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Historical Newspaper Articles  that Confirm the Unbroken  
Existence of a Separate and Unique Macedonian Identity  

 
INTRODUCTION  
 
The Macedonian identity has been contested for several decades. Many Greeks and Bulgarians (as 
well as the Greek and Bulgarian governments) insist that the ethnic Macedonian identity is a new 
identity, and that Macedonians are really anything but Macedonians. The claim is often made that 
ethnic Macedonians are confused Bulgarians, Greeks or Serbians brainwashed under Yugoslavian 
communism in the second half of the 20th century. Thus, we Macedonians are forced to defend our 
identity , and our right to our identity, more than any other peoples. We are forced to burrow 
through the depth of  historical archives in order to prove a connection to our past ancestors, when 
no such burden is placed on othersȢ )ÔȭÓ ÎÏÔ ÅÎÏÕÇÈ ÆÏÒ ÕÓ ÔÏ ÔÁÌË ÁÂÏÕÔ ÅÑÕÁÌÉÔÙ, rights and self-
determination. These concepts play no role in the minds of those who deny and suppress our 
identity.  
 
The League of Macedonian-Americans (LOMA) has thus compiled a detailed list of 95 American 
and western newspaper articles, from scores of different  newspapers, between the years of 1788 and 
1943. We started with the earliest newspaper records made available to us, and we ensured that we 
stopped searching after the year 1945, which is when the Greeks and Bulgarians say the Macedonian 
nation (and subsequently, identity) was invented.  
 
While there are tens of thousands of articles in this time period that mention Macedonians, and 
only Macedonians, the articles we selected for this collection are among some of the best for clearly 
differentiating  the Macedonians from other peoples, especially neighboring Balkan peoples. We did 
this to deflect accusations or mishandling context. Our identity deniers (chiefly Greece and 
Bulgaria) will  point to an article that discusses only Macedonians as not being conclusive about the 
uniqueness or separateness of a Macedonian identityȢ &ÏÒ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅȟ ÔÈÅÙ ×ÉÌÌ ÁÒÇÕÅȟ ȰÁÈȟ ÂÕÔ the 
ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅ ÄÏÅÓÎȭÔ say MaÃÅÄÏÎÉÁÎÓ ÁÒÅÎȭÔ "ÕÌÇÁÒÉÁÎȟ 'ÒÅÅË ÏÒ 3ÅÒÂÉÁÎȱ ÏÒ ÔÈÁÔ ÁÎ ÁÒÔÉÃÌÅ ȰÄÏÅÓÎȭÔ ÍÅÁÎ 
Macedonian in an ethnic, racial or national sense, but rather only ÉÎ Á ÇÅÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃ ÓÅÎÓÅȢȱ Therefore, 
we excluded those articles and focused our efforts on those where it would be impossible to dispute. 
We only included articles that referred to Macedonians as being of a different race, nationality, or 
people (or those that referred to a Macedonian language) that was called Macedonian, and we 
especially included articles that treated Macedonians as equals to Bulgarians, Serbians, Greeks and 
Albanians. 
 
With this report, we hope t o contribute another resource for the defense of the Macedonian ethnic 
identity. American and other Western newspapers confirm that the Macedonians were indeed a 
unique and separate people with their own identity well before ÔÈÅ ÃÒÅÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 4ÉÔÏȭÓ 9ÕÇÏÓÌÁÖÉÁ. 
These articles demonstrate that there is a continuity both in how Macedonians identified 
themselves as well as in how others defined them. That other articles exist suggesting that 
Macedonians were not separate or unique does not negate this evidence. Rather, it just speaks to 
the contest that existed between the Balkan peoples over the minds and hearts of the Macedonians, 
as well as the general confusion created from their pumping of propaganda into the outside world. 
Our Macedonian identity is real. Our  Macedonian identity exists. The proof lies in our present as 
well as in our past.  
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SECTION ONE: SUMMARY & ANALYSIS OF ARTICLE DATA 
 
The following table provides a snapshot of the 95 articles selected for this report. The table 
examines three separate categories: year of the article; the name of the newspaper; and the 
context in which Macedonian identity is discussed. This last category, context, includes 
four broad classifications of identity: language, nationality, race, and people. Aside from 
language, the parameters of these classifications are not fixed and can overlap. For example, 
in the context of some articles, race or people could be used interchangeably for the term 
Ȭ-ÁÃÅÄÏÎÉÁÎÓȭ. 
 
A detailed analysis follows the chart. 
 
TABLE A: Newspaper Articles Mentioning Macedonian Identity (125 Samples) 
 

No. Year Newspaper  Context (L=Language, N=Nationality 
or nation, R=Race, P=People)  

1 1879 The Weekly Times -
Democrat  

N 

2 1903 The Humeston New Era  P 

3 1932 Democrat and Chronicle  L 

4 1913 St. Louis Post -Dispatch  L 

5 1913 Pittsburgh Post -Gazette  P 

6 1908 Harrisburg Telegraph  P 

7 1914 Harrisburg Telegraph  L 

8 1902 The Montana Standard  P 

9 1936 The Indianapolis Star  P 

10 1938 Great Falls Tribune  P 

11 1912 Vicksburg Evening Post  N 

12 1921 Greensboro Daily News  P 

13 1881 Star Tribune  N 

14 1917 The Daily Courier  P 

15 1918 The Daily Times  P/N  

16 1924 Harrisburg Telegraph  N 

17 1815 Carlisle Weekly Herald  P 

18 1907 The Public Ledger  P/N  

19 1910 Detroit Free Press  P/R 

20 1929 The M orning Call  P/N  

21 1895 The Morning News  L 
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22 1940 Star Tribune  L 

23 1918 The Evening News  L 

24 1933 The Newark Advocate  P 

25 1912 The Wilkes -Barre 
Record  

N 

26 1906 St. Louis Post -Dispatch  P 

27 1915 News-Journal  L/P  

28 1863 Newbern Daily Progress  P 

29 1908 The Indianapolis Star  L 

30 1910 The Daily Signal  P 

31 1887 Everett Press  P 

32 1918 The Charlotte Observer  P 

33 1909 The Ottawa Journal  L 

34 1885 The Sun P 

35 1892 Poughkeepsie Eagle -
News 

L 

36 1912 The Montana Standard  P/N  

37 1909 The Edwardsville 
Intelligencer  

P 

38 1912 The Pittsburgh Press  P 

39 1935 Democrat and Chronicle  P 

40 1922 The Times  P 

41 1788 4ÈÅ &ÒÅÅÍÁÎȭÓ *ÏÕÒÎÁÌ N 

42 1906 The Los Angeles Times  P 

43 1903 The Indianapolis News  N 

44 1901 The Minneapoli s 
Journal  

P 

45 1923 The Tribune  L 

46 1913 Chicago Tribune  P 

47 1912 The Salt Lake Herald  N 

48 1790 The Public Advertiser  N 

49 1912 The Fort Wayne News  P 

50 1911 The Daily Times  N 

51 1939 The Amarillo Globe -
Times  

L 

52 1912 Buffalo Morning 
Express 

R 

53 1903 San Francisco Chronicle  P 

54 1931 The Evening Times  N 

55 1928 The Des Moines 
Register  

N 

56 1941 The Courier -Journal  P 
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57 1936 The Evening 
Independent  

R 

58 1935 The Brooklyn Daily 
Eagle 

P 

59 1912 El Paso Herald  P 

60 1903 The Fort Wane Sentinel  P 

61 1913 The Star Press P 

62 1907 The Wichita Daily Eagle  N 

63 1933 Altoona Tribune  P 

64 1903 The Wilkes Barre 
Record  

P 

65 1910 The Buffalo Commercial  P 

66 1934 The Age P 

67 1904 The Decatur Herald  P 

68 1901 The Inter Oc ean N 

69 1943 Lansing State Journal  P 

70 1903 The Farmer and 
Mechanic  

N 

71 1935 Detroit Free Press  P/N  

72 1914 The Indianapolis Star  P 

73 1934 The Indianapolis Star  N 

74 1930 Battle Creek Enquirer  P 

75 1911 The Times  P 

76 1912 Evening Star  P 

77 1916 Belvidere Daily 
Republican  

R 

78 1908 Carlisle Evening Herald  L/N  

79 1913 Chicago Tribune  P/N  

80 1901 The Inter Ocean  P/N  

81 1930 The Akron Beacon 
Journal  

P/N  

82 1912 The Fort Wayne News  P 

83 1906 The Nebraska State 
Journal  

P 

84 1912 The Pittsburgh Press  P/N  

85 1893 The Inter Ocean  P 

86 1942 The Honolulu 
Advertiser  

P/N  

87 1915 The Elyria Democrat  N 

88 1934 The Pittsburgh Press  P 

89 1933 Palladium -Item  N 

90 1941 Harrisburg Telegraph  P 

91 1927 Battle Creek Enquirer  R 
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92 1856 The Times  P/N  

93 1934 The Los Angeles Times  P 

94 1911 The Post -Standard  P 

95 1915 The Indianapolis Star  L 

  
 
Year Article Written 
The articles in our sample were written between 1788 and 1943. As shown in Table B , 12 of 
these were written between before 1900. Two of those twelve were written in the 18th 
century, and most the others in the second half of the 19th century. The graph shows the 
1910s with the most number of articles, at 32. The decade before we saw 22 articles. This 
may be because Macedonian nationalism and the independence movement were on the 
rise here and there was a strong sense of identifying as Macedonian developing. However, 
in the 1920s, this number drastically was reduced and only 7 articles appear. This may be 
because Macedonians were subjugated and undergoing intensive assimilation in 
neighboring countries. It also may be because many Macedonians that came to the United 
States in the first two decades had now left, leaving only small pockets of Macedonian 
populations that could be written about. They then pick up again in the 1930s, perhaps due 
to Macedonians reasserting their pleas and drive for independence. 
 
The most common years for articles were 1912, with 11 appearances, and 1903, with 7 
appearances. 1903 makes sense because this was the year of the infamous Macedonian 
uprising (Ilinden). 1912 was also the year the Balkan Wars began. 
 
Table B: Number of Articles Distingu ishing Macedonians from Others By Year  
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Context of Articles 
This describes the context in which the articles refer to the uniqueness of the Macedonians. 
We developed four broad categories: language, nationality, people, and race. The last three 
have some overlap, and that is why you will see some articles defined as more than one if 
nationality, people or race is not explicitly  stated in the articles. We put nationality if it was 
clear they were referring to the nation of Macedonians or their nationality. We put people 
when the article referred to the Macedonians as a people. Based on context, some of these 
could go either way.  
 
People, however, is the broadest category and thus saw the most articles, at 59 as shown in 
Table C. The category with the least was racial. This make sense partly because races had 
Á ÃÈÁÎÇÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÕÎËÎÏ×Î ÍÅÁÎÉÎÇȢ .Ï×ÁÄÁÙÓȟ ×Å ×ÏÕÌÄÎȭÔ ÃÁÌÌ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÆÒÏÍ ÄÉÆÆÅÒÅÎÔ 
countries as being races, necessarily. Our modern term for them is ethnicity. The word 
ethnicity was rarely used back then. Still, other words usually worked better for race, such 
as people or nationality. Sometimes, they were interchangeable. 
 
 
Table C: Percentage of Articles for Each Category of Context 
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articles, 2 had three, and 1 had five. This further emphasizes that the knowledge and 
recognition of a Macedonian identity was widespread during this period. 
 
Table D: Number of Articles Per Newspaper   
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SECTION TWO: COMPILATION OF THE ARTICLES  
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