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INTRODUCTION 

In this book, which is made up of a collection of articles written at 
various times, two main questions are posed; what are proposed, through the 
articles, are not, of course, answers to these, but various ways of approaching 
and analysing them. The first question concerns the complexity of the relation 
between the religious and the national within the context of a composite 
historical reality — the reality of the transition to modernity, that is, the 
transition from the Ottoman Empire to nation-states. More specifically, the 
first question concerns the relation between religion and nation in a space — 
the Ottoman space — from which, by stages, the various nation-states 
emerged. The second question has to do with the complicated process of the 
formation of the new national realities in a whole region — the former 
Ottoman region. More specifically, the second question has to do with the 
assimilation, within the framework of a process of formation of the new 
national realities, of certain traditional Ottoman practices and institutions 
which were transcribed into modernity, but also transcribed it, in such a way 
that modernity within the space of the former Ottoman Empire proved to be a 
very difficult, but also very interesting process. The period which is of 
particular concern to me is that between the nineteenth century (Tanzimat 
period) and the end of the first half of the twentieth — 1960, when the 
Republic of Cyprus was set up. 

The historical example on which, par excellence, the articles 
concentrate is the 'Greek historical example'. Nevertheless, this 'Greek 
example' is not analysed as a particular national case within the framework of 
an 'age-long national history', as is usually the approach, but within the 
context of a long process which is defined, to begin with, in relation to the 
Ottoman space and also in relation to the Ottoman system of authority. As to 
the first question, that of the relations between religion and nation, the 'Greek 
historical example' is one of those in which the complicated relation between 
religion and the nation and the complexity of the process of the formation of 
the 'Greek national reality' in relation to the dominant Ottoman reality are 
particularly brought out. The relation of religion with the nation in the Greek 
instance is studied chiefly in two periods: (a) at the time of the foundation of 
the Greek state and the creation of the Greek autocephalous church, and thus at 
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a period of conflict with the Ottoman political power, but also with the 
religious authority of the Patriarchate of Constantinople; (b) at the period of 
irredentism and of the Megali Idea, and so at a time of the assimilation and 
'nationalisation' of Ottoman traditional features and institutions, such as those 
of the Patriarchate, within the Greek national framework, in such a way that 
Greek irredentism acquired a historical legitimation through time. 

As to the second question, the 'Greek historical example' also brings out 
the complex process of transition of the Ottoman space to modernity. 
Through this historical example, it is more the particularities of an 'Ottoman 
process of modernity' which involves the whole region which are highlighted; 
it is not the example as a historical particularity to which attention is drawn. 
The approach through these articles to each 'national example of modernity' in 
relation to the wider Ottoman environment from which they emerged has as 
its purpose to clarify certain difficult problems which took shape at that period 
(the second half of the nineteenth century), some of which are constantly 
reproduced. Up to now, the various national historical examples have been 
studied in relation only to themselves, in relation, that is, only with a 
diachronic and unshakeable national reality in which modernity is a stage in 
the age-long national process, whose bounds are set, almost always, outside 
the Ottoman reality and in conflict — and only in conflict, and, moreover, in 
on-going conflict — with it. The results of this are: (a) the various cases of 
the nations — the Greek, Serbian, Bulgarian, even the Turkish cases — are 
studied as sui generis instances, unique and not comparable with any other 
case; (b) the complexity, the reciprocity of the problems of a whole region and 
its history during its transition to modernity are discounted, and, moreover, 
the individual national cases are isolated from their composite historical 
environment to such a degree that national realities are produced and reproduced 
constantly as separate and particular, even today, outside their space itself, 
outside the historical time, in the context of a non-historical, timeless time, a 
'national time1; (c) the real historical particularities of the various national 
cases are also discounted. That is to say, there is a discounting of those 
particularities which highlight the way in which each national case, depending 
upon its historical needs, transcribed its Ottoman past, or some features and 
institutions from that Ottoman past, into modernity, while at the same time it 
'nationalised' that past within the framework of modernity. 
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The 'Greek historical example1 in relation with modernity and the 
Ottoman past is studied in three articles. Of these, two concern the historicity 
of the terms 'Ottoman tyranny', 'Ottoman despotism' in the Greek case, from 
the sixteenth to the nineteenth century. The third deals with the case of 
Smyrna, between the nineteenth century and 1919, and with how that city, 
within the framework of the process of Ottoman modernity, but also of the 
Megali Idea of the Greek state, was elevated into a symbol of two opposing 
nations: the Greek and the Turkish. It is in Smyrna at that period that I 
believe all the complexity of Ottoman modernity and of the 'nationalisation-
Hellenisation' of Ottoman features in the context of Greek irredentist 
modernity is recorded. 

The two questions which predominate in the different articles in the 
book are both accentuated in the most vivid manner in the case of Cyprus: 
both the problem of the relations between religion and nation and the problem 
of the transition from 'Ottoman modernity' to 'national modernities' and the 
issues which to a large degree are aspects of a single problem — that known 
as the 'Cyprus problem'. In spite of the fact that in most studies Cyprus's 
history is studied in the light of the 'Cyprus problem', in these articles a first 
attempt is made to study the Cyprus problem in the light of Cyprus's history. 
That is to say, it is studied in the context of a difficult and complex historical 
process, in which, because of colonialism and because of a slow social 
transformation, the two questions which are basically posed in all the articles 
are further complicated. 

In the series of articles which concern Cyprus, what is studied first and 
foremost is the relation between the Orthodox Church of Cyprus and Ottoman 
authority — the Church of Cyprus, therefore, in the framework of the 
Ottoman system of power, as an Ottoman institution. It is then studied in the 
context of Ottoman modernity as an 'an institution of Ottoman modernity', 
and as a 'Greek national institution' in the process of taking shape. 
Nevertheless, the Church of Cyprus is also studied in the colonial context, as 
an agent of modernity, a Greek modernity, in the framework of which any 
concept having to do with the nation was sanctified. The sanctity of both 
national and anti-colonial concepts is depicted in a single slogan: Enosis. It is 
through this complex role of the Church of Cyprus that a difficult problem 
begins gradually to emerge: the Cyprus problem, in which the complexities 
and contradictions of the shaping of a double, conflicting 'Cyprus modernity', 
the 'Greek' and the 'Turkish', are condensed. 



10 FROM THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE TO THE NATION STATE 

This book, as can easily be concluded from the above description of the 
issues with which its constituent articles deal, is divided into three parts. 
However, this does not mean that the three parts are autonomously 
independent of one another. On the contrary, all the articles are linked to one 
another, since the two questions posed at the beginning are analysed in 
varying ways throughout the book. 


