balance of the ransom, or, the letter requested, if this 

•^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 105. 

"^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 105. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 106. 

41 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 107. Also see Moore, 

Balkan Trail, p. 38. Moore lays much of the blame for 
Consul-General Dickinson's failure on the Bulgarian govern
ment and the members of the press corps—both Bulgarian and 
foreign. Hall, "American Board," p. 267, also cites the 
newspaper publicity which the case received as being damag
ing to the negotiations. 
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had already been accomplished, then the public should demand 

that the parties holding the money pay the ransom imme-

diately. 

Throughout the negotiations the women continued to 

remain ignorant of all but the facts which the brigands 

revealed to them. The brigands told the women whatever they 
43 

wished them to believe. In an article written after her 

release Miss Stone reminded the public that her-account of 

the event was the story of captives who knew little concern

ing those negotiations so vital to their interests. She 

recalled that 

The brigands were never to be caught off their guard, 
to reveal the progress of the negotiations nor to 
acquaint us with any knowledge, which they migiit have had 
of what was going on in the great world.^^ 

Kept in ignorance concerning the progress and the 

problem.s of the negotiations, the women were greatly sur

prised when the leader of the band came to them one day and 

requested that they write another authorization note, this 

one agreeing to receive whatever sum of money had already 

Stone, "Six Months," p. 109; also see Hall, "Amer
ican Board," p. 267. The brigands were aware, because of 
both American and European newspaper articles, that the 
American people were providing the ransom money. 

^"^Stone, "Six Months," p. 109. 

"̂ "̂ Stone, "Six Months," p. 465. 
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45 
been raised. Through vague hints of their captors the 

women surmised that other bands were now claiming to hold 

the captives. These bands had approached Consul-General 

Dickinson at Sofia and had agreed to take a smaller sum in 

return for the women. Fear of losing every chance of col

lecting any money prompted the captors to accept whatever 

46 amount they could get. 

Within a few days of the latest outgoing communica

tion events appeared to be moving more rapidly. Miss Stone 

and Mrs. Tsilka received another personal letter assuring 

them that their friends had not forgotten them. More impor

tantly, they received copies of two letters from Consul-

General Dickinson's intermediary in Sofia, which had been 

sent to Dr. J.H. House, American Board m.issionary at Salo

nica and close personal friend of Miss Stone. From the 

first letter the captives learned that Dickinson's inter

mediary was empowered to act with the ransoming committee 

chosen by the missionaries. He informed Dr. House, and thus 

the prisoners, that an agreement between himself and the 

brigands had been reached whereby the brigands would accept 

4 5 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 4 66; also see Moore, Balkan Trail, p. 38. 

46 Stone, "Six Months," p. 466. 
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fourteen thousand five hundred Turkish pounds in return for 

47 
the prisoners. The second letter from the intermediary to 

Dr. House was intended to be read by the women. They were 

asked to answer certain personal questions in order to offer 

proof that they were still alive, and then the letter would 

4 8 
be taken to Dr. House to verify their answers. 

After this the women expected each day to hear of 

their impending release, but instead, after many days of 

waiting, they received a note from Dr. House. In this com

munication he assured the women that he was doing his best 

" . . . to persuade the rest of the ransoming committee to 

think as he did, that the money must be paid before the 

49 release of the captives." This was almost more than the 

women could bear. Their knowledge of the negotiations and 

its problems did not extend to an entire "ransoming commit

tee" which would have to reach a unanimous decision to pay 

the ransom. In answer to this letter Miss Stone and Mrs. 

Tsilka wrote their last letter from captivity, imploring 

50 
those responsible to pay the ransom immediately. 

Stone, "Six Months," p. 466; also see Hall, "Amer
ican Board," p. 267. Hall cites the sum accepted by the 
brigands as equaling $66,000 in gold coin. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 467. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 4 68. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 468. 
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The next communication from Dr. House v/as the long 

awaited message informing the women that the ransom had been 

paid. The letter explained that much of the delay was due 

to difficulties with the Porte, a point on which it did not 

elaborate. It was signed by all three members of the ran

soming committee, J.H. House, V7.W. Peet, and A.A. Gargiulo, 

and ended with the hope of seeing them soon. 

But the women were not to see their friends and 

families soon. The brigands were now determined to deliver 

their hostages as agreed, but the pursuit of the Turkish 

52 troops made this almost impossible. The ransom had been 

paid in January, but it was not until February 23, 1902, 

that the brigands finally put enough distance between them

selves and the Sultan's troops to release the women. 

Their release came almost without warning to the 

women. They were informed only a few minutes before mount

ing for the night's journey that they were to be freed that 

51 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 469; also see Hall, "Amer

ican Board," pp. 267-271. The Turkish government was hesi
tant to have the ransom paid on its soil for fear that it 
would later be held liable for the sum. In general the 
Turkish government was not cooperative with the ransoming 
committee. In hopes of capturing the brigands a cordon of 
Turkish troops constantly surrounded the money, making the 
transfer of the funds from the coiranittee to the brigands 
especially difficult. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 47 0; also see Hall, "Amer
ican Board," p. 268. In general the Turkish troops seemed 
more concerned with the capture of the brigands and the 
regaining of the ransom, sum than with the safety of the 
women. 
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night. After traveling almost until dawn, they were left 

with the baby beneath a pear tree, and told that in the 

morning they could walk into the town of Strumnitza.^^ 

After awhile Mrs. Tsilka became impatient for dawn, and 

struck out into the darkness. She returned with an Albanian 

villager. Within a few hours, as Sunday, February 23, 1902 

dawned, the two women and the baby reached the home of the 

54 Protestant minister in Strumnitza. 

The next two days were spent at Strumnitza, where 

they were questioned several times by the local authorities. 

They took the first opportunity they had to send telegrams 

to their families and friends, and on Monday Mrs. Tsilka's 

brother and several friends arrived. On Monday evening Dr. 

55 House and Mr. Gargiulo arrived from Salonica. On Tuesday 

morning the two former prisoners, the baby. Dr. House, Mr. 

Gargiulo, and several friends left Strumnitza to ride sev

eral miles to the railroad line. This was the beginning of 

the trip home to Salonica for Miss Stone. For Mrs. Tsilka 

this journey was more important than the arrival, for before 

they reached the station two young men overtook the group. 

One of these men proved to be Mr. Tsilka. Miss Stone later 

53 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 563; also see Hall, "American Board," p. 268. 

54 Stone, "Six Months," p. 565. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 567. 
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said of the reunion. 

Over that blessed meeting between the long-separated and 
long-suffering husband and wife, and the first meeting 
of that father with his daughter, we may well draw the 
veil.56 

By Tuesday evening the members of the party had 

reached Salonica by train, and were overjoyed to find them

selves in the American mission, and " . . . under the Stars 

57 and Stripes which there welcomed us to their protection." 

After a month filled v/ith further questioning and renewed 

missionary activity. Miss Stone left for the United States. 

She was never to return to the Balkans. 

In the United States Miss Stone wrote an account of 

her capture and captivity for McClure's Magazine. She took 

this opportunity to express the captives' gratitude for 

. . . the patient, unremitting and loving endeavors put 
forth by the nation and its representatives, in deepest 
sympathy with the captives themselves and the family of 
one whom was an American woman . . . .58 

Miss Stone's praise for her government was matched 

in vigor only by her scorn for the government which she held 

responsible for the event. She held the Turkish government 

guilty on three points. Firstly, the members of the 

original party which had set out from Bansko in September 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 568. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 569. 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 570. 
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of 1901, had all been provided with Turkish passports as a 

guarantee of safe travel in the Ottoman Empire. Secondly, 

the brigands were Turkish subjects; the captives were held 

in Turkey; the ransom was paid in Turkey; and the prisoners 

were released in Turkey. Finally, Miss Stone claimed that 

had the Turkish government carried out the promises made a 

quarter of a century earlier in the Treaty of Berlin the 

event would not have taken place. She felt that had the 

Turkish government introduced the promised reforms for the 

better treatment of the Christian peoples and countries 

under its rule, then " . . . Macedonia might not be overrun 

59 

and terrorized as now it is by brigands . . . ." 

Only after the event was finally over did the cap

tives begin to learn the full extent of the labor which had 

taken place in their behalf during that lonely six-month 

vigil. Miss Stone was to be amazed at the story of the 

involved and tangled maneuvers by government representatives 

and missionaries alike which finally secured the captives' 

freedom. 

59 
Stone, "Six Months," p. 570; also see Hall, "Amer

ican Board," pp. 268, 273-277. There was much disagreement 
among American Board missionaries as to which country was 
morally, if not legally, responsible for the kidnapping 
incident. All agreed, however, that the Turkish administra
tion of Macedonia was a failure. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE DIPLOMACY OF THE STONE KIDNAPPING 

The Stone kidnapping case began as a problem for the 

American Board missionaries in the Ottoman Empire. With the 

involvement of the United States' representatives in Con

stantinople the case soon became a diplomatic affair. This 

involvement added a new dimension to the case, for now not 

only would Miss Stone have to be rescued, but the guilt for 

the episode would have to be assessed. The situation was 

further complicated when the European and American news

papers began to publicize the abduction. This caused the 

case to become an international incident. In a matter of 

days the interest of the American population was centered, 

at least temporarily, on an area of the world which, except 

during the period of the Armenian massacres, had received 

almost no attention from any source in the United States 

other than the missionary societies. This sudden public 

concern, first with Turkey, and later with its autonomous 

principality of Bulgaria, interrupted what had been a rea

sonably good, but insignificant, diplomatic relationship 

between the United States and the Ottoman Empire. 

80 
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Prior to the kidnapping of Miss Stone Americans in 

general had demonstrated little interest in the Ottoman 

Empire, and American economic investment in Turkey was 

almost non-existent in the nineteenth and early twentieth 

centuries. The only groups with vital interests in Turkey 

were the American missionaries and their supporting organi

zations. United States diplomats assigned to Turkey there

fore found that most of their work involved the protection 

of these missionaries and their rights. 

The basis for these rights was a treaty signed in 
2 

1830. As missionary investment and activity increased in 

the Ottoman Empire the interpretation of the treaty became 

a matter of importance. The meaning of certain articles 

was disputed for years, with the United States government 

insisting, and the Porte denying, that the treaty provided 

a reciprocal "Most-Favored-Nation" status for the two sig

natories. 

With the exception of the controversy concerning the 

interpretation of this treaty the United States' representa

tives in Turkey experienced few difficulties in their 

Alfred L.P. Dennis, Adventures in American Diplo
macy, 1896-1906 (New York: E.P. Dutton and Co., 1928), 
p. 447. Hereafter cited as Dennis, Adventures in Diplomacy. 

2 
For the text and a history of this treaty see 

Hunter Miller, editor. Treaties and Other International Acts 
of the United States of America, Vol. Ill (Washington, D.C. : 
Government Printing Office, 1948), pp. 541-598. 
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relations with the Ottoman Empire, other than the marked 

reluctance of the latter to pay its debts on several occa

sions. The largest such debt to the United States was in 

the form of an indemnity for American mission property 

destroyed during the Armenian disturbances of 1894 to 1895. 

This question attracted little public interest in the United 

States, but remained a major concern to diplomats in Con

stantinople until its belated settlement in 1901."" In 

general, however, the United States enjoyed harmonious dip

lomatic relations with Turkey. 

United States' relations with Bulgaria, the other 

country to gain notoriety during the Stone case, were also 

basically good, if only because there had been so little 

intercourse between the two. As with most areas of the 

Ottoman Empire the major American interest in Bulgaria was 

in connection with missionary work. The first United States 

diplomatic agent was not sent to Bulgaria until August, 

1901, before the kidnapping in September. At that time the 

agent, Charles Monroe Dickinson, suggested that a permanent 

office be established in Sofia in order to strengthen 

3 
Dennis, Adventures in Diplomacy, pp. 451-452; also 

see Samuel Flagg Bemis, editor, American Secretaries of 
State and Their Diplomacy, Vol. IX, John Hay (New York: 
Cooper Square Publishing, Inc., 1963), pp. 178-179. 

Samuel Flagg Bemis, A Diplomatic History of the 
United States (New York: Holt, Rinehart, and Winston, 
1955), p. 341. Hereafter cited as Bemis, Diplomatic His
tory. 
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commercial ties between the two countries. Indeed, he said 

of Bulgaria that, 

. . . the people and the businessmen of that country 
look upon our country as the ideal government of the 
world and are very anxious to establish close relations 
with the United States.5 

At the turn of the century, however, aside from the mission

ary involvement, American relations with Bulgaria were 

insignificant. 

The first Americans to learn of the kidnapping were 

other missionaries. By September 5, 1901, two days after 

the attack on the travelers at the "Balanced Rock," offi

cials at the United States' Legation in Constantinople had 

been notified, and had in turn informed the Department of 
g 

State, of Miss Stone's abduction. The man who sent this 

report to Washington, and the first diplomat officially 

concerned with the case, was John G.A. Leishman. A forty-

three year old multimillionaire and former president of the 

Dickinson to Hill, August 1, 1901, The Charles 
Monroe Dickinson Papers, 1897-1923, Boxes 1, 3, and 4, 
Library of Congress, Manuscript Division. The collection 
contains Dickinson's correspondence, v/ritings, reminis
cences, etc., taken from all his areas of interest. 
Included is much material relating to his activities as a 
diplomat from 1897 to 1908. Documents relating to the Stone 
case are found in Boxes 1, 3, and 4. Material from this 
collection is hereafter cited as Dickinson Mss, A micro
filmed copy of material in this collection pertinent to the 
Stone case is on file in the Library of Texas Tech Univer
sity. 

Leishman to Hay, September 5, 1901, State Depart
ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 997. 
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Carnegie Steel Company, Leishman had gone to Turkey as 

United States Minister in 1900, following a three-year 

appointment as Minister to Switzerland.^ 

From September 5 until September 24, 1901, when he 

began a four-month leave of absence, Leishman kept the State 

Department informed of developments in the Stone case. His 

dispatches consisted mainly of reports of the rumors con

cerning the event which were then being circulated. During 

this time, however, two important facts became evident. 

Reporting on these facts in a dispatch of September 24 to 

the Secretary of State, Leishman wrote, 

. . . judging from the best information obtainable the 
miscreants who committed the outrage v;ere Bulgarians, 
or possibly Macedonians, living close to the frontier, 
instigated by the Central Bulgarian Committee.8 

With the implied involvement of Bulgarians and of 

the Sofia Central Committee, it became obvious that it would 

be advisable for a representative of the United States to 

go to Bulgaria. The proper diplomat for this task was 

Charles Monroe Dickinson who, although he had not yet pre

sented his credentials, was the official agent to Bulgaria. 

Dickinson, Consul-General in Turkey, had been born and 

Who Was Who in America, Vol. I, 1897-1942 (Chicago: 
The A.N. Marquis Co., 1942), p. 720. Hereafter cited as 
Who Was Who. Leishman was to continue in the diplomatic 
service until 1913, serving in Turkey, Italy, and Germany. 

Q 

Leishman to Hay, September 24, 1901, State Depart
ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1000. 
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educated in New York State. Following the Civil War he had 

practiced law in his home state from 1865 until 1877. In 

187 8 he became editor and part owner of the Binghamton 

Republican, a newspaper with which he remained associated 

until 1911. His Republicanism and law background earned him 

a position as a New York Presidential Elector in the elec

tion of 1896, and then the post of Consul-General in Turkey 

in 18 97. He was to continue in the consular service until 

1908, serving in Turkey until 1906, and then as Consul-
9 

General-at-Large until 1908. 

In spite of the implication of the Bulgarian Com

mittee and recurring rumors that the brigands and their cap

tives had crossed the border into Bulgarian territory, 

Dickinson did not decide to go to Sofia until after Miss 

Stone's letter arrived in Bulgaria. This letter had been 

sent to Dr. H.C. Haskell in Samokov, with an enclosure for 

Mr. W.W. Peet, the American Board Treasurer. Both mission

aries and diplomats were expecting a ransom demand, but the 

huge sum of twenty-five thousand Turkish pounds, or approxi

mately one hundred thousand United States dollars, was a 

shock to all concerned. The letter also added that unless 

the full amount was paid by October 8, Miss Stone and 

Who Was Who, Vol. I, p. 3 22. 
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Mrs. Tsilka would be killed. •'"̂  With the imposing of a dead

line Consul-General Dickinson decided that the time had come 

to go to Sofia. 

When Mr. Dickinson arrived in Sofia on October 4, 

1901, he was already fully convinced, as were most of the 

American missionaries in Turkey, that the kidnapping was a 

case of "political brigandage" which .had been carried out 

by a secret committee in Macedonia under the direction of 

the Central Committee in Sofia. His intention when he 

first arrived was to apply diplomatic pressure on the Bul

garian government, compelling the government in turn to 

exert pressure on the Central Committee. In this way he 

expected to secure Miss Stone's rapid release, perhaps with

out even a token payment. It was not long before Dickinson 

understood the circumstances and realized that his plan was 

futile. 

Dickinson began by attempting to impress upon offi

cials of the Bulgarian government that whatever the facts 

Eddy to Hay, September 28, 1901, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1004; also see Stone, "Six 
Months," p. 99. 

Eddy to Hay, October 2, 1901, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1005. Also see Thomson to 
Dickinson, September 26, 1901, and Marsh to Dickinson, 
September 28, 1901, Dickinson Mss. As a result of his cor
respondence with missionaries throughout Turkey and Bulgaria 
Dickinson was well informed concerning the true state of 
affairs in Macedonia, and of the existence of the Macedonian 
Committee, both in its official form in Sofia and in its 
secret forms in Macedonia. 
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might be, at the present time news stories had caused the 

American people to hold Bulgaria responsible for Miss 

Stone's safety. His first approach was tactful. In a note 

to the Bulgarian Minister for Foreign Affairs on October 7, 

1901, he assured the minister that although strong evidence 

pointed to the involvement of some Bulgarians in the band, 

this did not discredit the Bulgarian government nor the 

Bulgarian people; that would only happen through " . . . a 

12 neglect of plain duty to a friendly state." This stand 

was soon strengthened by the receipt of instructions from 

the Department of State to deliver a message to the Bulgar

ian government from President Theodore Roosevelt. This 

message read. 

If any harm comes to Miss Stone, the American people 
will be satisfied with nothing less than unhesitating 
ascertainment of the responsibility and due redress.13 

In return Dickinson received assurances that the Bulgarian 

government had taken, and would continue to take, the most 

energetic measures to prevent the brigands from entering 

Bulgarian territory. However, the Acting Minister of 

Foreign Affairs, M.K. Sarafoff, absolutely refused to admit 

that there existed in Bulgaria a "secret committee" which 

might be responsible for the crime. Sarafoff's stand, which 

Dickinson to Daneff, October 7, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

"'""̂ Dickinson to Daneff, October 8, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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remained the official one, was that government officials and 

troops would take all measures to hunt down and destroy any 

band of brigands that "might" enter Bulgaria, but the gov

ernment could not take part in any attempts to negotiate 

with the band. Such action, officials claimed, would 

encourage a repetition of such actions and would damage 

Bulgaria's reputation, especially so if it led to the 

release of the prisoners by payment of ransom. Dickinson 

thus found his first plan completely blocked. 

Although he had hoped for its assistance, Dickinson 

understood the real reason for the Bulgarian government's 

hesitancy to become involved. His four years in Turkey and 

his many associations with the American missionaries had 

supplied him v/ith much knowledge concerning the Macedonian 

freedom cause and the various committees which operated in 

15 Its name. He was disillusioned, however, to learn of the 

extent of the influence these committees had on the Bulgar

ian government. In a report in late October to the State 

Department Dickinson eloquently described the basic reasons 

Sarafoff to Dickinson, October 11, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

Dickinson attempted to explain to the State 
Department that the Central Committee in Bulgaria commanded 
the sympathy of almost everyone in Bulgaria. He also 
emphasized the fact that secret coirjnittees, whose methods 
included blackmail and violence, operated in Bulgaria and in 
Macedonia collecting funds and buying arms. See Dickinson 
to'Hill, October 25, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 
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for his difficulties in Bulgaria in regard to the Stone 

case. Dickinson wrote, 

. . . I have reluctantly reached the conclusion that the 
Committee is stronger than the Government--that in fact 
it is the Government . . . . Scarcely anyone with whom 
I have talked has denied . . . that all indications 
point to the Macedonian Committee as the author of Miss 
Stone's abduction, but nearly all express the belief 
that if any official should pursue this Committee, he 
would not only lose his official place, but v/ould be in 
danger of assassination. . . . The Department will thus 
see the difficulties confronting this case and the 
almost helpless condition of this people and Government. 
They have nursed the Macedonian movement and allowed it 
to get into the hands of unscrupulous men, until it has 
become a power which everyone must reckon v;ith and which 
no one dares to defy.16 

Having rapidly reached the conclusion that the Bul

garian government would not, in fact could not, help to 

effect the release of Miss Stone without ransom, Dickinson 

decided to attempt to establish negotiations with the brig

ands, hoping to reduce their demands. These negotiations 

developed into an intricate web of attempted secrecy, 

occasional progress, frequent interruptions, and frustrating 

deadlocks. Several factors affected Dickinson's Bulgarian 

based negotiations. 

The first hindrance to the negotiations arose before 

they even began. On October 5, Alvey A. Adee, Acting Secre

tary of State of the United States, telegraphed to Spencer 

Eddy, the Legation official in charge during Leishman's 

•^^Dickinson to Hill, October 22, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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absence from Constantinople, that the American Board of 

Commissioners for Foreign Missions had informed him that 

they could not be responsible for the twenty-five thousand 

17 Turkish pounds ransom. Their reasoning for this stand was 

that it would destroy their work in the Ottoman Empire by 

18 making every missionary a tempting prize. Mr. Adee also 

informed Eddy that there was no possibility that the United 

States government would take responsibility for the money, 

-. ̂ ^ 19 as it could only spend funds as appropriated by Congress. 

It briefly seemed that there would be no way to supply the 

ransom. The answer was found by raising the sum through 

private donations, in reply to an appeal made through the 

newspapers on October 5 by friends and relatives of Miss 

20 Stone in the United States. 

At first this newspaper publicity appeared to be 

invaluable, offering the only means to raise the ransom 

before the deadline on October 8. But as the case developed 

this publicity became one of the most difficult problems 

•'•'̂Adee to Eddy, October 5, 1901, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1008. 

-̂ M̂anv American Board missionaries in Turkey and 
Bulgaria agreed with this stand. See Hall, "American 
Board," pp. 272-273. 

•••̂ Adee to Eddy, October 5, 1901, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1008. 

^^For the appeal in Miss Stone's behalf which was 
made to "American Christian Patriots," see The New York ' 
Times, October 5, 1901, p. 9. 
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with which the negotiators had to contend. In early October 

newsmen arrived in Sofia ready to bribe any official, tele

graph operator, or man on the street, for "inside" informa

tion. Stories which criticized Dickinson's actions misled 

21 

the American public. Daily published reports of the 

amount of money collected in the United States, often exag

gerated, encouraged the brigands to maintain their demand 

for more than one hundred thousand dollars. One missionary, 

working with Dickinson in an attempt to negotiate with the 

brigands, wrote that the newspaper stories kept the brigands 

misinformed concerning the degree of interest in the case 

in the United States and the amount of money collected. He 

felt that the news stories " . . . about the collection of 
22 

remittances in America make bargaining almost impossible." 

The tremendous amount of publicity the case received 

hindered the negotiators in another way. Dickinson and 

those working with him found it almost impossible to keep 21 . . . 
These stories resulted in the publication m The 

Congregationalist of a highly critical article concerning 
Mr. Dickinson's role in the case. Dickinson v/as saddened 
by this article, claiming to have been "smitten in the house 
of my friends." Missionaries in Bulgaria and Turkey wrote 
in Dickinson's defense to the editors of the magazine, and 
Dickinson eventually received a letter of apology from the 
Secretary of the American Board. For documents concerning 
this incident see Dickinson to Peet, December 6, 1901; 
Barton to Dickinson, February 25, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 

Thomson to Dickinson, October 15, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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23 

their progress secret. On more than one occasion informa

tion the negotiators had promised to keep secret appeared in 

the papers. This resulted in the interruption of the nego

tiations on several occasions. At one point officials of 

the State Department wrote to Dickinson to inquire why news

paper stories datelined Sofia seemed to include more details 

concerning the bargaining than the State Department received 

from Dickinson 1 

The attitude of the Bulgarian government and people 

also hindered those attempting to secure Miss Stone's 

release. Dickinson pointed out in one dispatch to the State 

Department that the brigands, in order to escape punishment; 

the government officials, because of fear of the ComiTiittee; 

and many respectable Bulgarians, hoping to save the "good 

name of Bulgaria"; were all intent on upholding the view 
25 that the crime was entirely of Turkish origin. In spite 

of assurances that the Bulgarian government would not inter

fere with Dickinson's attempts to secure Miss Stone's 

release through agreement with the brigands, in reality the 

For documents concerning the difficulty of keeping 
secret information from appearing in the newspapers see: 
Peet to Dickinson, October 15, 1901; Thomson to Dickinson, 
October 15, 1901; Dickinson to Hay, November 17, 1901, 
Dickinson Mss. 

^ Hay to Dickinson, November 20, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

^^Dickinson to Hill, November 25, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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Bulgarian officials often took measures which greatly hin

dered the bargaining. Information communicated to the 

Bulgarian government by Dickinson found its way into the 

2 6 
Sofia newspapers. Dickinson's agents were watched and 

followed, and some were even arrested. Bulgarian troops 

were repeatedly ordered into mountain areas where the brig

ands might be hiding, an action Dickinson deemed dangerous 

to Miss Stone. All of these incidents resulted in a later 

charge by Dickinson that the Bulgarian government had failed 

to act in "good faith" toward the United States during the 

27 
incident. 

Despite all of these impediments Dickinson managed 

to obtain a great deal of information concerning the kid

napping, and to engage in extended, if frustrating, negotia

tions with the brigands. In addition to the information 

obtained from diplomatic sources, he received a continuous 

stream of correspondence from the American missionaries in 

Turkey and Bulgaria. From September of 19 01 until February 

of 1902, the months of Miss Stone's captivity, he received 

almost daily messages from the American Board missionaries. 

2 6 
Dickinson to Vernazza, October 10, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 

27 
For mention of such incidents and Dickinson's 

reaction to them, see Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, 
pp. 48-58, Dickinson Mss. This document is Dickinson's 
official report to the State Department. 
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ranging from quickly scribbled notes to lengthy reports.^^ 

These letters contained rumors concerning the condition of 

the captives, information on the responsibility for the out

rage, confirmation or refutation of reports concerning the 

movement of the band, notification of fruitless attempts at 

communication with the women, and even suggestions for 

2 9 

attempted rescues by force. From among this avalanche of 

conflicting, confusing, and often false reports, Dickinson 

gleaned much valuable information. Indeed it was through 

cooperation with Dr. H.C. Haskell, missionary at Samokov, 

that Dickinson m.ade his first attempt to reach a negotiated 

settlement. 

As soon as Dickinson became satisfied that diplo

matic pressure on the Bulgarian government would not secure 

Miss Stone's release he encouraged the missionaries to 

attempt to communicate with the brigands and open ransom 
28 
This correspondence is found throughout Boxes 1, 

3, and 4 of the collection. It is identifiable only by the 
content of the communication, or by familiarity v/ith the 
names of the American missionaries in the Ottoman Empire at 
the time. 

29 
One missionary suggested to Dickinson that the 

time had come for a "fleet to appear" to place pressure on 
both Turkey and Bulgaria. Perhaps from a more developed 
understanding of the importance of the incident, or perhaps 
because he daily expected Miss Stone's release, Dickinson 
never relayed the suggestion to the State Department. See 
E.B. Haskell to Dickinson, February 3, 1902, Dickinson Mss. 
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30 
negotiations. On October 14, 1901, he received word from 

Dr. Haskell that the missionary had written a letter to 

Miss Stone and would attempt to send it to her by way of 

the same messenger who had delivered Miss Stone's letter in 

31 

September. Although his letter never reached its destina

tion, Haskell did succeed in opening communications with an 

agent of the brigands. On October 22, Dickinson wrote to 

Haskell informing him that the State Department had given 

the Consul-General full authority to draw on funds collected 

32 

for ransom. At this point Dickinson wished to go to 

Samokov and personally take charge of the bargaining, but 

Haskell advised against it, fearing that Dickinson's move 

might frighten the brigands or betray the negotiations to 
û 33 the press. 

On October 28, Dr. Haskell received a second letter 

34 

from Miss Stone, asking that the ransoming be hurried. 

This was complicated, however, by the brigands' insistence 

that they would accept only the full twenty-five thousand 

Mss. 

Mss. 

Mss. 

"^^Dickinson to Hill, October 22, 1901, Dickinson 

31 

Haskell to Dickinson, October 14, 1901, Dickinson 

'^^Dickinson to Haskell, October 22, 1901, Dickinson 

^"^Dickinson to Haskell, October 22, 1901, and 
Haskell to Dickinson, October 26, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 

34 Stone, "Six Months," p. 104. 
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Turkish pounds. Their agent claimed the brigands knew that 

the full ransom had been raised because of the newspaper 

accounts. Haskell, explaining that the sum had not been 

raised, convinced the agent to send a messenger back to the 

brigands to ask the minimum they would accept. In return 

Dr. Haskell agreed to write to Peet and ascertain the 

largest sum which could be offered. Haskell's letter of 

explanation to Dickinson warned of the delicacy of these 

negotiations, and stressed the importance of keeping them 

a secret from the press. 

In answer to Haskell's letter Dickinson instructed 

Haskell to impress two facts upon the brigands' agent. 

Firstly, he wanted the agent to be.told that the newspaper 

reports of fifty-three thousand dollars raised in the United 

States were exaggerated. Secondly, he wanted the brigands 

to understand that the "expenses incurred" while trying to 

rescue Miss Stone would have to be deducted from the amount 

collected for ransom. He also told Haskell to assure the 

agent then in Samokov that no intermediary of the brigands 

attempting to bring about Miss Stone's release would be 

prosecuted, hoping that this assurance might help to bring 

•̂  -. 36 the matter to a more rapid close. 

Haskell to Dickinson, October 28, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

^^Dickinson to Haskell, October 28, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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These instructions to Haskell represented an attempt 

on Dickinson's part to influence directly the negotiations 

which the brigands believed were being carried on with 

missionary representatives. In reality the sum available 

for ransom was fifty-six thousand dollars, and Dickinson was 

37 

aware of this fact. It v;as also unlikely that the mis

sionaries would have insisted on their own that "expenses" 

would need to be deducted before payment of the ransom 

money. 

Unfortunately, just as the bargaining began to 

appear promising, Haskell's fears were confirmed and infor-

38 mation was leaked to the newspapers. By November 4 

Dickinson reported to Eddy that Haskell's negotiations had 

39 collapsed. 

37 . . . 
Spencer Eddy had informed Dickinson of the amount 

available for ransom on October 18. See Eddy to Dickinson, 
October 18, 1901, Dickinson Mss. It is also interesting to 
note that of this large sum the members of the Stone family 
in America had themselves contributed $12,000. See The New 
York Times, October 6, 1901, p. 1. 

•̂ T̂he New York Times, October 25, 1901, p. 7. 
Although it would be impossible to determine actual guilt 
in the question, the evidence seems to support the belief 
of Dickinson and the missionaries that the major source of 
information leaks was in Bulgaria. See Dickinson to Hill, 
November 3, 1902, pp. 9-10; Dickinson to Vernazza, Octo
ber 10, 1901; Peet to Dickinson, October 15, 1901; Thomson 
to Dickinson, October 15, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 

3Q 

Dickinson to Eddy, November 4, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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In addition to the activities undertaken by the 

missionaries, Dickinson himself attempted several times to 

communicate with Miss Stone. His first such letter was 

written from Sofia on October 26, and sent by messenger into 

the mountains. in this letter he told Miss Stone that he 

and many others were working for her release. After review

ing the difficulty concerning the responsibility for the 

ransom, he asked her to attempt to make her captors under

stand that although some money had been raised in the United 

States, the sum was not nearly as high as the newspapers 

reported. He informed her that contributions had now 

ceased, due to the fear that ransoming would make mission 

work in Turkey unsafe. For all these reasons Dickinson 

advised her to tell the brigands to accept his offer now, 

and made an offer of one thousand two hundred Turkish 

40 pounds. He subsequently wrote three similar letters to 

Miss Stone, but found upon her release that she had received 

^ 4.U 4 1 none of them. 

Despite his failure to establish communication with 

Miss Stone, and the disappointment of false leads and inter

rupted bargaining, Dickinson's efforts succeeded in early 

Dickinson to Stone, October 26, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

Dickinson to Stone, November 6, 1901; Dickinson to 
Stone, November 15, 19 01; Dickinson to Stone, November 17, 
1901, Dickinson Mss. 
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November. Shortly after the collapse of Haskell's negotia

tions in Samokov, Dickinson managed to establish communica

tions with an agent of the band holding Miss Stone. In 

early November Dickinson sent a man into the mountains on 

the frontier between Bulgaria and Macedonia with an offer 

to the brigands for direct negotiations with him in Sofia. 

On November 6, he telegraphed Eddy at the Legation that a 

brigand was then in Sofia and that they were working for a 

43 settlement. 

The major question still in dispute was the amount 

of money to be paid. The brigand agent insisted on the 

twenty-five thousand Turkish pounds, Dickinson insisted that 

he did not have it and could not obtain it. By November 15, 

he was offering ten thousand Turkish pounds, a figure he 

claimed was all that had been subscribed, less the expenses 

incurred. He tried to impress upon the agent that subscrip

tion had now ceased, and if the brigands held out for the 

44 full amount a settlement would be impossible. 

Another question involved in the negotiation con

cerned the manner of payment of the ransom and the release 

Mss. 

Mss. 

Dickinson to Eddy, November 4, 1901, Dickinson 

Dickinson to Eddy, November 6, 1901, Dickinson 

Dickinson to Stone, November 15, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss.; also see Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dick
inson Mss. 
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of the captives. At one point Dickinson devised a plan to 

have the prisoners and the money delivered simultaneously 

in Turkey and Bulgaria, respectively, but Eddy advised 

strongly against the money being paid in any manner other 

than after the release of the women. "̂^ Indeed, it continued 

to be the desire of both the diplomats and the missionaries 

that the money be paid only after the release of the cap

tives. 

By the latter part of November a deadlock had been 

reached over the matter of the amount to be paid. Dickinson 

was convinced that the brigands would accept less than the 

twenty-five thousand Turkish pounds asked, but he found it 

impossible to persuade them to accept at once the amount he 

was prepared to offer. It was in this matter especially 

that the newspaper publicity harmed the efforts to rescue 

Miss Stone. Dickinson reported to the State Department that 

the brigands were well informed by everything printed in 

both the European and American papers concerning the case. 

Misleading news stories caused the brigands to continue in 

their demands. The brigands' agent even claimed during one 

interview to know the contents of a telegram sent from 

45 
Eddy to Dickinson, November 21, 19 01, Dickinson 

Mss. 
For numerous expressions of this opinion see 

Lazzarro to Dickinson, October 16, 1901; Thomson to Dickin
son, November 7, 1901; Baird to Dickinson, January 6, 1902, 
Dickinson Mss. 
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Sofia by a foreign correspondent which asserted that Dickin

son had over one hundred thousand dollars in his hands, but 

was personally delaying the ransom payment. ̂"̂  

With the negotiations at this stage Dickinson deter

mined upon a new course of action. He informed the brig

ands' agent that the tv/enty-five thousand Turkish pounds 

had not been raised and most probably would never be raised. 

Therefore he would appoint as his confidential intermediary 

the man who had acted as interpreter during the interviews, 

and he himself would return to Constantinople. If the 

captors decided to accept the amount already raised, Dickin

son told the agent, they could notify the intermediary in 

Sofia and the Consul-General would return to settle the 

48 matter. Dickinson explained to the State Department that 

he had taken this action in order to 

. . . overcome the impression which the brigands evi
dently have that the American people are lying awake 
at night worrying about Miss Stone and spending their 
days trying to raise money for her ransom . . . .49 

Following his plan, Dickinson left Sofia for Constantinople 

on November 22, 1901. 

Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

48 
Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickinson 

Mss. 
Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickinson 

Mss. 
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he had taken this action in order to 

. . . overcome the impression which the brigands evi
dently have that the American people are lying awake 
at night worrying about Miss Stone and spending their 
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Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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In an article written after her release. Miss Stone 

said that the brigands decided to accept the lower sum 

because of the fear that some other band might falsely col

lect the money first. Whether this is true, or whether 

Dickinson's departure had the desired effect of helping to 

convince the brigands to accept the lower sum, is impossible 

to determine. It is most probable that both factors played 

a role in their decision. Whatever the reasons, on Decem

ber 24, 1901, D. Radin, Dickinson's trusted intermediary at 

Sofia, informed Dickinson that the brigands' agent had 

returned and agreed to accept less than twenty-five thousand 

Turkish pounds, but wanted to know exactly how much was 

51 
available. He had further arranged, according to instruc
tions from Dickinson, to have the brigand take a letter to 

^^Stone, "Six Months," p. 466. 

51 
Radin to Dickinson, December 24, 1901, Dickinson 

Mss. "D. Radin" is identified by Dickinson in the corre
spondence only as "one of the most reputable citizens of 
Sofia." Dickinson to Leishman, December 28, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. From statements in Radin's letters, however, it is 
obvious that he is a Protestant acting through concern for 
Miss Stone. His identity remained a secret to all concerned 
except for the Legation staff, Dickinson, and the ransoming 
committee, because he feared repercussions in Sofia for 
assisting Dickinson. See Radin to Dickinson, January 8, 
1902; and Radin to Dickinson, January 18, 1902, Dickinson 
Mss. Evidently these fears were not v;ithout some basis. 
Dickinson reported to the State Department that missionaries 
in Bulgaria had been threatened with personal violence for 
aiding him. Dickinson to Hill, November 25, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 



103 

be endorsed by Miss Stone to Dr. House in Bansko. Here 

arrangements as to the time and place of the exchange would 

be made. 

Continuing to work on these lines, by December 30 

Radin notified Dickinson that the brigands had agreed to 

accept fourteen thousand five hundred Turkish pounds, 

approximately sixty-six thousand dollars.^^ By January 1, 

1902, arrangements were set to have the brigands bring 

Radin's letter, endorsed by the captives, to Dr. House in 

Bansko. The money was to be ready in Serres, Turkey, and 

after Dr. House had made the arrangements the money and 

54 women could be exchanged near there. 

At this stage it seemed that the negotiations, and 

the period of captivity, were drawing to a close, but the 

entire situation was complicated by actions which had been 

initiated in Constantinople. These actions, and what 

appears to have been a personal conflict between the dip

lomats involved, further complicated the already tangled 

web of negotiations. 

52 
Radin to Dickinson, December 24, 1901, Dickinson 

5 3 
Radin to Dickinson, December 30, 1901, Dickinson 

54 
Radin to Dickinson, January 1, 1902, Dickinson 

Mss. A copy of the English translation of this agreement 
is found in the collection, entitled "Agreement with Brig
ands," and dated December 31, 1901. 

Mss. 

Mss 
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The first step toward introducing further complica

tions into the affair was taken by Spencer Eddy at the Lega

tion in Constantinople. The man in charge of the Legation's 

role in the Stone case during Leishman's absence, Eddy was 

a diplomatist with an impressive background. A Harvard 

graduate with post-graduate work in Berlin and Heidelburg, 

he had served as John Hay's private secretary from 1897 to 

1898, while Hay was serving as Ambassador to Great Britain. 

In 1898 he became a clerk at the Department of State, but 

soon entered the diplomatic service, being assigned first to 

London and then to Paris. In 1901, at twenty-seven, he came 

55 to Constantinople as First Secretary of the Legation. On 

December 12, having heard nothing from Dickinson's inter

mediary at that time, Eddy decided to attempt to open 

negotiations with the brigands on Turkish territory. His 

plan was to send Mr. Peet, the missionary treasurer, and 

Mr. Gargiulo, the first Dragoman of the Legation, to 

Djumabala, near the Bulgarian frontier. Here he hoped they 

would contact the brigands and convince them to accept as 

ransom the sixty-six thousand dollars, or fourteen thousand 

five hundred Turkish pounds, which had by then been 

55 
Who Was Who, Vol. I, p. 357. Eddy was to continue 

in the diplomatic service to 1909, advancing to the rank of 
Envoy Extraordinary, first to Argentina and then to Bul
garia, Roumania, and Serbia. 

Eddy to Hay, December 12, 1901, State Department, 
Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1013. 
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collected. The exchange of prisoners and money could 

take place directly on the frontier, if the brigands so 

57 

desired. At first this negotiation attempt seemed fruit

less, but on December 26, 1901, Eddy wired the State Depart

ment that the "committee," as it soon became known, was in 

touch with the brigands at Salonica, and was leaving for the 

frontier the next day to make an agreement. 

It was at this,point that the situation became con

fused. After two months of absence, Mr. Leishman returned 

and wished to take complete control of the Stone case. On 

January 1, 1902, therefore, he wrote a letter to Dickinson 

informing him that the Sofia intermediary was to be told 

that he had no authority to enter into agreements with the 

brigands, and that all future negotiations were to be car

ried out through the ransoming committee under the Lega

tion's instructions. Dickinson was told to take " . . . no 

action in regard to the case of Miss Stone other than secur-

59 

ing information which may be of assistance . . . . " 

At the receipt of this communication Dickinson 

retaliated by reminding the minister that on October 26, 
57 
Eddy to Hay, December 13, 1901, State Department, 

Foreign Relations, 1902, pp- 1013-1015. 
^ Eddy to Hay, December 26, 1901, State Department, 

Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1017. 

59 
Leishman to Dickinson, January 1, 1902, Dickinson 

Mss. 
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1901, he, Dickinson, had received authority from the State 

Department to negotiate for Miss Stone's release and to draw 

drafts for the sum of sixty-six thousand dollars, if neces

sary. It was under this authority, which had never been 

revoked, Dickinson stated, that he had empowered his inter

mediary to treat with the brigands. The only concrete 

agreement which had been reached had been achieved by his 

agent in Sofia, and unless the brigands had a letter from 

Miss Stone, the committee in Turkey could not be certain 

that they v/ere in contact with the real captors of the 

women. Dickinson ended this letter by reminding Leishman 

that the important question was the speedy release of 

Miss Stone, and that 

. . . whether the Legation at Constantinople or the 
agency at Sofia shall be the more prominent and helpful 
in bringing it to a close, is a matter of very little 
importance.^0 

Although the controversy between the tv7o diplomats 

continued for almost a month, the problem of duplicate nego

tiations in Sofia and Turkey soon was solved. Dickinson's 

agent in Sofia had been informed in December of the exis

tence of the committee, Peet and Gargiulo with the addition 

of Dr. J.H. House of Salonica. The brigands' agent was also 

informed of this. Thus it v;as that the agreement of Decem

ber 24 in Sofia provided for a meeting with Dr. House in 

fi 0 

Dickinson to Leishman, January 2, 1902, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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Bansko. As soon as the brigands' agent contacted Dr. House, 

the scene of negotiations changed from Sofia to Turkey. ̂•'" 

From the time of the contact with Dr. House the 

bargaining in Turkey proceeded slowly. By January 20, 1902, 

Leishman telegraphed to the State Department that the com

mittee was in communication with the brigands and that an 

authorization from Miss Stone had been seen. The greatest 

problem was the insistence of the brigands that the payment 

of the ransom be made in advance of the release, a plan 

which Miss Stone and Mrs. Tsilka had approved, taking the 

6 0 
entire responsibility for the risk to their lives. On 

that same day Leishman had arranged for the ransom money, 

fourteen thousand five hundred Turkish pounds in gold coin, 

to leave for Serres under the charge of United States Mar-

6 3 
shal William Smith-Lyte and a guard of Turkish soldiers. 

6 "I 
For other documents concerning this disagreement 

see Leishman to Dickinson, January 3, 1902; Dickinson to 
Leishman, January 6, 1902; Leishman to Dickinson, Janu
ary 10, 1902; Dickinson to Leishman, January 15, 1902, 
Dickinson Mss. Most importantly, in his formal report to 
the State Department Dickinson frankly stated: "Mr. Leish
man ' s critical attitude, that Mr. Eddy and I had accom
plished nothing during his absence and his efforts to repu
diate whatever we had done, were not conducive to the most 
favorable results." See Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 
1902, p. 47, Dickinson Mss. 

6 2 
Leishman to Hay, January 20, 1901, State Depart

ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1018. Also see Stone, 
"Six Months," p. 4 68, for the conditions surrounding the 
captives' acceptance of the brigands' terms. 

6 3 
Leishman to Hay, January 20, 1902, State Depart

ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1018. 
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From here it was to travel overland, under guard, to the 

ransoming committee. By January 28, Leishman reported that 

the negotiations had been interrupted due to pressure on the 

brigands by Turkish troops in the area.̂ "* On February 3, 

65 however, the talks resumed. 

In his later report Dickinson quite frankly stated 

that the abandonment of the original plan to pay the money 

secretly at a point near Serres had caused unnecessary 

delays in the negotiations. The transfer of the money to 

Bansko had necessitated a guard of the marshal, two can

vasses, and a Turkish guard of seventy-five men. Within 

a few days the whole of Turkey was notified of the v/here-

6 6 

abouts of the money, and therefore of the negotiations. 

This caused the temporary interruption of the negotiations, 

and also resulted in one of the most curious aspects of the 

case. 

After resumption of the negotiations an agreement 

was reached, against the committee's wishes, but finally 

made absolutely necessary, to pay the ransom in Bansko and 

Leishman to Hay, January 28, 1902, State Depart
ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1020. 

6 ̂  
Leishman to Hay, February 2, 1902, State Depart

ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1020. 
ft fi 

Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 45, 
Dickinson Mss. 
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to wait ten days for the release of the women.^^ The pay

ment of the money, however, was complicated by the increased 

activity of the Turkish troops in the area, an action which 

officials in Constantinople had promised to forbid. In 

addition to this, Turkish soldiers, under the pretense of 

guarding the money, relentlessly watched the movements of 

the members of the ransoming committee, and slept at night 

68 

on the boxes containing the money. Because of these pres

sures an ingenious plan to deliver the ransom was devised, 

the true elements of which were not known to the public for 

several years. 

After the payment of the ransom the contemporary 

accounts of the affair claimed that the gold had been sent 

back to Constantinople in the same boxes in which it had 

arrived. Paper currency, secretly substituted, was supposed 

to have been paid by the committee to two representatives 

of the brigands at a crossroads in Macedonia, when the com

mittee had momentarily escaped the watchful eyes of the 

69 soldiers. In reality the gold coins had been slowly and 

secretly removed from the boxes by the committee and 

replaced with lead. Each day the members of the committee 

^^Dickinson to Hill, Novem.ber 3, 1902, p. 46, 
Dickinson Mss. 

^^Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 45, 
Dickinson Mss. 

69 Moore, Balkan Trail, p. 39. 
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took long walks around Bansko, their coats lined with pack

ages of gold coins which were secretly delivered to the 

brigands! The announcement that the ransom had been paid 

was delayed in order to keep the Ottoman troops from imme

diately tracking the brigands. "̂^ 

Following the payment of the ransom, and in spite of 

its secrecy, troop movements designed to capture the brig

ands made it difficult for the band to release the captives 

within the agreed ten-day period, Leishman informed the 

State Department on February 12 that the money had been 

paid, and wrote again on February 18 and 20 that Miss Stone 

71 was still held captive. On February 23, however, Leishman 

happily reported that Miss Stone was free, and would arrive 

72 in Serres by February 24. 

With the release of Miss Stone and her safe arrival 

in Salonica a few days later. United States officials 

entered the second phase of their responsibilities in the 

Stone case. They attempted to assess the guilt for the 

7 0 
Moore, Balkan Trail, pp. 41-47. Also see Leishman 

to Hay, March 1, 1902, State Department, Foreign Relations, 
1902, p. 1022, for evidence that the Legation was aware of 
the actual circumstances of the payment. 

7 1 
See communications: Leishman to Hay, February 12, 

1902, p. 1021; Leishman to Hay, February 18, 1902, p. 1021; 
and Leishman to Hay, February 22, 1902, p. 1021, in State 
Department, Foreign Relations, 1902. 

^^Leishman to Hay, February 23, 1902, State Depart
ment, Foreign Relations, 1902, p. 1021. 
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incident, evaluate the actions of the governments involved, 

and suggest possible actions the Department of State might 

wish to take in regard to the affair. 



CHAPTER V 

THE ASSESSMENT OF GUILT 

The assessment of guilt for the Stone kidnapping, 

an evaluation which would serve as the basis for possible 

actions by the Department of State, was a complicated 

question. The evidence in the case was profuse, but often 

confusing. Although he was still receiving information on 

the case as late as 1904, the official American investiga

tion of the Stone affair culminated in Consul-General 

Dickinson's report of November 3, 1902. 

The question of Turkish guilt was investigated by 

both the United States' representatives and by Turkish 

officials. The Turkish government had begun its investiga

tions soon after Miss Stone's abduction. The local gover

nors of Djumia and Razlog, in the area of the kidnapping, 

had examined numerous witnesses in connection with the 

case."*" Indeed, the investigations of the Protestants in the 

area had become so oppressive that by October 16, Dr. House 

had written to Mr. Dickinson asking the diplomat to 

^Dickinson to Leishman, March 27, 1902, Dickinson 
Mss. 
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intervene. On the very first day of their freedom the 

Turkish police-commissioner of Strumnitza had questioned 

Mrs. Tsilka for several hours, and, although she was not 

required to do so because she was an American citizen. 

Miss Stone also allowed herself to be questioned."^ Another 

such session was repeated the following day.^ These inves

tigations continued in Salonica. By March 10, 1902, Miss 

Stone wrote to Mr. Dickinson asking for American diplomatic 

intervention on Mrs. Tsilka's behalf. The former captive 

had been interrogated six times in the fifteen days since 

her release. 

The Turkish investigations were predestined to reach 

only one conclusion, that the Turkish government and Turkish 

subjects were innocent of the crime and of any responsibil

ity for it. Dickinson reported that Turkish investigations 

. . . were undoubtedly intended to uncover a conspiracy 
among the Protestant friends of Miss Stone in the Razlog 
region to carry her off, raise money for the Macedonians 
and involve Turkey in trouble with the United States.6 

Despite the lack of damaging evidence against the Protes

tants, the Turkish government denied all responsibility for 

2 

House to Dickinson, October 6, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 

^Stone, "Six Months," p. 568. 

^Stone, "Six Months," p. 567. 
^Stone to Dickinson, March 10, 1902, Dickinson Mss. 
^Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 5, Dickin

son Mss. 

w 
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the crime or for repayment of the ransom money. In addition 

to the claim that the brigands were Christians, the Porte 

emphasized the fact that at times it had held its troops in 

check in compliance with American requests, and had thus 

lost several opportunities to capture the brigands.^ 

The most strenuous critic of Turkey for its role in 

the case was Miss Stone herself. Miss Stone declared pub

licly, through her articles and lectures, that the Turkish 

government was legally responsible because the capture, 

captivity, and ransom had all taken place on Turkish soil. 

She held Turkey morally responsible because its failure to 

introduce the reforms promised in the Treaty of Berlin of 
p 

1878 had encouraged the growth of lawlessness in Macedonia. 

She stood firm in this belief for years, demonstrating her 

continued regard for the subject nationalities of Turkey by 

using the proceeds from the sale of her articles and lecture 

tours to continue mission work in Bulgaria, Macedonia, and 
Q 

Albania. In 1903 she wrote a publicized letter to the 

State Department encouraging the demand for an indemnity 

from Turkey, and as late as 1908 she attempted to influence 

^Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, pp. 7-8, 
Dickinson Mss.; Dennis, Adventures in Diplomacy, p. 456. 

^Stone, "Six Months," p. 570. Also see Stone to 
Dickinson, September 12, 1902; and Stone to Dickinson, 
November 4, 1904, Dickinson Mss. 

\ho Was Who, Vol. I, p. 1192. 
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the passage of a bill through Congress granting an appro

priation to repay the donors to the ransom fund.^° But her 

continued efforts to see Turkey proven legally responsible 

for the incident failed, and she died in 1927 without this 

satisfaction. 

The other American missionaries in the Ottoman 

Empire agreed with Miss Stone only in part. The American 

Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions refused to 

support publicly her demand of an indemnity from Turkey. 

The majority of the missionaries in Bulgaria and Turkey felt 

that Bulgaria, as much as Turkey, deserved to be held 

12 accountable for the incident. All the missionaries did 

agree, however, that the Turkish rule in Macedonia was 

greatly to blame for the total Macedonian situation, if 

not specifically to blame for the Stone incident. VJriting 

to Dickinson in November of 1902, the Reverend J.F. Clarke 

of Samokov stated that everything possible should be done 

to punish the brigands responsible, but that the public 

should also understand that the spirit of brigandage in 

•̂ F̂or a brief article concerning Miss Stone's letter 
to the State Department and her desire to see Turkey held 
responsible for the incident see The Now York Times, May 17, 
1903, p. 13. 

•̂̂ The New York Times, May 19, 1903, p. 1. 

•'"̂ For an excellent discussion of the attitudes of 
the American missionaries in the Ottoman Empire concerning 
the question of responsibility see Hall, "American Board," 
pp. 273-278. 
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Macedonia was in answer to the Turkish atrocities so often 

committed there, and because of these conditions " . . . 

humanity owes a debt to suffering Macedonia also.""'"'̂  

The most concise assessment of responsibility in 

the Stone case, however, came from Consul-General Dickinson. 

Throughout the period of Miss Stone's captivity, and imme

diately following her release, he had provided the State 

Department with information in the form of sworn statements, 

depositions, and personal opinion. Much of the information 

on which he based his conclusions came from the missionaries 

in the Ottoman Empire. In spite of Miss Stone's release he 

still received a steady flow of correspondence concerning 

the case far into 1903. These letters usually contained 

information deemed to be helpful in determining the guilt 

for the affair. Although he completed his official report 

in November, 1902, Dickinson received letters from Miss 

14 Stone as late as November, 1904. 

Whatever his personal feelings concerning the qual

ity of Turkish rule in Macedonia, Dickinson viewed the 

responsibility for the Stone incident in an isolated manner. 

1 3 
Clarke to Dickinson, November 11, 1902, Dickinson 

Mss. 
This correspondence is scattered throughout Boxes 

1, 3, and 4 of the Dickinson collection. By the end of 1903 
the volume of correspondence had finally become smaller, but 
it did continue. For Miss Stone's letter see Stone to 
Dickinson, November 5, 1904, Dickinson Mss. 
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He believed, and the evidence included in his report sub

stantiated his beliefs, that the brigands responsible for 

the kidnapping definitely were not Turkish, and if some were 

Macedonian, their sympathies were with Bulgaria. Admitting 

that Turkey was legally liable because the capture and 

release took place on Turkish soil, he found this to be 

almost the only portion of the incident for which the Otto-

15 man government should be held responsible. In his report 

Dickinson evaluated the Turkish actions as being very com

mendable during the early part of the affair. He felt that 

the Turkish officials were active and vigilant, and 

attempted to cooperate with him and with the other American 

representatives involved. 

During the latter part of the captivity, especially 

in connection with the payment of the ransom money, Turkish 

cooperation deteriorated, however. Troop movement in the 

Bansko area, and the continued heavy guard around the money, 

hindered the ransoming committee in its work. Dickinson 

felt some understanding for these actions, and stated in 

his report, 

It should be borne in mind that their cooperation in 
paying a large ransom to Bulgarian brigands in Turkey 

15 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 39, Dick

inson Mss. 

Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 40, Dick
inson Mss. 
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f9^ the purpose of charging that country with respon
sibility for a Bulgarian crime, was a tremendous strain 
upon human nature.17 

In general, dealing only with the facts concerning the crime 

itself, Dickinson's report was favorable to Turkey. 

In the final analysis, the Stone kidnapping had a 

minimal effect on United States relations with Turkey. In 

his report Dickinson suggested that if the United States 

required an indemnity from the Turkish government, and in 

turn the Turkish government would collect this amount from 

the taxpayers along the Macedonian-Bulgarian border, it 

would help to break up brigandage in the area. Dickinson 

stated that 

If the Macedonian taxpayers were compelled to pay the 
ransoms demanded and it were apparent that the burden 
of carrying on this guerrilla warfare must be borne by 
the people in whose alleged interest it is waged, the 
public sentiment in favor of such methods would be 
reversed and brigandage would be stamped and starved to 
death.18 

But the impracticality of this suggestion was obvious, as 

the United States government could hardly designate which 

taxpayers in a foreign nation should bear the cost of an 

indemnity. 

Mr. Leishman recommended flatly that no claims for 

damages should be pressed against Turkey, basing his 

17 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 40, Dick

inson Mss. 
18 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 7, Dickin

son Mss. 
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recommendation on several factors. Firstly, it was almost 

certain that the band was composed of Bulgarians, and if 

some members were not from Bulgaria, they were from an area 

of Turkey [i.e. Macedonia] 

. . . where the inhabitants are practically of the same 
race and imbued with the same ideas as the Bulgarians, 
merely divided by an imaginary line, those on the Bul
garian side having thrown off the Turkish yoke and the 
remaining half desiring to do the same thing.19 

Secondly, Leishman believed that with a few exceptions the 

Turkish government had acted in good faith, cooperating with 

the United States' diplomats even when it entailed the 

slackening of their efforts to apprehend the band, an action 

requested by the Americans as a safety precaution for Miss 

Stone. In addition to these reasons, Leishman reminded the 

State Departm.ent, it would be a policy which would place the 

Legation on a most friendly basis with Turkey, a move which 

20 might help the diplomats in other matters. 

Indeed, other issues involving American rights in 

Turkey soon arose. These issues, combined with the diffi

culty in determining actual guilt on the part of the Turkish 

government, served to reduce the importance of the Stone 

case as it affected United States' and Turkish relations. 

19 
Leishman to Hay, February 6, 1902, Archives of the 

Department of State, From Turkey, Vol. 71, No. 134, as cited 
by Dennis, Adventures in Diplomacy, p. 455. Hereafter cited 
as A.S.D. in Dennis, Adventures in Diplomacy. 

20 
A.S.D. in Dennis, Adventures in Diplomacy, p. 455. 
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By the fall of 1902 the issue of the rights of American 

educational institutions in Turkey had become the topic of 

major importance for American diplomats in Turkey. This 

issue was hotly debated until 1910.̂ "̂  The question of the 

moral or even the legal responsibility of the Turkish gov

ernment in the Stone affair was allowed to slip into obliv

ion. 

The question of Bulgarian responsibility for the 

incident was a complicated one. From the very beginning of 

the incident the Bulgarian government denied any responsi

bility in the matter. On October 11, 1901, the Acting Bul

garian Minister for Foreign Affairs, M.K. Sarafoff, wrote 

Consul-General Dickinson a lengthy letter. In this communi

cation he pointed out that the capture had taken place on 

Turkish soil, and that immediately after notification of 

the event the Bulgarian government had sent troops to the 

border to prevent the brigands from crossing into Bulgarian 

territory. This had been accomplished, according to the 

minister. In regard to the Macedonian Committee's respon

sibility in the matter, Sarafoff denied the existence of 

22 
any such "secret committee" in Bulgaria. This remained 

21 
For various documents concerning this dispute see 

Foreign Relations, Volumes: 1903, pp. 735-760; 1904, 
pp. 818-838, 1906, Part II, pp. 1372-1395; 1907, pp. 1046-
1069; 1910, pp. 857-860. 

22 
Sarafoff to Dickinson, October 4, 1901; and 

Daneff to Dickinson, November 14, 1901, Dickinson Mss. 
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the official position both throughout the period of the 

ransom negotiations and also following Miss Stone's release. 

Despite these denials, several factors served to 

incriminate Bulgaria. The first such factor was that the 

brigands were Bulgarians, or at least Macedonians who 

received support and aid from Bulgarians who shared their 

desire for Macedonian independence. They were definitely 

members of some branch of the Macedonian Committee. This 

fact was supported by members of Miss Stone's party, by the 

missionaries in the Balkan countries, and by Dickinson in 

his final report. Mr. Tsilka reported that the brigands 

were Bulgarian, and that three of them v;ere even dressed in 

the traditional uniform of the Macedonian Committee at the 

23 
time of the attack. 

The American missionaries in Turkey and Bulgaria 

were also convinced that the Macedonian Committee was 

responsible. For several years they had refused to contrib

ute money to the "fund" for the freeing of Macedonia, 

although most of them were privately in favor of some dras

tic changes in the administration of Macedonia. Dickinson 

received numerous letters from missionaries incriminating 

23 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, pp. 12, 15, 

Dickinson Mss. Also see the attached affidavits of G.M. 
Tsilka, November 16, 1901, and Peter Ousheff, November 16, 
1901. 
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O A 

the Macedonian Committee in the affair. One missionary 

from Salonica wrote dejectedly in January of 1903, that he 

was convinced that any Bulgarian, or Macedonian, regardless 

of his religious affiliation or otherwise high moral charac

ter, would do whatever the Macedonian Committee asked of 
, . 25 
him. 

By the time of his report to the Department of State 

Dickinson was firmly convinced of the guilt of the Macedon

ian Committee. Through diligent investigation and from 

valuable information received from the missionaries, he had 

a fairly accurate understanding of the power of the Commit

tee in Bulgaria and Macedonia. He even understood that the 

"secret" branches of the Committee, such as the one he held 

responsible for the Stone kidnapping, were not always in 

agreement with the official General Committee, or Central 

Committee, at Sofia. 

His belief in the guilt of some branch of the Com

mittee was strengthened during his stay in Sofia. The 

agents sent from the brigands to negotiate with Mr. Haskell 

and Consul-General Dickinson had both admitted being members 

See Marsh to Dickinson, September 26, 1901; Baird 
to Dickinson, November 19, 1901; Clarke to Dickinson, 
December 29, 1902, Dickinson Mss., and many others through
out the collection. Also see Hall, "American Board," 
pp. 273-277. 

E.B. Haskell to Dickinson, January 28, 1903, 
Dickinson Mss.; also see Brailsford, Macedonia, pp. 128-129, 
note. 
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of a Committee, and had said that the ransom was to be used 

for a "Holy Cause."^^ Dickinson was convinced that the kid

napping had been engineered in order to force the mission

aries to contribute to the Macedonian cause, something they 

had always refused to do, as well as to " . . . show to the 

world that life and property are insecure in Macedonia under 

27 present conditions." Four years after Dickinson's report 

was written, a brigand claiming to be the leader of the 

band which had held Miss Stone confessed to an American 

author that the kidnapping had been carried out for those 

very purposes, with the additional purpose of gaining funds 

28 needed to finance the ill-fated revolt of 1903. 

Another factor which supported the guilt of Bulgaria 

was the fact, indisputable despite Bulgarian denials, that 

the captives were held for some time on Bulgarian soil. 

Dickinson received innumerable reports concerning the sight

ing of the band in Bulgaria and of Bulgarian villagers 

29 
carrying supplies to the brigands. The most convincing 

2 6 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 13, 

Dickinson Mss.; also see enclosed affidavit of H.C. Haskell, 
November 4, 1901. 

27 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, pp. 2-4, 

Dickinson Mss. 
28 
Sonnichsen, Confessions, pp. 256-265. 

29 
For a full discussion of these reports see Dickin

son to Hill, November 3, 1902, pp. 19-39, Dickinson Mss. 
Also see Sonnichsen, Confessions, p. 264. 
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reason, however, was the length of time required for the 

captives to be released after the ransom had been paid. The 

night journeys over mountain slopes described in Miss 

Stone's account would have placed the captives in the moun

tains separating Bulgaria and Turkey above Serres. Dickin

son felt that the captives could have been delivered rapidly 

had they been on the Macedonian side of the border. The 

extended time was necessary for the brigands to cross the 

then heavily guarded border area from Bulgaria into Mace-

, • 30 donia. 

The factor which was most incriminating to the Bul

garian government was its lack of cooperation with Dickinson 

during his stay in Sofia. In his report Dickinson referred 

to many incidents, such as the arrest of a messenger sent 

to the brigands by Dr. Haskell, which interrupted or hin-

31 dered the negotiation attempts. Dickinson harshly 

denounced the Bulgarian government's "lack of good faith" in 

many communications, and referred to the Bulgarian govern

ment as having failed in many instances to render him aid. 

•^^Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 19, 
Dickinson Mss. 

31 
For a report on this incident see Dickinson to 

Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 55, Dickinson Mss. A further 
discussion of the action of the Bulgarian authorities is 
found on pages 47-58 of the report. 
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and as having " . . . given perfunctory support when support 

was given. ""̂ ^ 

Based on all the information which he had been able 

to gather concerning the responsibility for the Stone kid

napping, Dickinson's formal report to the State Department 

left no doubt but that the brigands were Bulgarians or Mace

donians of Bulgarian sympathies, acting as a branch of the 

Macedonian Committee, and that the abduction had been 

carried out not only to collect the ransom money, but also 

in order to impress upon the world that Turkey had no real 

power in Macedonia. In spite of the incriminating evidence 

against Bulgaria, the affair eventually had little effect on 

the United States' relations with that country. This was 

true for several reasons. 

Firstly, the Macedonian Committee had been named as 

the organizer and perpetrator of the crime. Regardless of 

Dickinson's feeling that " . . . the Committee is stronger 

than the [Bulgarian] Government--that in fact it is the 

Government . . . ," it would have proved difficult to hold 

the government responsible for the actions of a secretive 

33 illegal organization. The Department of State did 

instruct Dickinson, on March 18, 1902, to urge upon the 

32 
Dickinson to Hill, November 3, 1902, p. 58, Dick

inson Mss. 
33 . 
Dickinson to Hill, October 22, 1901, Dickinson 

Mss. 
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Bulgarian government the importance of increasing its 

efforts to capture and punish the brigands responsible for 
O A 

the act. Dickinson did this in a letter to Minister 

Daneff in April 1902, stating that he was 
. . . instructed by my Government to urge on Your Excel
lency's Government the importance of renewed efforts to 
capture and punish the abductors of Miss Stone and I beg 
to express the hope that the Bulgarian Government will 
not only take urgent measures to this end on its own 
behalf, but will also encourage and aid said Macedonian 
Committee in any effort it may be disposed to make in 
discovering and punishing the men who have committed 
this crime.35 

While carrying out his instructions, Dickinson nevertheless 

personally believed in their futility. He had informed the 

State Department in November of 1901 that it would be dif

ficult in Bulgaria to convict any member of the Committee 

of a crime, and had suggested that pressure should be placed 

on Bulgaria to surrender the brigands to Turkey for trial 

3 6 
should they be caught. In addition to these elements, 

which revealed the futility of a claim against Bulgaria, 

any action by the United States was further complicated by 

a legal problem. Under the terms of the Treaty of Berlin 

Mss. 

34 
Leishman to Dickinson, March 18, 1902, Dickinson 

35 
Dickinson to Daneff, April 5, 1902, Dickinson Mss. 

3 6 
Dickinson to Hill, November 20, 1901, Dickinson 

Mss. For Dickinson's suggestion of extradition of the 
brigands from Bulgaria see Dickinson to Hill, March 10, 
1902, Dickinson Mss. 
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Bulgaria was still under the control of Turkey, no matter 

how weak that control had become. 

As with Turkey, then, the question of responsibility 

in the Stone case eventually disappeared from United States-

Bulgarian relations. By 1903 John B. Jackson was sent to 

Sofia as a resident United States agent.^^ By 1906 Jackson 

had attained a reciprocal commercial agreement for the two 

countries which included a "Most-Favored-Nation" status. "̂^ 

Thus the incident became a "dead-letter" in their diplomatic 

relations. 

Although the reasons for the lack of United States 

diplomatic action against Bulgaria and against Turkey dif

fered in specifics, they had one important element in com

mon. This element was the insignificance to the American 

general public of relations with Bulgaria and Turkey. At 

the turn of the century these countries held little interest 

for Americans other than those involved in mission work. 

The unusual notoriety in the eyes of the people of the 

United States which these countries had gained during the 

months of Miss Stone's captivity was due to the newspaper 

publicity accorded to the incident. 

37 
Jackson to Hay, September 24, 1903, State Depart

ment, Foreign Relations, 1906, pp. 21-23. 
38 
Jackson to Root, June 6, 1906, State Department, 

Foreign Relations, 1906, pp. 141-144. This agreement was 
put into force by President Roosevelt's Proclamation, found 
in State Department, Foreign Relations, 1906, pp. 142-143. 
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The newspaper coverage accorded to the case had 

caused many problems for the negotiators in their attempts 

to secure Miss Stone's release. The New York Times fol

lowed the story from the announcement of the missionary's 

capture until her safe release, with an occasional follow-up 

Story in later months. Its stories reported on the amount 

collected for ransom. State Department announcements in the 

case, rumors concerning Miss Stone's condition, and the 

progress of the negotiations. Although some of its informa

tion was false, the newspaper generally dealt with the case 

without unnecessary sensationalism and with an attempt at 

fairness to the diplomats concerned. 

This fairness was not the case with all the press 

coverage of the incident. The Secretary of the American 

Board, Reverend James L. Barton, in his apology to Dickinson 

for criticism leveled against the diplomat in The Congrega-

tionalist, explained that the article had been based on 

statements by a newspaper correspondent in Bulgaria. Barton 

complained of many correspondents, 

. . . when they could not get all the facts from the 
parties who v/ere carrying on negotiations, they made up 
their quota of news by abusing those parties and criti
cizing them. They had . . . to have matter to report 
to their papers and such things would "go."^^ 

39 
The New York Times, September, 1901-April, 1902; 

May, 1904. 
40 
Barton to Dickinson, February 25, 1902, Dickinson 

Mss. 
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One of the worst offenders was William Curtis of 

^^^ Chicago Record-Herald. On October 25, 1901, he reported 

to his paper that Dickinson had gone into the mountains to 

inform the brigands that the United States was prepared to 

pay one hundred thousand dollars for the safe release of 

Miss Stone, a report completely without factual basis l̂"'" 

Dickinson complained to W.W. Peet, American Board Treasurer 

in Turkey, that when Curtis had arrived in Sofia he had 

been "seized upon and a dinner given in his honor," and 

thus saw the incident through eyes sympathetic to Bul-
42 

garia. The missionaries, too, disliked the news coverage. 

W.W. Peet stated that all his colleagues "deplored" the 

publications, especially the "misleading and sustained" 
A ^ 

appeal for the ransom money. 

Despite the wide newspaper coverage of the incident 

during Miss Stone's captivity, the publicity ended rapidly 

after her safe release. The sensation of the story had been 

based on the human element involved, the outrage against a 

dedicated Christian lady serving in a strange land. With 

Miss Stone safe the interest in that remote area of the 

41 
See Dickinson to Hill, November 27, 1901, Dickin

son Mss., for a report of this and other news stories 
originating from Turkey and Bulgaria. 

Dickinson to Peet, December 6, 1901, Dickinson 
Mss. 

43 
Peet to Dickinson, October 15, 1901, Dickinson 

Mss. 
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world, the Ottoman Empire, regressed to its former low level 

of public attention. 

The ebbing of interest in the case left the final 

settlement of the affair completely in the hands of the 

State Department and of the United States' representatives 

in the empire, v/ith little or no public opinion exerting 

pressure upon them. In this period the United States gov

ernment, and its people, although no longer isolationists, 

were still hesitant to become too deeply involved in Euro

pean problems, especially one so remote to their interests 

as the Macedonian question. In addition to this tendency 

new diplomatic issues soon arose which required the atten

tion of the American diplomats involved in Turkish and 

Bulgarian affairs. Gradually the -Stone affair lost its 

importance in determining the United States' policy toward 

the Ottoman Empire. 

44 
See general studies of the United States' diplo

matic history such as T.A. Bailey, A Diplomatic History of 
the American People (New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 
1964), especially pages 511-532. Hereafter cited as 
Bailey, Diplomatic History. 



CONCLUSIONS 

From September of 1901, until early March of 1902, 

the Stone kidnapping case was the most important issue in 

the relations between the United States and the Ottoman 

Empire. During this same period the case acquired wide

spread attention in the United States as a result of the 

extensive publicity it received in the news media. Prior 

to the kidnapping of Miss Stone there had been little 

interest in the Ottoman Empire by the general public in the 

United States, the only Americans with vital interests in 

the area being missionaries and their supporting organiza

tions. The Stone case, then, represented an important 

interruption of the previously harmonious, if insignificant, 

relations between the two states. Viewed in perspective, 

however, the lasting effects of the incident appear to have 

been limited. 

The group most directly concerned with the episode 

was the American missionaries in the Ottoman Empire. 

Although the missionaries were v/ell aware of the unsettled 

conditions in Macedonia, and on occasion had been threatened 

for their failure to contribute funds to the Macedonian 

cause, they were shocked to learn of Miss Stone's abduction. 

131 
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The kidnapping, however, did not then, nor in the future, 

result in a change in the missionary activity in the area. 

A few days following Miss Stone's release Reverend J.F. 

Clarke wrote from Samokov that if another kidnapping should 

occur his habit of traveling lonely roads in the fulfillment 

of his duties marked him as the most likely victim. His 

letter was not a request for permission to avoid this dan

ger, but was rather a request that no ransom be paid to 

secure his release should he be captured. He believed that 

all the missionaries of the empire felt the same as he in 

regard to their possible abduction. 

The incident also served to intensify the previously 

developed attitudes of the missionaries concerning the 

Macedonian cause. All of the American missionaries sta

tioned in the area were in sympathy with the suffering Mace

donian population and genuinely desired to see the enforce

ment of the reforms promised in the Treaty of Berlin. Many 

of the missionaries even wished the United States government 

to formulate a specific policy which would support the 
2 

enactment of these reforms. But at the same time, the 

See Hall, "American Board," pp. 272-273. Also note 
a similar letter to Dickinson written almost a year later, 
Clarke to Dickinson, December 29, 1902, Dickinson Mss. 

2 
For various letters expressing this desire see 

Clarke to Dickinson, November 11, 1902; Clarke to Dickinson, 
December 29, 1902; Stone to Dickinson, March 10, 1902; and 
Stone to Dickinson, September 12, 1902, Dickinson Mss. Also 
see Hall, "American Board," pp. 273-274. 
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missionaries were almost unanimous in their denunciation of 

the tactics of the Macedonian Coimnittee, tactics which were 

becoming ever more violent. 

The kidnapping also failed to achieve all of the 

results desired by the Macedonian revolutionaries them

selves. They did succeed in collecting much needed funds 

and in temporarily publicizing the unstable conditions in 

Macedonia under Turkish rule. The incident did not, how

ever, result in any direct American intervention against 

Turkey. This lack of action on the part of the United 

States was most probably disappointing to the IMRO, as its 

leaders hoped that foreign recognition of Macedonian condi

tions would result in foreign intervention on behalf of the 

subject nationalities. 

The relations of the United States with Turkey and 

its autonomous principality of Bulgaria were also little 

affected by the incident. Prior to the Stone kidnapping the 

United States' representatives in the Ottoman Empire car

ried out their duties under little or no pressure from 

public opinion. During the Stone case they worked with the 

attention of the American public focused upon them. With 

Miss Stone's safe release, however, public interest in the 

United States concerning both the case itself, and the 

remote area in which it took place, began to ebb. As public 

opinion decreased the final settlement of the case was left 
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to the United States' officials at home and in the Ottoman 

Empire. The attention of these diplomats was soon diverted 

to new issues which arose in the affairs of the United 

States and Turkey. Thus by 1903 the Stone case had become 

a "dead-letter" in the routine relations of the two coun

tries. 

The same evaluation can be made concerning the 

effect on the United States' relations with Bulgaria. In 

addition to the elements which served to remove the case 

from a position of importance in the intercourse between the 

United States and Turkey, the fact that Bulgaria was still 

technically under the sovereignty of the Turkish Sultan 

complicated any action which the United States government 

might have wished to take against Bulgaria, but not against 

Turkey. By 1909, when the United States officially recog

nized Bulgaria as an independent state and opened form.al 

diplomatic relations, the case had long since ceased to be 

3 

an issue. 

Of much greater importance than the effect that the 

case might have had on the routine relations of the United 

States and the Ottoman Empire was the incident's potential 

to involve the United States in the Eastern Question. This 

question, concerning what would take the place of the 
3 
For the recognition of Bulgaria by the United 

States see Secretary of State to Hutchinson, May 3, 1909, 
State Department, Foreign Relations, 1909, pp. 45-46. 
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declining Ottoman Empire upon the demise of the "Sick Man 

of Europe," had been a major European issue for decades. 

The Stone case offered the United States the opportunity to 

assume a role in the struggle over the European balance of 

power. This, however, did not happen. The high level of 

public interest generated by the Stone kidnapping proved to 

be only temporary, and did not result in continued American 

interest in the Ottoman Empire. More importantly, at this 

period the United States was just emerging as an acknow

ledged world power. The public was interested in expansion, 

particularly in Latin America and the Pacific, but not in 

entanglement in European affairs. Therefore, the Department 

of State did not consider the incident compelling enough to 

necessitate forceful intervention by the government, espe

cially follov7ing Miss Stone's safe release. In general, at 

the time of the incident the United States' interests lay 
4 

elsewhere, particularly in its own hemisphere. 

In the years following the incident the United 

States' government continued to avoid entanglement in the 

Eastern Question. Prior to 1913, political involvement with 

Turkey equaled involvem.ent in the question. Thus the United 

States' interests in Turkey remained mainly humanitarian 

and commercial, with the scope of commercial activity 

4 
For a general overview of the United States' 

interests during the period see Bailey, Diplomatic History, 
pp. 511-513. 
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limited. A few attempts were made in the years before World 

War I to develop more extensive economic investments in the 

Ottoman Empire, but these were relatively unsuccessful. 

With the limited interests in the Ottoman Empire non-

involvement remained the policy of the United States in 

regard to this area of the world and its problems. 

The functioning of this policy was demonstrated by 

the reaction of the United States to the Balkan Wars. The 

first Balkan War of 1912-1913, between an alliance of the 

Balkan nations and Turkey, virtually excluded the Ottoman 

Empire from Europe. But within a few months the Balkan 

countries, with Bulgaria facing her former allies and 

Turkey, were fighting over the division of the spoils, 

especially Macedonia. Although these wars basically elim

inated Turkey-in-Europe, they did not truly solve the 

Eastern Question as they caused embittered relations among 

the former allies and left Bulgaria eager for revenge. 

The Balkan Wars generated much humanitarian interest 

in the United States. The Carnegie Endowment for Interna

tional Peace organized and financed a distinguished inter

national commission to study the causes of the v;ars and the 

5 
For an excellent discussion of the Chester Project, 

an unsuccessful attempt at "Dollar Diplomacy" in Turkey in 
the form of railroad investments, see John A. DeNovo, 
American Interests and Policies in the Middle East, 1900-
193 9 (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1963) , 
P5T~'58-87. 



137 

conduct of the belligerents. Despite the renewed public 

interest in Macedonia and its problems the United States 

government refused to become directly involved. President 

William H. Taft rejected a suggestion of mediation of the 

dispute by the United States, and merely encouraged American 

relief efforts in the area.^ 

This policy of non-involvement continued until World 

War I. Indeed, it was only after the war that the United 

States finally became involved in the Eastern Question, and 

even then only if one interprets the United States' support 

of the principle of self-determination as a belated stand 

on the problem of nationalism in the Balkans. 

Despite the apparent lack of lasting results from 

the Stone kidnapping, the case was important in two spe

cific ways. Firstly, it did cause the interruption of the 

harmonious relations between the Ottoman Empire and the 

United States, if only temporarily. Secondly, and most 

importantly, the episode provided the opportunity for the 

United States to become involved in the important Eastern 

Question, at a time when the nation was emerging as a world 

power. Had the government and the people of the United 

States decided on intervention in Turkey because of the 

See the Carnegie Report. 
7 
Grabill, Protestant Diplomacy, p. 46. 
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Stone incident, the importance of the case would have been 

great. Instead the decision was to postpone direct American 

intervention in European affairs, and the Ellen M. Stone 

kidnapping became only an interesting episode of early 

twentieth century diplomacy. 
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