The Recent History of Cyprus 25

The Recent History of Cyprus

Halil inaleik

Instead of summarizing the historical facts of general character which
are known to the audience, 1 would rather like to concentrate on a
very important problem in the history of Cyprus, that is, the demo-
graphic structure of the island’s population.  Greek Cypriots claim
that Turks constitute a minority on the island and that they have to
be subject to the state of Cyprus—this is the main pretention today.
So, I believe it is rime to discuss this population structure problem
on the island, and its history.

My dear colleague, Prof Talar Halman, very appropriately said
“vatan” for Cyprus. It is rrue: the island has been a vatan for three
hundred years for the Turks. They came here three hundred years ago
from Anatolia. They settled, tilled this soil, they worked hard as agri-
culturers, tradesmen, and craftsmen. They are not a minority as the
Greek Cypriots claim,  they are cirizens of the community on the
island. We do not accept the claim that they have been a minority.
They have been the masters of this land:  they tilled this land, they
appropriated this fand.

After this introduction, I would like to discuss, in your presence,
some historical facts as far as the demographic structure of the island
goes. The fact that Cyprus is an island caused entirely characreristic
changes in the population movements and the population structure
of the island." Tt is a well-known fact that, in the course of its histo-
ry, especially in times of drought and grasshopper invasions, famine
broke out and caused grear migrations from the island ro Anatolia
and Syria. It resulted in sudden, considerable changes in the popu-
lation and the ethnic structure. [t was also the worsening of the cco-
nomic and social conditions on the island and the permanent dwin-
dling of cconomic resources leading to emigration that caused a real
depopulation. Historians should concentrate their attention on this
fluctuation in the population structure of the island.

Under Latin, French and Venetian rule, the feudal forced labour,
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“corvées,” especially the obligation to work on the lands of the lord
two or three days a week, was such a heavy burden on the peasants
that these peasants gradually fled to neighbouring countries, espe-
cially to Rhodes. It is claimed that the island’s population constantly
decreased under the Ottoman rule, and that this decrease was due to
the burdens of the Ottoman rule and to the deterioration of economic
conditions. Butitis possible, by a closer examination of the situation,
to reach a different conclusion.

The Latins came to the island as feudal lords, to exploit the
native population, Greeks. It is a historical fact that they imposed, as
[ tried to emphasize, two or three days of forced labour for the lord.
This was an exploitative regime. The Ottoman regime came quite dif-
ferently, not to exploit the agriculturers, the peasantry of the island,
but to free them from this forced labour, and to recognize them, with
the immigrant Turks, as peasants under the guarantee of the
Ottoman state.

To return to the population situation under the Ottomans:
there are some estimates on the population of the island under the
Ottomans. The Venetian estimates go up to 250,000 at the begin-
ning of the 17th century. We have a census of the population under
the Ottomans, for the cizye tax imposed upon the non-Muslim popu-
lation, and this census gives 30,000 houscholds subject to cizye. If
you multiply this by four as a coefficient, you find a population of
120,000 non-Muslims on the island at about the year 1600.

The Ottoman tahriv, or population census records, show that
thirty or forty years following the conquest, an increase took place in
the populaticn of the island. A comparative examination of the
Ottoman census records late into this period confirm this estimate.
The precious document dated 1572, just one year after the conquest,
the survey of the population and taxation of the island, is preserved
roday in Ankara at the Tapu Kadastro Archives. Our study is mainly
based on this Ottoman census.

It is a well-known fact that Ottomans, after the conquest, resort-
ed to the method of sirgin—deportatdion—and settling Turks from
Anatolia to the island. The most important difference between the
Ottoman conquest and the Frankish invasion is that the Francs set

tled on the island as a small, military ruling class, a feudal class,
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whereas the Turks, in addition to the garrison troops—about 3,000—
brought, from the villages and cities of Anatolia, a great mass of peo-
ple as productive elements of the population on this island.

The Ottoman rule, applying an old procedure, transferred peas-
ants and town dwellers from Anatolian cities and the countryside,
and settled them on the island. The main purpose of this operation,
as revealed by the documents referring to it, was to have the desert-
ed soil of the island cultivated propetly, to ensure a livelihood for the
surplus population of central Anatolia, and to make a newly-con-
quered territory safe by settling a reliable Turkish population on it.’

Here is the purpose which was declared in the 1572 edict regard-
ing the matter addressed to the governors of central Anatolia. It says,
“Because the invasion and military action caused some ruin on the
island, the lands of which are arable and fertile, it is necessary to
ensure their cultivation and the reconstruction of the boroughs and
villages on the island.”

As we know, the Greeks of the Mesoria plain took refuge on the
mountains when the Venetians and the Ottomans confronted each
other. They did not involve themselves in the confrontation. So, this
plain was left uncultivated, empty.  The Ottoman administration,
interested in reviving this fertile plain back to cultivation, brought a
Turkish population from Anatolia.

[t was ordered that all persons from Anatolia suffering from
shortage of land and who had not been entered into the imperial sur-
vey books, those who fled from their villages and settled on land
belonging to other sipahis, those agricultural workers—irgats—whose
land disputes could not be solved in court, and those found roaming
aboutr without work in the towns and villages, should have their
names recorded on registers, and they should be sent to Cyprus as set-
tlers.

At the same time, in the boroughs, of those who devoted them-
selves to all sorts of crafts and trades, one household out of ten was
subject to be transferred to the island.  Care had to be taken that
these be able-bodied and healthy persons, and carry all their tools
with them. They came with their tools. Likewise, it was ordered that
the farmers be equipped with their own cattle and ploughs, without

anything missing.  These siirgiins —deportees—were to be settled in
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such places as the Cyprus Beylerbeyi may see fit.3 At the rate of one
household out of ten, the number of households to be sent from the
Teke Sancag alone was caleulated to be 5720

This ferman makes the following statements which intend to
encourage the population to go and settle in Cyprus: “Those who go
shall be exempt,” it says, “from taxes for two years. All sorts of steps
shall be taken so that the population may be safe from enemy
attacks.” So a strong defense army was settled in the first years after
the conquest—about 3,000.

The archives contain lists of the persons sent to the island from
places as distant from one another as the Beyyehir, Seydisehir,
Aksehir, Urgiip, Nigde, Akdag, and Bozok boroughs.”  Barkan esti-
mates that one third of these persons went to Cyprus of their own
free will—gonalli.

As an attack was expected at any moment from the allied
Christian fleet, some well-to-do persons did not wish to leave their
homes in Anatolia.  On the other hand, a great number of severe
orders show the eagerness of the Ottoman government to settle the
island with Anatolian Turks.

[ am mentioning these historical facts to contradict the Greek
claims that the Turks on the island are Greek converts; this is not
true. For example, ninety-four households from the Antalya borough
had been car-marked for deportation to Cyprus. Our records show
that a number of them vanished, and only seventy-four were sent.
Thereupon, the Sultan brought out a new edict ordering the remain-
ing twenty familics to be hunted down at any cost, and sent o
Cyprus.”

The government also insisted that no poor or old people would
he sent to Cyprus. So, the government was determined to restore
cconomic prosperity on the island. The government, with its deci-
sion to repopulate Cyprus, subsequently ordered more population to
be sent from the sancaks of Adana, Sis, and Tarsus later on.” We also
know that, in 1577, six years after the conquest, an order was given
to send 500 rich Jews to Cyprus from the city of Safed in Palestine.”
This was expected to revive the business and commercial life in the
island.  However, this plan to deport the Jews of Safed was subse-

quently dropped.
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[n 1575, the Venetian Sagredo informs us that the Turks unin-
terruptedly conveyed settlers from Anatolia to Cyprus, but that many,
not being accustomed to the climate, fell ill and died.” However,
another contemporary source, Martinengo, states that in this way
20,000 persons, partly nomads, partly soldiers, or peasants, were set-
ted in Cyprus in 1575 In 1599, Cotovicus, another Venetian
obscrver, declares that the Turkish Muslim population comprised
6,000 men—it you multiply this by three or four, you arrive to the
same figure of 20,000 sctelers from Anatolia.

We learn from the Cyprus Kadi Registers (Serive Sicilleri) that
very few of the local Greek population embraced Islam, but that, on
the other hand, some Turks from Anatolia married local women.
The government did not encourage the Christians, the Greeks, who
were subject to the cizye capitation, to turn Muslim knowing that con-
verts would not escape the cizye. So, the Ottoman government did
not encourage conversion to Islam.”

Our sources reveal that the Turkish Muslim population under
the Ottoman rule, generally, was less than one third of the Christian
population. In general, Turks constituted, taking all the periods from
the Toth to the 20th century into consideration, one third of the pop-
ulation. Even numerically, they could not be considered a minority.

[n the second half of the 18¢ch century, a number of special cir-
cumstances, particularly the population pressure, the great drought
and famine of 1757-58, and the wish of the population to get rid of
the taxes which were getting heavier and heavier,” caused especially
the Christian population to emigrate in great numbers. So, in the
I8th century, Turks became the majority on the island. Our sources,
estimaring at 100,000 the population of the island in the first years of
the 19th century, should not be far from the tructh. The Ottoman
census of I83113 gives the following figures for the male population
only: - Muslims: 8623 children, 6380 adults—total:  about 15,000
males. Non-Muslims: 29,000, So again, we arrive at the same fio-
ure: one third of the population was still Turkish in 1831,

About the same time, Turner adds the following information:
“Cyprus, though nominally under the authority of a Bey appointed
by the Kapran Paga, is in fact governed by the Greek Archbishop and

his subordinate clergy. The peasants of Cyprus, both Mahometans
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and Greeks, are so insufferably plundered that their labour is barely
capable of supporting their existence, and they yearly desert in great
numbers to the coasts of Caramania and Syria. Greek priests strip
the poor, ignorant, superstitious Greek peasant of his last para.” So,
under the control of the Church, the Greek peasants themselves suf-
fered.

In the years 1821 to 1826, during the Greek insurrection, the
emigration of the Greek population from the island swelled.
However, starting in 1830, the Ottoman State took radical measures
to induce these emigrants to return: the polltax (cizye) was reduced,
tax arrears were expunged, and, the last but not the least, a civil orga-
nization was created, entrusting the collection of the taxes to the
reaya, the Greeks themselves, and securing autonomy for them.

Lacroix, in 1841, summarizes the results of the census operated
by Talat Efendi as follows: “Les calculs plus exacts, établis sur un
commencement de statistiques ds a Talat Efendi, Gouverneur en
1841, permettent d'évaluer la population actuelle du pays a 108,000
ou 110,000 habitants, ainsi divisés: 75 a 76,000 Grees, 32 & 33,000
Tures.”" Again, one third of the population on the island was calcu-
lated to be Turks by this French source.

The claim that the Tanzimat gave no resules is unfounded. In the
period between 1850 and 1878, there was an increase of at least 50%
in the population of the island.”

Now, I would like to make the following observation in conclu-
sion: in the past, there were times when the Turks constituted the
majority of the population on the island. Turks have never been a
minority on this istand. Unlike the Latins, Turks came here to culti-
vate the land, to make it a vatan, as my dear colleague said, a home

for the Turks, and it will remain this way.
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Historical Causes of the Cyprus Problem

Salahi Sonyel

Let me begin by defining the Cyprus problem before embarking upon
an analysis of its historical causes. 1 believe that the Cyprus problem
can be defined as a conflict berween the Turkish and Greek Cypriots,
with deep roots in history, directly involving their respective mother-
lands, Turkey and Greece, and emanating from the Greek and Greek
Cypriot aspirations and actions aiming at the annexation of the island
to Greece, after the elimination of the Turkish Cypriot people, who
are determined to oppose such actions.'

There are other, similar definitions. For example, British histori-
an and journalist Nancy Crawshaw refers to the Cyprus problem as
“a complicated issue,” closely related to the Greek Cypriot “struggle
tor the union of Cyprus with Greece (Enosis).”” American historiog-
rapher Pierre Oberling considers it to be “a problem caused by—and
only by=Greek Cypriot nationalism,” manifesting itself in the “firm
desire by them to achieve Enosis.”  Greek Cypriot writer Zenon
Stavrinides defines the problent as “a complex and everchanging con-
flict” between the Turkish and Greek Cypriots.’ Turkish Cypriot
jurist Necati Manir Ertekiin states that it is an issue revolving around
what he calls “one central fact: the existence of two distinct peoples
on the island with different languages, cultures, national origins and
religions, as well as their national aspirations, with each people being
equal to one another in determining the destiny of the island,” which,
I presume, is not to the liking of the Greeks.

Some Greek writers admit that the Cyprus problem is intimate-
ly connected with Greek expansionism, inspired by the Megali Idea
(Great 1dea) which has its origin in the conquest of Constantinople
(now Istanbul), the capital of the Byzantine Empire, by the Ottoman
Turks in May 1453.

The Greeks have created a myth abour Constantine Paleologos,
the last emperor of the Byzantines who was defeated by Sultan

Mehmet the Conqueror, which still lingers on.  According to this
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