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CHAPTER 1

Introduction: Cypriot Nationalism(s)
in Context

Nikos Christofis and Thekla Kyritsi

The word “nation” stems from the Latin verb nasci, “to be born,”
initially coined to define a group of people native to the same area. The
word has assumed various meanings throughout the centuries: Once
referring to students coming from the same region or country, it later
acquired a new sense as a designation of the social elite representing any
political or spiritual authority in the medieval arrangement (Dieckhoft
and Jaftrelot 2005, p. 2). By the sixteenth century—largely as a result
of political liberalization in England—its meaning had crystallized, com-
ing to be identified with “the people,” thereby elevating the latter as
the new bearer of sovereignty, a concept that is, of course, closely linked
with the state. As Dieckhoft and Jaffrelot (2005, p. 2) suggest “sover-
eignty became embodied in a state which had acquired the profile of a
centralized apparatus.” Thus, from the state as a political entity ruled by
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the monarch, or the state as beinyg the monarch—reflected in the famous
quote L’etat, c’est moi which is attributed to the French king Louis
XIV—we passed to L’etat, c’est le peuple, namely to the nation as being—
and ruled by—its people.

This led many theorists to argue in favor of the idea of nationalism
(like sovereignty) as a quintessentially modern phenomenon. Kedourie
(1960), for example, argued that nationalism is “a doctrine invented
in Europe at the beginning of the nineteenth century” (p. 9), while
Gellner (1983) asserted that it was a necessary political doctrine that
appeared in the modern world after the industrial revolution because
political units were organized along nationalist principles, suggesting
that “the political and the national unit should be congruent” (p. 1).
Hobsbawm (1990) supplements Gellner’s views with an understanding
of nationalism as a tendency to collective identification, which is con-
comitant with the state’s extending reach (p. 9). This collective iden-
tification for Anderson (2006) is depicted in the widely used notion
of imagined community. In other words, we could agree, at least as a
starting base, with the following definition, suggested by Antony Marx
(2003, p. 6):

Nationalism... [is] a collective sentiment or identity, bounding and bind-
ing together those individuals who share a sense of large-scale political sol-
idarity aimed at creating, legitimizing or challenging states. [And] as such,
nationalism is perceived or justified by a sense of historical commonality
which coheres a population within a territory and which demarcates those
who belong and those who are not.

Nationalism, broadly conceived, has penetrated and interacted with
a whole array of different ideologies and political attitudes, ranging
across the political spectrum, including some segments of the Left.
For example, many historians have observed that, in its initial stages,
nationalism was associated with liberal movements (such as the French
nationalism linked to the French Revolution) but through time it was
“increasingly taken up by conservative and reactionary politicians”
(Heywood 2007, p. 145). Similarly, one can talk of liberal nationalism
as well as left-wing nationalism or anti-colonial nationalism et cetera
(e.g., Nimni 1994; Christofis and Palieraki in this volume).
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Relevant to that last point, and Cyprus for that matter, is the contri-
bution made by anti-colonial scholars and Marxist ideas. For example,
the leftist and anti-colonial intellectual Aimé Césaire (2000), although
he removed himself from association with the USSR, made reference
to Marxism and the role that socialism could play in the liberation of
colonized people: “It is a new society that we must create... For some
examples showing that this is possible, we can look to the Soviet Union”
(p- 11). For Césaire—as for many leftists—the oppressed people under the
term proletariat remained “the only class that still has a universal mission,
because it suffers in its flesh from all the wrongs of history, from all the
universal wrongs” (p. 24). A few years later, the Marxist philosopher and
revolutionary, Frantz Fanon (1963) argued that “The Third World must
not be content to define itself in relation to values which preceded it”
(p- 55), namely the capitalist and the socialist system. For Fanon, the
underdeveloped countries “which made use of the savage competition
between the two systems in order to win their national liberation, must,
however, refuse to get involved in such rivalry” (p. 55).

Fanon’s analysis was quite revealing in many respects for the case
of Cyprus, when he argued that “the colonialist bourgeoisie frantically
seeks contact with the colonized elite” (p. 9), referring to the colonial
powers’ attempts to maintain control of the colonies through control
of the “independent” governments. For Fanon, the process of decol-
onization as a response to colonialism was part of the struggle that
the colonized faced to become free. He advocated that decolonization
unified the people “by the radical decision to remove [it] from het-
erogeneity, and by unifying it on a national, sometimes a racial bias”
(p. 30). Indeed, decolonization brought with it the rise of nationalism,
which would rally anti-colonial movements and solidify cultural iden-
tity, and in doing so it would exclude other groups. This is apparent in
the case of Cyprus where anti-colonial forces within the Greek Cypriot
majority brought nationalism forward while “a Greek national iden-
tity missed out those who identified themselves as Turkish or as other
minorities living within the two major ethnic groups” (Papastavrou
2012, p. 97).

It becomes evident that nationalism has proved to be one of the most
powerful forces in the modern world (Hutchinson and Smith 1994,
p. 3). As is well known, it has come to permeate, in various degrees,
almost all aspects of daily life, from politics to economics and social
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relations. Nationalism is, however, not static; it therefore makes no sense
to talk about a single nationalism; rather we must give credence to the
existence of multiple nationalisms. Beyond the different forms of nation-
alisms based on internal characteristics and their relationships with other
identities or affiliations—e.g., liberal /conservative /socialist/feminist
nationalism—different distinctions between nationalisms have been sug-
gested by scholars according to criteria such as their characteristics and
their place in the history or the geography of the world. For example,
some scholars have advanced a distinction between formal/informal
(Eriksen 1993) and official/unofficial nationalism (Ozkirmli 2002).
While official nationalism ought to be understood as a process imposed
from above—involving bureaucracy and state institutions to structure
and support it, becoming thus part of the official ideology that seeks
to homogenize and discipline society (Katsourides, Kalantzopoulos,
Christofis in this volume)—unofficial nationalism refers to more senti-
mental and reactionary values closely related to daily life. Of course, the
two forms inevitably form a symbiotic relationship, even if at any given
moment they are in harmony, overlap or are in competition with each
other (Ozkinmh 708-709; also, Oztan 2015, p. 75). Another distinc-
tion, which is quite evident in some of the chapters in this volume (e.g.,
this chapter and Kiralp), is Smith’s (1991) distinction between “civic”
and “ethnic” nationalism. The former refers to a specific nationalism
putting emphasis on common civic or political belonging and shared
territory, while the latter refers to a national identity stressing common
ethnicity, culture, and traditions—characteristics which could also be
linked with “liberal” and “conservative” nationalism, respectively.

This brings us to the geography of nationalism and the distinction
between Western/non-Western nationalisms. Although there is a distinct
and recognizable continuity with nineteenth-century European forms
and ideologies, there have been at the same time inevitable mutations,
as nationalism has adapted to or been reconstructed by cultures with dif-
ferent traditions from the West. In this scheme, the dichotomy between
colonizers and colonized nationalisms is quite relevant. It can be argued,
as Krishna (1999) pointed out, that “the metaphor of nation as jour-
ney, as something that is ever in the making but never quite reached [is]
central to nationalisms everywhere” (p. 17). In the non-Western space,
however, this is a process which “[s]ecures the legitimacy of the postco-
lonial state by centering its historical role in the pursuit of certain desired
futures. [And] it undergirds the legitimacy of the state by securing for it
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both time and space.” Yet, one must bear in mind that this never-end-
ing journey in subaltern, non-Western spaces shares commonalities with
that of Western nation-states even as there are also significant differ-
ences. While in the latter, “the endless deferment is on the question of
extending the idea of community to a global space,” in the “space called
the postcolony, the endless deferment is on the question of achieving
national unity itself” (Krishna 1999, p. 18).!

The tendency therefore to locate nationalism on the “periphery” and
to overlook the nationalism of Western nation-states has also been crit-
icized on legitimate grounds. In other words, the sense that “those in
established nations at the center of things are led to see nationalism as
the property of others, not of ‘us’ (Billig 2008, p. 5; Papadakis ct al.
2006; also Christofis in this volume) is a false sense, resembling Orwell’s
(1953) observation—quite familiar to the Cypriot public—that “the
nationalist not only does not disapprove of atrocities committed by his
[or her] own side, but he [or she] has a remarkable capacity for not even
hearing about them.”

Following the end of World War II, the experience of decolonization,
coupled with general developments in the social sciences, saw an inten-
sive and prolific period of research on nationalism (Connor 1984; Young
2001; Ozkirimh 2010). There is no doubt that nationalism has attracted
growing attention from scholars in a range of disciplines—sociology,
anthropology, history, politics, even literature, and philosophy. This rich
scientific work, some of which is mentioned above, has formed a core of
theoretical approaches that have informed case studies on specific nation-
alisms. Although there is a booming literature on nationalism in general,
and on Cyprus in particular (Christofis 2018), scientific research that
looks at the phenomenon of nationalism in Cyprus in an interdisciplinary
way and from the perspective of global developments remains under-
researched (see also Trimikliniotis and Bozkurt 2012; Karakatsanis and
Papadogiannis 2017). The present volume is an attempt in that direc-
tion, one that seeks to qualify the heterogeneity of nationalism in the
Cypriot context.

NATIONALISMS AND THE CYPRUS QUESTION?: PAST AND PRESENT

Cyprus is an ethnically mixed island in the Eastern Mediterranean (see
Figs. 1.1 and 1.2). Its central geostrategic position in the Mediterranean
basin has made the island a target of outside conquest over the centuries:
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Fig. 1.1 Eastern Mediterranean Sea (Source http://d-maps.com/carte.
php?num_car=33798&lang=en)

the Assyrians, Persians, Hellenes and Romans in ancient times, through
to Byzantine, Lusignan, Venctian, and Ottoman rule across the medi-
eval, premodern, and modern period; and, finally, the British from the
nineteenth century. In its modern form, the Cyprus Question can be
defined and analyzed “as a confrontation between two nationalisms on
Cyprus, namely Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot nationalism, which
were forms of Greek nationalism and Turkish nationalism” (Carpentier
2017, p. 237). In that respect, the Ottoman rule of the island, especially
the nineteenth century, as well as the British colonial administration of
the island shaped the modern and contemporary history of Cyprus.

After three centuries of Ottoman rule (1571-1878), Cyprus became
part of the British Empire in 1878. That year should be considered as a
milestone in the process of transition from traditional social structures
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to what is called modernity. As in other regions of the world, Cypriot
modernity involved economic capitalism (Katsourides 2014); a modern
system of transportation and technology (Varnava 2009); the develop-
ment of the print world, mass media, and mass education (Katsiaounis
1996); along with the emergence of new ideas and movements, such as
nationalism, socialism (Katsourides 2014; Alecou 2016), and feminism
(Kyritsi in this volume).

However, modernity has not been experienced the same way everywhere
in the world. In Cyprus, the legacy of the Ottoman Empire would shape
the Cypriot experience of modernity itself (Anagnostopoulou 2015). The
nineteenth-century Ottoman Empire was defined by a specific form of mul-
ti-culturalism, the mzillet system, which saw the subjects of the Empire cat-
egorized based on their confession or ethnoreligious community (mzllet).
Each millet was internally autonomous, under the guidance of its respective
religious authorities. When the British conducted the first census of the
island, in 1881, this reality would be reflected in the multi-communality
of the Cypriot population. According to the census, in a population of
186,173 people (Colonial Office 1881), the largest community were the
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Orthodox Christians—the mllet-iRum in Ottoman parlance—who made
up 73.9% of the population. The second largest was the Muslim commu-
nity, being 24.4% of the people. The rest—1.7%—belonged in other com-
munities; more particularly, 0.7% of the population were Roman Catholics,
then came the Maronites (0.4%) and the Protestants (0.4%). Moreover,
there were 0.1% identified as Armenians or Copts and finally a small number
of Jews and Gypsies (Colonial Office 1881).

In the scheme of the millet system, the representative of the
Orthodox community of Cyprus was the Archbishop of the autocepha-
lous Orthodox Church of Cyprus while the kad: (judge) and the miiftii
(interpreter of the Sharia law) made up the religious leadership of the
local Muslim community (Aymes 2014). However, the arrival of the
British in 1878 came at a moment when the Ottoman millet system had
already begun to rupture under the influence of modern nation-states.
The Greek War of Independence and the official recognition of the
newly founded Greek state in 1830 played a central role in this process
which in the case of the Greek Cypriot community would soon feed a
desire for enosis (i.e., union with Greece). By the end of the nineteenth
century, a small body of educated individuals within the Orthodox
majority of the island had begun to think of their community in terms of
ethnic identity.

That said, nationalism “was not... a constant feature in this
Mediterranean isle’s history, nor did it emerge as an axis of tension in a
sudden instant” (Altay 2005, p. 11). Members of the literate minority—
including teachers, lawyers, small business owners, as well as educated cler-
ics—were the first to be affected by the ideology of Greek nationalism in
Cyprus. This identity which was at first embraced by a small group of edu-
cated elites, such as the Greek immigrant teacher, politician, and journal-
ist, Nikolaos Katalanos (Katsiaounis 1996, pp. 215-223), would gradually
spread to the lower strata (Sakellaropoulos 2017) by the 1930s and 1940s.

The British arrival in Cyprus disclosed—and in a way, accelerated—the
formation of the preconditions for nationalism to become a mass movement.
Immediately upon their arrival, the British introduced a quasi-representative
body, the Legislative Council—although its representativeness was
undermined by the fact that even at the beginning of the twentieth cen-
tury fewer than one in 10 people on the island were eligible to vote,
due to age, property and gender-based exclusions (Protopapas 2012,
p. 49). This, however, became the first time that Cypriots were engaged
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in a process of modern elections and politics. At the same time, immediately
after the arrival of the British in 1878 the first Greek newspaper circulated
on the island. By 1890, seven Greek-language newspapers existed, reach-
ing approximately 3000 subscribers while 450 books had been published
(Bryant 2004, p. 33).

In the same year, the sole Turkish language weekly, Saded, had
only 64 subscribers (Bryant 2004, p. 33; also, An 1997). Like Turkish
nationalism, the Turkish language press developed after the Greek.
Nevertheless, after 1908 the Young Turk movement who had begun
to act in the Ottoman Empire affected Cyprus. A number of Young
Turks—exiled from the Ottoman Empire due to their opposition to
the sultan’s regime—arrived in Cyprus in the early 1890s and contrib-
uted to the publication of the Turkish newspapers Zaman and Kibris
(Bryant 2004, p. 34). During this period—and especially after the Young
Turk Revolution of 1908 in the Ottoman Empire—a patriotic identity
of “Ottomanism” started to affect the literate intellectuals among the
Muslim Cypriots (Altay and Hatay 2009; Altay 2005).

The foundation of the Republic of Turkey by Mustafa Kemal (later
Atatiirk) in 1923 and his circle provided the conditions for the devel-
opment of a Turkish Cypriot nationalism. The Kemalist moderniza-
tion project, with its emphasis on secularism, republicanism, and
nationalism, had a strong appeal for the Turkish Cypriots—or Muslim
Cypriots as they were labeled at the time (Carpentier 2017, p. 244).
In Cyprus, the Muslim Turks were redefined as Turks in the 1930s
(Kizilyiirek 2005), and other reforms, such as the Latin alphabet and
Western forms of dress, were enacted almost simultaneously with
those in Kemalist Turkey. Indeed, as Altay (2005) rightly pointed out,
“the rise of Turkish nationalism on the island had become appreciable
by the time of the October Revolt in 19317 (p. 442; also, Carpentier
2017).

Meanwhile, up until the 1920s, the Greek Cypriot alliance with the
Greek state soon led all segments of Cypriot society to espouse e70sis,
except for the Communist Party of Cyprus (CPC) established in 1926
(Leventis 2002; Katsourides 2014). In that respect, during the twentieth
century, the Greek Orthodox Church, the oldest institution in Cyprus,
would be a key factor in the gradual development of a Greek national
identity and an ethnic Greek nationalism, stressing ethnicity, tradition
and cultural roots. The demand for enosis, however, did not constitute
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a threat to British rule during this period, and the same held true for
Turkish Cypriots (Kizilyiirek 2002). The nationalist sentiments of the
Greek Cypriots were rather sporadic and carefully kept within the frame-
work of cooperation with the colonial ruler and the friendship between
Greece and Britain. From the late nineteenth century to the 1920s,
nationalist opposition was rather mild and was thus generally tolerated by
the colonial powers. Cypriot national demands did not go beyond reso-
lutions and verbal claims, and remained strictly within the framework of
legality (Faustmann 1999, p. 22).

However, in 1931, a nationalist Greek Cypriot Revolt was met with
a harsh reaction from the British administration and a despotic crack-
down against any expression of national sentiment for the remainder
of the decade (Rappas 2014). Nevertheless, by the 1940s both Greek
and Turkish nationalisms had crystallized and come to dominate their
respective communities on the island. Following World War II, the
Greek Cypriots felt that freedom and self-government was their due. In
a Church-run referendum held between January 15-22, 1950, no less
than 95.73% of the entire Greek Cypriot community recorded their
votes in favor of independence (Loizides 2007, p. 175). The conflict-
ing nature of the Cyprus Question can be traced to the 1950s, when the
armed struggle against British rule unfolded alongside inter-communal
violence among the two largest communities living on the island, Greek
Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots, amid rising waves of nationalism (Ytksek
and Carpentier 2018, p. 6). In the context of a growing nationalism and
dissatisfaction with British rule, right-wing Greek nationalists formed the
National Organization of Cypriot Fighters (EOviki; Opyavwors Kum piowv
Ayoviotov, EOKA) in 1955, which conducted a guerrilla insurgency
with the aim of ending the British rule in Cyprus and achieving enosis
(Alimi et al. 2015, pp. 98-128). While Greek Cypriots strove for enosis,
Turkish Cypriots, who initially opted for the continuation of British rule,
demanded taksim—the partition of the island into two separate territo-
ries (Bahcheli 1990; Papadakis et al. 2006, pp. 2—4).

This gave nationalists, along with the political Right and the Church,
a leading role in the anti-colonial movement, which during the 1940s
was threatened by the growing anti-colonial forces of the Left and a
vibrant labor movement—with the popularization of trade unions and
the establishment of the new leftist Progressive Party of the Working
People (Avopbwtiké Koupo Epyatopuevov Aaod, AKEL). Emerging in
1941, AKEL rapidly gained massive support as the legal umbrella party
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of the Left; in contrast to the low membership of the illegal and strictly
communist CPC which had existed since 1926.

Drawing symbols from the “national center” of Greece, EOKA ini-
tially planned to initiate its actions on the anniversary of the 1821 Greek
revolution, on 25 March 1955, also a major Orthodox religious holiday
(Loizides 2007, p. 176; Papadakis 1999, p. 25). In addition, the leader-
ship of EOKA, with Georgios Grivas at its head—known for his ultra-na-
tionalist and anti-communist tactics and ideas during the Greek Civil War
(1946-1949)—not only excluded the Turkish Cypriots and the Leftists
from its lines but soon turned against them (Pollis 1979; Drousiotis
1998; Michael 2016).

On the nationalist front, a few vyears after the establishment of
EOKA, in 1958, Turkish nationalists formed the Turkish Resistance
Organization (Tiirk Mukavemet Teskilnts, TMT), which would play
a significant role in the following decades. In the meantime, Cyprus
gained its independence in 1960 as the Republic of Cyprus, which was
recognized as an independent state of 600,000 people, 80% of whom
were Greek Cypriots and 18% Turkish Cypriots (Papadakis et al. 2006,
p. 2). Independence was accompanied with particular conditions. These
included retention, by Britain, of specific zones/areas of the island to be
used as military bases and recognition of Greece, Turkey, and Britain, as
the “guarantor” powers holding the right to take action to “re-establish
the current state of affairs in Cyprus” if the latter was in jeopardy.

The relatively peaceful coexistence between the two communities of
the island would not last for long. Following a constitutional crisis in
1963, a new wave of inter-communal violent conflicts re-emerged, and
rejuvenating, if at all forgotten, the old demands for enosis and tak-
sim. Beyond the human casualties—which this time impacted more the
Turkish Cypriots in terms of casualties (Papadakis et al. 2006, p. 2), con-
sidering that one-fifth of them were gradually displaced during 1963—
1967 (Patrick 1976)—the conflicts also resulted in the first geographical
division between the two communities in some areas of the island, where
the Turkish Cypriots were secluded in enclaves, or purely Turkish villages
(Bryant 2004, p. 3). Since this time, the United Nations has maintained
a continuous presence on the island.

In 1974, a coup d’état against the Cypriot government occurred—initi-
ated by the military junta in Greece and supported by the Greek Cypriot
ultra-nationalist paramilitary organization, EOKA B. This is considered
the climax of confrontations between the competing groups within the
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Greek Cypriot community. The coup was swiftly followed by a Turkish
invasion of the island, on 16 August 1974, Turkey’s pretext being the
protection of the Turkish Cypriots, which it was pursuing as a guarantor
power; a right vested in Ankara by the London—Zurich Agreements of
1959. The Turkish invasion saw more than 200000 people turning into
refugees and internally displaced, 6000 killed and approximately 1500
missing (Kovras 2017, p. 159). This time, the Greek Cypriots were more
affected in quantitative terms and almost one-third of them were displaced
(Loizos 1981; Papadakis et al. 20006, p. 3). Moreover, the invasion forced
the de facto division of the whole island into two parts; Greek Cypriots fled
to the south and Turkish Cypriots moved to the north while Turkish forces
occupied the northern part of Cyprus—some 36.2% of Cypriot territory.

Since 1974 Cyprus has remained divided in two: one part covering
the southern part of the island, controlled by the internationally recog-
nized Republic of Cyprus. The northern part declared itself unilaterally
the “Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus” in 1983, but is recognized
only by Turkey. Even as the de facto partition continues, the two com-
munities continue to be in reunification talks to solve the issue on the
grounds of a bizonal, bicommunal federation. This should allow one
central Cyprus government but two autonomous—more or less—zones/
states. In the meantime, the bipolarity of this whole historical scheme
has forced the smaller ethnic groups of Cyprus to in effect “choose” one
or the other side; indeed, the 1960 Constitution recognized only two
national communities—Greek and Turkish Cypriots—and minorities
such as the Maronites, Armenians and Latins were seen as religious com-
munities and were asked to choose which of the two national communi-
ties they wished to join (Kasbarian, this volume). Overall, the assumption
of homogeneity regarding each “pole” has left little space for visible mul-
ti-culturalism and diversity, and continued to undermine other forms of
identity beyond ethnicity.

THE ScoPE OF THE VOLUME

If there is a theoretical assumption that holds the chapters of this vol-
ume together, it would be the historical approach to nationalism, namely
the view that the world of nations, ethnic identity, and national ideology
are neither eternal, nor ahistorical or primordial but are rather socially
constructed and function within particular historical and social contexts.
Another premise of this volume is that Cyprus, as a place that was, and
still is, marked by the collision of opposed nationalisms—that is, Greek
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and Turkish—constitutes a fertile ground for examining the history, the
dynamics and the dialectics of nationalism.

The volume is a collection of chapters by authors of different perspec-
tives and academic fields. Taking Cypriot nationalisms as its case study,
it examines moments of nationalism; as a form of identity, as a form of
ideology and as a form of politics. While the scope of the book is mainly
empirical, in the sense that it does not aspire to discuss a universal defini-
tion or theory of nationalism, it draws heavily on the hypothesis that the
case of Cyprus can illustrate general theories of nationalism and can be
an interesting case to evaluate their central postulates.

Without following a strict chronological order, nor an order of “impor-
tance,” that is, without suggesting that the particular subjects are the (only)
key events or perspectives that have shaped the culture of nationalism in
Cyprus, the chapters presented in the book examine specific moments in
the development of nationalisms on the island. The goal is for this diver-
sity to present a range of perspectives on the broader canvas of the Cypriot
experience, presented in a comparative and interdisciplinary framework that
underscores nationalism’s relationship with other forms of identities and
loyalties, such as religion, class, gender, and political orientation. The read-
ers of the book will notice that “nationalism” is given its plural form in the
title, not only to stress the existence of the opposing nationalisms (Greek,
Turkish) that continue to shape Cyprus, but also because of the non-static
nature of the phenomenon and the existence of internal distinctions.

ParT I: EARLY AGENTS OF NATIONALISM

The first part of the volume examines early expressions of nationalism in
Cyprus. In a global context, this historical period corresponds to phases
A and B in the famous schema suggested by Miroslav Hroch (2012)
regarding the historical phases of nationalist movements. According
to Hroch, there are three phases in such movements: phase A refers to
an initial period in which “activists [are]| above all devoted to scholarly
enquiry into and dissemination of an awareness of the linguistic, cultural,
social and sometimes historical attributes of the non-dominant group—
but without, on the whole, pressing specifically national demands to
remedy deficits” (2012, p. 81). Phase B includes “a new range of activ-
ists” who “[seek] to win over as many of their ethnic group as possible to
the project of creating a future nation, by patriotic agitation to ‘awaken’
national consciousness among them” (2012, p. 81). Finally, phase C
refers to the formation of a mass national liberation movement.
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The first chapter of the volume, by Yiannos Katsourides, empha-
sizes the social groups and institutions which consisted the first agents
of Greek nationalism in Cyprus during the rise of Greek Cypriot
Nationalism in the early twentieth century. Katsourides’ contribution can
be used also as a general introduction to the early agents of nationalism
in Cyprus. Katsourides examines how an educated body of individuals,
along with institutions such as the Church, the schools and the press,
systematically promoted the new nationalist ideas. The second chap-
ter, authored by Petros Nikolaou, unfolds the moments in which the
relationship between the Greek Cypriots, as the national self, and the
Turks or Turkish Cypriots as the national other was constructed. This is
achieved through a detailed examination of an early agent of nationalism
in Cyprus, that is, the Greek-language newspapers established between
1878 and 1914.

However, as Rebecca Bryant (2004) observes “there is no real con-
tradiction between defining one’s group in opposition to a constructive
Other, and getting along with those others when in contact with them”
(p- 2). The contradiction emerges in our case when “in modern repre-
sentative politics claiming rights entails defining oneself as a certain type
of person—a citizen—with claims on a particular state. It is there that
the theoretical articulation of experience—namely, ideology—comes
into play and divides.” This process in the first years of the British rule
in Cyprus was expressed by the Legislative Council, which was the body
that the British administration introduced to supposedly represent the
Cypriot communities.

The Legislative Council was the first institution resembling Western
structures of representation in Cyprus, although it was characterized by
limited authority and extremely limited representation. This is the sub-
ject of the third chapter of the volume, by Meltem Onurkan-Samani,
who explores the role of this Council in the transition from religious
to national identity and from traditional to modern sociopolitical struc-
tures. From 1882 to 1931, especially, the Council affected and expressed
early nationalist sentiments as well as ethnic division and the competition
between the two communities in the framework of a modern colonial
Cyprus.

The final chapter of this part, penned by Thekla Kyritsi, examines the
role of women in the first steps of the nationalist ideology in Cyprus.
The analysis focuses on the strong attachment between the first feminists
and the early national sentiments. Although the dominant narrative has



