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The Evolution of the Maronites of Cyprus
as a Religious Entity

Christos lacovou

Abstract

This article presents the special historical and social conditions which affected the
development of the Maronites of Cyprus as a religious entity. Since the appearance
of the Maronites in Cyprus during the 6th century A.D. and up until the 20th century,
their historical and social conditions were formed in line with the external powers which
occupied Cyprus. These powers always defined and determined the social framework

and the historical concious of the people of Cyprus.

The Constitution of the Republic of Cyprus recognizes the existence of religious
entities. Article 2.3 of the Constitution defines a religious entity as a group of persons
who ordinarily five in Cyprus and who adhere to the same religion. This latter means
that they either belong to the same dogma or they are under the same religious
administration and their number exceeded one thousand on the day the Constitution
came into effect; of the above number at least five hundred must have been Cypriot
citizens. '

According to the said provision, citizens of the Republic of Cyprus who did not belong
to the Orthodox Christian Church or to the Islamic religion and therefore did not belong
to either national communities recognized by the Constitution (Greek and Turkish)
had the right to chooce collectively to which of the two communities they should belong
within a specified period following the application of the Constitution.

The above right of choice was created for the Latins and the Maronites who finally
both chose to belong to the Greek community. The decision was taken following a
referendum, the results of which were as follows:

Armenians - Decision to join the Greek community 1077
- Opposition to join the Greek community 5

Latins - Decision to join the Greek community 322
- Opposition to join the Greek community 1
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second stage occurred at the end of the seventh century and the third stage, wh
was the more important, took place during the first years of the Frankish rule in Cyp
(end of the twelfth century and beginning of the thirteenth century).

The general historical causes of the Maronite settlement in Cyprus were religic
conflicts which were a permanent phenomenon in the Byzantine Empire, during
period under examination. These religious controversies have also defined the chara
of the first organisation of their societies. There was, of course, the Ottoman fac
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organization on a strictly military basis.
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to find refuge and to concentrate on the mo
they began organizing a compact religious ¢
area that they populated forced their comm
agriculture and cattlebreeding.

This situation was further intensified beginning in the year A.D. 713 when Emp
Philipicus, the last champion of the Monothelites, was dethroned. This event brot
about the condemnation and persecution of the Maronites by the Melchites since
former were linked with the heresy of Monotheletism?. At this particular period, t
determined separate religious identity and consequently their increasing needs to u
and to defend themselves in order to survive, gradually created the conditions for t
development as a distinct religious community.

The Maronites are still a refigious community scattered throughout many countr
retaining Lebanon as their religious center. Furthermore, a strong national conscie
or an allegiance to a particular nation is not an absolute necessity to the Maroni
This may be the reason why a nationalistic ideology has never emerged am

Maronites outside of Lebanon.

The widespread persecutions of Maronites at the beginning of the eighth cen
was the main cause for the wave of Maronite settlement in Cyprus. Their num
however, cannot be estimated since there is no data available.

Originally they settled on the Pendadactylos Mountain range (in Northern Cypl
The latter may be an indication of the fact that the Greeks of the island did not welc
e. Thus, their religious and cultural isolation continued and, furthermr
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sixth and seventh century forced the Maron
untains of Syria and of Lebanon® wh
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their community remained organized on am
Their isolation from the rest of the Cypriots had the following consequences.

a) A delay of their assimilation by the Greek element.

b) The preservation of their institutions which became essential to their institut

organization and to the continuation of their closed and conservative society.

The Maronite migration to Cyprus intensified during the same period due
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second stage occurred at the end of the seventh century and the nira stage, wiii
was the more important, took place during the first years of the Frankish rule in Cyprus
(end of the twelfth century and beginning of the thirteenth century).
The general historical causes of the Maronite settlement in Cyprus were religious
conflicts which were a permanent phenomenon in the Byzantine Empire, during the
period under examination. These religious controversies have also defined the character
of the first organisation of their societies. There was, of course, the Ottoman factor,
eligious community. On the other hand, the ever

which served as a raison de étreof ar
increasing needs for defence and protection of their creed contributed to their political

organization on a strictly military basis.

The early religious conflicts of the fitth, sixth and seventh century forced the Maronites
to find refuge and to concentrate on the mountains of Syria and of Lebanon® where
they began organizing a compact religious community. This particular geographical
area that they populated forced their community to sustain itself economically in
agriculture and cattlebreeding.

This situation was further intensified beginning in the year A.D. 713 when Emperor
Philipicus, the last champion of the Monothelites, was dethroned. This event brought
about the condemnation and persecution of the Maronites by the Melchites since the
former were linked with the heresy of Monotheletism?®. At this particular period, their
determined separate religious identity and conseguently their increasing needs to unite
and to defend themselves in order to survive, gradually created the conditions for their
development as a distinct religious community.

The Maronites are still a religious community scattered throughout many countries,
retaining Lebanon as their religious center. Furthermore, a strong national conscience
or an allegiance to a particular nation is not an absolute necessity to the Maronites.
This may be the reason why a nationalistic ideclogy has never emerged among
Maronites outside of Lebanon.

The widespread persecutions of Maronites at the beginning of the eighth century
was the main cause for the wave of Maronite settlement in Cyprus. Their number,
however, cannot be estimated since there is no data available.

Originally they settled on the Pendadactylos Mountain range (in Northern Cyprus).
The latter may be an indication of the fact that the Greeks of the island did not welcome
their presence. Thus, their religious and cultural isolation continued and, furthermaore,
their community remained organized on a military and agricuttural basis.

Their isolation from the rest of the Cypriots had the following consequences:

a) A delay of their assimilation by the Greek element.
b) The preservation of their institutions which became essential to their institutional
organization and to the continuation of their closed and conservative society.

The Maronite migration to Cyprus intensified during the same period due to the
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THE EVOLUTION OF THE MARONITES OF CYPRUS AS A RELIGIOUS ENTITY

The most important event of this period, however, is the acceptance, for the first
time, of the Maronites by the power structure, due to their common religious belief
with the French rulers. This is the obvious reason for the rapid evolution of the Maronite
community during the Frankish period. Although the Maronites achieved recognition
and acceptance, the political and ideological ruling class never allowed them to take
part in the government and administration of the island. They just secured their already
existing religious independence and security as a distinct religious group. This may

be deduced by the following facts:

a) The only cultural activity by the Maronites during this period was simply one of a
religious nature (monasteries, churches, etc.), and there is no evidence to suggest that
the Maronites held any offices in the administrative machinery of the island.

b) During the second half of the thirteenth century @ massive return of Maronites to
Syria occurred, mainly due to the harsh economic policies of the Lusignans, from which
not even the Catholic Maronites were excluded. In addition to the above, certain natural
disasters, such as earthquakes and drought, contributed to this effect.

The inability of the Franks to fully assimilate the Maronites and to make them part
of the political and social structure is due mainly to the instability of the system they
first established in Cyprus in order to create conditions of peaceful coexistence between
the various communities that they ruled. Instead, most Cypriots were seen a means
of economic exploitation. This is certainly true for the Greek Orthodox population of
Cyprus. The fact that the same effects extended to the Maronite community, despite
its secure religious position, shows the great difference between social organization
in Western Medieval Europe on the one hand and Eastern Europe on the other.
Furthermore, more light is thrown on the historical and socio-political causes and
ramifications of the Western European intrusion to the East via the Crusades.

For the Frankish, the Maronites were Catholics on the one hand while on the other
they were also people of the East, of Syrian and Lebanese origin. During the second
part of the thirteenth century the situation was basically the same and continued to
be so even after the occupation of Cyprus by the Venitians (1489 - 1571) who, although
Catholics themselves, treated the Maronites the same way as the Frankish did. Thus,
the Maronites once more were not able to assimilate with the power structure.

Furthermore, the Maronites, in contrast to the Greek Orthodox majority, enjoyed
far greater religious freedoms than, the Greek population. This fact was conducive o
a certain degree of tension between the two communities which became more apparent
during the years of the Ottoman rule, a period when the conditions of religious co-
existence reversed. A relevant factor was the concerted attempt of the Latin Church
to gradually absorb the Greek Orthodox population of Cyprus. This policy was not only
inspired by the papal authorities but was also part of the political tactics of the Lou-

signians, as well as the Venitians.
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Kyprianos who states that "all the Maronite churches in the villages are under the
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... and it was them whom they knew as their bishops"'2. it seems that the Ottoman
rule was a serious blow to the Maronites because they were deprived of their eccle-
siastical polity which served as an essential element of their structure as a religious
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Beginning with the year 1673 and the death of the Maronite Archbishop Luke, the

Maronite Archdiocese of Cyprus was transferred to Lebanon and the Maronites were
deserted for a long period since no bishop, including their archbishop who had the title
of "Archibishop of Cyprus", ever visited them until 18482, The social conditions existing
in Cyprus during the Ottoman rule did not permit the Maronites to return to their
isolationism and their militarily organized societies. The Ottoman rule remained for the

Maronites as it was for most of Cypriots, a period of captivity.

From a sociological perspective, however, an important event during the Ottoman
period was a first real contact between the Greeks and the Maronites of Cyprus. This
process continued throughout the following centuries and is still in effect today.
Beginning during the Ottoman period the Greek Cypriots became associated as a
community with the Cypriot Maronites and this was evident in their common educational
and cultural perspectives. Gradually, the Arabic language vanished and the Cyprus
Arabian dialect took its place, before being finally replaced by the Cypriot Greek dialect.
Those Maronites who escaped islamization and remained under the jurisdiction of the
Orthodox Chuch gradually formed the nucleus of a group which was eventually rec-
ognized in the middle of the ninenteenth century by the Ottomans as a small independent
religious community. In the year 1840, following efforts by the French Government,
the Maronites disengaged from the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Kyrenia. Furthermore,
they followed the Latin calendar and a representative of the Maronite Archibishop took
his seat in Cyprus, as a general vicar (genikos vicarios).

The religious freedom of the Cypriot Maronites was fostered during the British rule,
by the liberal policies of the British. The first census, which took place at the estab-
lishment of the British colonial government showed that there were approximately eight
hundred Maronites in Cyprus. Their numbers, however, increased slightly during the
following censuses, up until the Second World War.

During the twentieth century the phenomenon of the rise of Greek nationalism which
took the form of a stuggle for union (enosis) with Greece appeared in Cyprus. Following
the armed struggle of 1955 - 59 and the rise of Turkish nationalism which had as a
target the Greek demand for enosis the newly created Cypriot state developed serious
constitutional problems. The intercommunal conflict that followed led to the Turkish
invasion and partition of Cyprus in 1974. During the above periods the Maronites, as
well as the other religious communities in Cyprus, avoided any direct involvement and

p r;wan?, however, arriving as conquerors
religion - Islam - totally unkown to
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- American assistance to Greece was already planned. in October 1946 the American
Director for the Near East, Lay Handerson, stated to the Greek Ambassador in
Washington that the integration of Greece in USA Mediterranean politics is vital for

the American interests in the region.?

After the Second World War the Near East, due to its oil resources, became an
mportant investment region for the USA. To secure US influence in the area was a
vital American strategic goal. In this context the geopolitical importance of Greece and
Turkey increased. The geographical location of both countries enabled the US to control
the Eastern Mediterranean. Both countries could offer military bases for the US military
cperations in the region. Turkey, however, due to its greater size and proximity to the
Near East became much more important.

President Truman in his speech in Congress on 12 March 1947 asked the American

Congress to support the assistance program to Greece and Turkey. With this speech

was born the famous Truman Doctrine which saw Greece and Turkey as a bulwark

1o the Soviet Union. This was also the beginning of the replacement of Great Britain

by the USA in the world political order. However this was not an easy and conflict-free
process. Long before the Second World War began antagonism existed between the
USA and Great Britain. Although Great Britain was the leading power in world trade
and in the international finance market, the USA was becoming the dominant power
in industrial production. During the Second World War the State Department was seeing
the British colonial system as the greatest obstacle to the American post-war ambitions.
US experts were planning new strategies to develop the US military-economic influence
within the British dominated areas. In 1941 the US President Roosevelt and British
Prime Minister Churchill prepared the Atlantic Charter which allowed the entry of the
US into the British dominated colonial world. During the negotiations for the Atlantic
‘Charter, Churchill said the following to Roosevelt: * Mr. President, | believe you are
trying to do away with the British Empire. Every idea you entertain about the structure
of the post-War world demonstrates it. But, in spite of that, we know that you constitute
our oniy hope. . . . You know that we know that without America the Empire won't
stand."3

" indeed after the Second World War the balance of power between the US and Great
‘Britain radically changed. Great Britain was now both economically and militarily far
“behind. "It has projected before our imagination the picture of the world without Britain",
in these dramatic way the New York Times described the decline of Britain. Now the
national security managers in the State Department and the Pentagon began to see
‘the decline of the British power not only as an economic opportunity but also as threat
to US security. They argued that, with the end of a robust British Empire, the US must

fill that vacuum. With the Truman Doctrine the US began to fill the vacuum and so
“established its rule in Turkey and Greece and, as a result, put itself in an antagonistic
- position with Britain. " The Americans began now to enter as collaborators, and at the
same time, as competitors with Great Britain into many of the Middle East countries.
ndeed, after 1947 they started to displace Britain in Greece."*
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THSTERN POLITICS TOWARDS
E NEAR EAST 1945-1985

Niyazi Kizilyiirek
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US domination over Greece

The objective of the Truman Doctrine was to
he Middle East by integrating Greece and Turkey in the
The Office of Near Eastern and African Affairs experts
gic plan to bring Greece, Turkey, and iran together in
t the Soviet Union. It was vital to the US to integrate
ty system in order to control the Middle East which
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Although President Truman stated t
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the best examples of democracy an
1o the heart of the Soviet Union.

dations of the State Department Regarding

Immediate Aid to Greece and Turkey, it was proposed by American experts to establish
an American mission in Greece that would control the Greek economy program in order
to assure proper use of funds and supplies furnished by the US. For the successful
implementation of the Truman Doctrine the US aimed for complete control over the
Greek state. How deep the American interference in Greece was can be seen by the
State Department statement which described the authority of the American Embassy
in Athens. According to this statement the US Embassy had the following rights in

in the Paper of Position and Recommen

Greece:
a) All initiatives for the creation of the Greek Cabinet.

b) The initiative for the changes in the Greek military.

c) The regulating of the size of the Greek Army.
d) The coordination of cooperation between Greek, Turkish and American offi-

cers.

e)
f) The control of Greek government r

ties.®
The American military attache enjoyed close relations with Greek officers and the

The control of Greek relations to the US and other countries.
elations with Trade Unions and political par-
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On 16 August 1954 Papagos Government appealed to the UN
question, despite the reactions of Great Britain. On 23 September 1954 with 30 votes

for and 19 against and 11 abstentions the UN passed the appeal of the Greek gov-
emment. Hence,the Cyprus guestion became an international issue, and has continued
to be so ever since. Itis not a coincidence that the internationalization of the Cyprus

question began with the government of Papagos as he had full American support in
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On 27 February 1946 the first bilateral contrac
the US, which brought a credit of 10 million US dollars to Turkey, which was all spent

on military material. This was followed by a second agreement on 12 July 1947 which
granted major concessions to the US. As in Greece, so in Turkey in order to control
the American aid the power of American experts in Turkish political and military life
increased enormously, especially as the continuation of this assistance was dependent
on the recommendations of these experts. The first 69 million dollars payment, as
promised in the Truman Doctrine, was spent entirely for military purposes. This led
to a great deficit in the balance of payment since Turkey spent 400 miflion Turkish liras
just for the maintenance of the military equipment. 39 per cent of the budget was saved
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endency is to be seen during the Bandung
post colonial states together to find common ground
heir interests. In this Conference the Turkish foreign
f NATO and the USA. In 1956 Turkey stood against
n of the Suez Canal and supported British colonial interests.
during the Algerian liberation movement. Until the early
more that of a satellite state. In the eyes of NATO
reliable, most anti-communist ally.

From Loyalty to Autonomy
0s Turkey and Greece sormed their foreign policies

This was politically expressed through loyalty to the
ring the Cold War, the states subordinated

their national interests to the main East-West conflict. Since the main goal in foreign
policy was to support the general western interest against the East, the particular national
interests had from time to time been suppressed or delayed, in other words the contlict
between West and East led to the undermining of the West-West conflict.

in the 1950s the Cyprus conflict became a West-West conflict. The British colonial
policy, the Greek national demand of enosis and the Turkish reaction of taksim (division)
fransformed Cyprus from a colonial questionto a West-West confiict. So Cyprus disabled
the Greco-Turkish military cooperation, set an end to the Balkan Pact and gave the
chance to the Soviet Union to interfere through the UNin a conflict which was seen
as a "family business" of the West.
In reaction to this alarming situation the US took the initiative to safeguard the
cooperation among the rival NATO members. American Secretary of State, Dallas,
with a letter to Turkey and Greece demanded the restoration of Greco-Turkish relations:
11 have followed with concern the dangerous deterioration of Greek-Turkish relations
caused by the Cyprus question. Regardless of the causes of this disagreement, which
are complex and numerous, | believe that the unity of the North Atlantic community,
which is the basis of our common security, must be restored without delay. . . because
we believe that the partnership of Greece and Turkey constitutes a strong bulwark

of the free world in a critical area."?*
NATO developed a concept for the

In fact, after the crisis in and around Suez,
resolution of the conflicts among its members. According fo this concept, it was

Until the beginning of the 196
on the basis of NATO solidarity.
US. In fact in the "old world" especially du

reaffirmed:
(a) the obligation of members to settle by peaceful means any dispute between
themselves
ich had not proved

(b) the declaration of intention to submit any such dispute wh
capable of settlement directly, to good offices procedures within th

hefore restoring to any other international agency,
(c) the recognition of the right and duty of member governments and of the Secretary

e NATO framework
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for defense expenses which necessitateq further debt in order to balance the deficit. Another e
The burden of debt and debt service charges, together with mounting military expenditure : Conferen
resulted in a budgetary crisis which led to further borrowing. Trapped in this vicious on which
circle Turkey became completely dependent on foreign aid. minister v
However, Turkey was not content just with receiving US assistance in the context m@v@ ove
of the Truman Doctrine but sought further integration with the Western world. In A similar
September 1948, the Turkish ambassador in Washington, Erkin, paid a visit to General 1960s Tu
Marshal and expressed Turkey's will to be part of the Western alliance. In October . and the L
of the same year, the Turkish foreign minister announced for the first time Turkey's
wish to participate in the North Atiantic Pact. In his words: "Turkey hoped for a US
declaration of interest in Turkey that was broader than the Truman Doctrine."19 Until tt
However, Turkey was disappointed when in 1949 NATO was established. The Turkish on the ba
foreign minister expressed his disappointment in a press conference: "It was a Mmistake US. In fa(
not to have included Turkey in the Atlantic Pact."20 their natic
Great Britain was adamantly against Turkish membership in NATO. When the Turkish policy wa
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American initiative in the case of Cyprus
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injustice to these countries' interests in Cyprus. in this po
proposal (Acheson Plan) to resolve the Cyprus conflict was
given the fact that Archbishop Makarios stood against it.
A letter sent from president Johnson to Turkey in 1964 marked a turning point in
Turkish foreign politics. The aim of the letter was to stop Turkey from invading Cyprus
and threatened Turkey of deprivation of NATO support in case of a Soviet offense.
This letter came as a shock to Turkey and ended the honeymoon between the two
countries. During the Cuban crisis Turkey had already started to question her relation
1o the US when the latter made a deal with the Soviet Union about the Jupiter missiles
stationed in Turkey. After the Cyprus crisis of 1964 the wider opinion that the US
supported the "unjust Greece" caused a strong anti-American feeling resulting in a
search for a new foreign policy. Almost twenty years after this event, in 1985 Suleyman
Demirel made the following evaluation: "Cyprus is in regards 1o Turkish American
relations a very important issue, its an issue for itself. Cyprus has been the testing
ground for Turko-American refations. In fact Jonhnson's letter has caused the first crack
in Turko-American relations. . . . The stance of America against such a joyal ally in
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e o conflict had been resolved due
e re'Great Britain gave up a colon
nd taksim. In other words they gave u};lal

mpletely ignored in order to achieve a Gre

E . — : o, .
astern Mediterranean. The two commCo Turkish poltical-juridical-military balance

unit
ities of Cyprus were forced into a con-

3y accepted the limitati

o lons of thei ; )

:ﬁ‘g’cu’n?ﬁaﬂy not allowed to achieve'rag?:llonal v
ween the two communiti

wstitutionally so determi es and those b
Syprus, o aetermined to safeguard

Nhile the emergence of the C

, but on the oth

t - : er hand the

ee:Mgr:;ithypnot socngty. Indeed the re)IIa\’?i,c?r:(:

Gpeen € communities and the state were
and Turkey's influence and positions

ypriot State satisfied the Western alfiance, the two

relation 1o a national cause suc

point Turkey feltt
went on to point out

h as Cyprus has caused a shock to Turkey. At that
he need to look at new horizons."?® In the same evaluation Demirel
the changes in Turkish foreign politics: "In 1965 these new elements

entered Turkish foreign politics:
(i) firstand foremost the development of

(i) development of relations with the powe
other socialist countries,
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rful neighbor the Soviet Union and with
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the non-aligned countries,

conomic development, including Japan.
as not fundamental but pragmatic. It began

by approaching the Soviet Union to secure support for Turkish politics towards Cyprus
and was extended into economic cooperation as well. The approach to the Arab countries
was also the result of an emotional reaction to the Waestern stance in the 1964 Cyprus
crisis. It was only natural that with the passing of time these reactions softened.?8
Among the Turkish politicians the Degullean discourse, which stated that the US
was using its allies for its own sake, found support among Turkish politicians. Therefore
Turkey's trust in the US and NATO was increasingly replaced by mistrust. The prominent
politician Ismet Inéni who played a significant role in Turkey becoming a member

of NATO in 1967 stated his lack of trust in the Alliance as follows: "NATO has been
always used by America as a military court 10 take decisions against Turkey."?®

The new approach of Turkey was soon to give fruit. On the one hand the Soviet
Union financed major investments in Turkey and it came closer to the Turkish position
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American initiative in the case of Cyprus

factor which created difficulties for the new
was the fact that public opinion in Greece and Turkey began to be more influential in

forming foreign politics. In both countries the ruling opinion was that Americans did

injustice to these countries' interests in Cyprus. in this political climate the American
proposal flict was doomed to failure, especially

(Acheson Plan) to resolve the Cyprus con
given the fact that Archbishop Makarios stood against it.

A letter sent from president Johnson 1o Turkey in 1964 marked a turning point in
Turkish foreign politics. The aim of the letter was to stop Turkey from invading Cyprus
and threatened Turkey of deprivation of NATO support in case of a Soviet offense.
This letter came as a shock to Turkey and ended the honeymoon between the two
countries. During the Cuban crisis Turkey had already started to question her relation
to the US when the latter made a deal with the Soviet Union about the Jupiter missiles
stationed in Turkey. After the Cyprus crisis of 1964 the wider opinion that the US

supported the "unjust Greece" caused a strong anti-American feeling resulting in a
enty years after this event, in 1985 Suleyman

search for a new foreign policy. Aimost tw
Demirel made the following evaluation: "Cyprus is in regards to Turkish American
relations a very important issue, its an issue for itself. Cyprus has been the testing
ground for Turko-American relations. In fact Johnson's letter has caused the first crack
in Turko-American relations. . . . The stance of America against such a loyal ally in
relation to a national cause such as Cyprus has caused a shock to Turkey. At that
point Turkey felt the need to look at new horizons."2 In the same evaluation Demirel
went on to point out the changes in Turkish foreign politics: "In 1965 these new elements
entered Turkish foreign politics:
() first and foremost the development of relations with the Islamic countries,
(i) development of relations with the powerful neighbor the Soviet Union and with

other socialist countries,

(iii) revival of relations with the non-aligned countries,
(iv) making use of every source for economic development, including Japan.

In fact this change in Turkish politics was not fundamentai but pragmatic. It began
by approaching the Soviet Union to secure support for Turkish politics towards Cyprus
and was extended into economic cooperation as well. The approach to the Arab countries
was also the result of an emotional reaction to the Western stance in the 1964 Cyprus
crisis. It was only natural that with the passing of time these reactions softened.?®

Among the Turkish politicians the Degullean discourse, which stated that the US
was using its allies for its own sake, found support among Turkish politicians. Therefore
Turkey's trust in the US and NATO was increasingly replaced by mistrust. The prominent
an lsmet Indnii who played a significant role in Turkey becoming a member
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re of this American approach, the Greek

the survival of the Republic of Cyprus. Awa
s also aware that the division of the island

junta initiated the coup de état, but Turkey wa
would not harm western interests. Although the Turkish invasion did not harm western

interests in general, it did damage Greco-Turkish relations as never before, resulting
in Greek withdrawal from NATO. In that sense the Cyprus guestion was yet again not

resolved.
On the one hand there was growing
growth of Papandreou's Pan-Hellenic

anti-American feeling in Greece and the rapid
Socialist Movement, marching towards power

with slogans such as "we will not submit to foreign interests”. On the other hand the
Turkish politicians exploited the Cyprus issue for internal consumption making the
resolution of the Cyprus problem almost impossible. With the US embargo imposed
on Turkey, Turkish public opinion became more sensitive than ever. No Turkish politician
dared to make any step towards a compromise over Cyprus. Every single one of them
was a "national leader" "resisting " American pressure. The Chief Commander of the
Turkish invasion, Bedreddin Demirel, who preferred to see the Cyprus problem resolved
soon after the invasion, described the behavior of Turkish politicians as follows: "The
politicians who for a long time had no success in foreign politics after the Cyprus success
of our army became prestigious both home and abroad. With their approach of wait
and see they kept the Cyprus conflict unresotved and led it to deadlock. in this way
they left the army with all responsibility."30 As Turkish politician, Demirel put it, "no
Turkish government dares to make concessions in order to get rid of the Cyprus conflict".
This gave the opportunity to Denktash to enlarge his room for maneuver. By exploiting
the legitimation crisis in Turkey, Denktash was preparing the ground for his own solution
1o the Cyprus conflict which was a rather loose confederation. Of course the politicians
who participated in Turkish coalition governments after 1974, such as Erbakan and
Turkesh, made the job of Denktash easier, especially as Erbakan strongly resisted
a federal solution and had developed his funny notion of “scarf federation': "It should
be such a constitution that from the outside it looks like a federation, but when the scarf
is removed what is seen is a divided Cyprus."3! Although such views were restricted
in the beginning, they later on found fertile ground among Turkish politicians. In 1989
when the author of this essay asked Miimtaz Soysal what the Turkish position was
the answer was simple and clear nwe tell the world federation but we defend con-

federation."32
indeed the Turkish proposals made i
journalist Mehmet All Birand, evaluating t

“In fact Turkish proposals denoted confeder
proposed which could lead to a federation in the long term after mutual confidence

had been created, but from the beginning these proposals foresaw two small separate
states."®3 Nobody was of course satisfied by the Turkish proposals. The US insisted
on greater concessions from Turkey in order to lift the arms embargo, but this led to
a wider crack in Turko-American relations. A Turkish politician, very close to the then
Prime Minister Demirel, told Le Monde: "We can no longer be 100% in harmony with

n 1977 were based on confederation. Turkish
he 1977 Turkish proposals, wrote the following:
ation. There were some mechanisms
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TURKEY AND GREECE IN THE REALM OF WESTERN POLITICS TOWARDS THE NEAR EAST 1945-1985

As the American strategists put it, since Turkey did not have a clear-cut identity it could

do more in the region than the US itself.38

Until 1980 Turkey had only restricted relations with the islamic Conference, as well
as the US (with which it cooperated only within the NATO framework), but after the
military coup her ties with both parties were strengthened. During this period Turko-
American relations were said to had reached their peak. Two military bases were
established in Eastern Anatolia to support American Rapid Deployment Force, designed
to take quick action in the Near East. Besides this, Turkey also made evident her
readiness to fill the gap in the case Papandreou realized his threats to close down
American bases in Greece. Her ties with Saudi Arabia in the economic and mifitary

fields were also strengthened.
As a Turkish diplomat openly stated to Newsweek magazine, after the 1980 coup,

Turkey was a defender of the western interests in the Middle East.3% This was the
end of autonomy in Turkish foreign politics. It was like history repeating itself. As in
1958 with the Eisenhower doctrine, so in the 1980s Reagan politics imposed a role
upon Turkey which was based on the strategic importance of the country in relation
with the Middle east. the only difference to the 1950s was the fact that this time Turkey
was ready to play this role on her own without Greece. Even though this close military
cooperation with the US was completely satisfactory to the latter there was an jimportant

issue which remained a worry to the US: The state of the Greco-Turkish relations.
As Jed Snyder, one of the strategists that participated in the American National Security

Council put it, the problems between Greece and Turkey were a great threat to the
Sixth Fleet in the Mediterranean. Because of these problems the data collected by
Awacs, flying over Turkey and Greece, could delay in reaching the Sixth fleet. Besides,
Greco-Turkish problems hindered the handling over t0 NATO of the two British bases
in Cyprus. Of course this could be done unilaterally by Britain. It was thought that in
case of a reaction of the Warsaw Pact, Greece and Turkey would react in different
ways. Greece, t0 win a victory in a future Greco-Turkish war, would move her soldiers
from her northern border to the Aegean, but this would leave behind a defence gap
in the North. Papandreou, in order to guarantee that this defence gap would not be
exploited, moved closer to his socialist neighbors. The moving of the Greek army from
North to South made it impossible for Greece to fulfill her NATO obligations in a possible
attack from the Warsaw Pact. The problems between Greece and Turkey could force
America, in a situation of crisis, 10 keep a distance from both countries and under certain

conditions even not react at all.40

Within this framework a solution 10 the Cyprus problem was desirable to the US.
Reagan taking advantage of the Turko-American honeymoon, persuaded the head
of the state in Turkey, Kenan Evren, to act and make Denktash move towards a
compromise on the Cyprus confiict. Thus Denktash gave up his demand for rotation
of presidency and settled for territorial concessions under 30 per cent (29+ per

cent).
What the UN Secretary General managed to secure by the end of the proximity talks
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