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Abstract

This paper evaluates and crinques the current state of knowledge on the theorisation of the
Cyprior state formations and the narure of the conflict in the country. Ir aims to provide a
prolegomenon for the re-conceprualisaion of the Cyprus state formations as enmeshed in the
Cyprus problem” within its regional and global settings. We examine the two main approaches
theorising the Cyprior state formations, namely Weberian and Marxist mspired accounts and
locate some of the problems and gaps. We argue thar the current conjuncrure 1s marked by
significant social transformations both internally and adjacent ro the country, which require a
fresh perspective on ‘the Cyprus problem’. Such a perspective is based on the premuse that we must
go beyond analyses that focus exclusively on either of the two competng dimensions of an
unintuitive binary, either as g]obal/rcgiona[ geopolitical, or a local ethno-national identity conflict.
These ‘common sense’ readings of the Cyprus problem, which can be referred to as the liberal
conflict resolution model and the g]oba]/rcgfonzz] geopolitics model are not only limited
theoretically bur their contestation leads to a political cul-de-sac. Moreover, such perspectives in
rurn dis-empower the social and political forces within Cyprus to actively engage in bringing
about an end ro the partitionist divide i a country which 1s one of the most militarised zones n
the world. The shortcomings of these approaches in making sense of the state formarion and the
dispute itself underlines the necessity of a multi-faceted theoretical framework that assesses the
role of class and other social forces as well as changing regional and global contexts which shape
both the narure of the so-called Cyprus problem as well as the peculiar fragmentary state
formations.

Keywords: Cyprus problem, state formations global/regional geopolitical conflict, ethno-national identity
conflict, state of exception

Introduction

Apart from the past ten years the question of Cyprus has received little attention for over fifty years
mn nternational (Csscntially Anglophone) literacure. After all, neither the size of this 1sland state
nor 1ts lack of natural resources make Cyprus intrinsically significant;! any imperial interest in the
country dertved purely from its geographical position, and its usefulness as a pawn n imperial

1 At least this was the case before the recent discovery of potential oil reserves.
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games? Thus mterpretation was candidly admutted by a former governor of Cyprus, Sir Ronald
Storrs, who said that the British ‘occupied Cyprus for strategic and imperial purposes’> Western
intelligence services showed some mnterest in the 1960s and 1970s, commussioning a number of
studies on Cyprus and communism# In those days when policy-makers and USA and NATO
intelligence services feared the possible asccndancy of Communism in Cyprus, operations were
nitiated to monitor the country:’ hence the references to the danger of Cyprus becoming a ‘Cuba
of the Mediterrancan’® With few exceptions, primarily by Cypriots or researchers with some
connection to Cyprus, lictle academic or research interest can be recorded unul recently.

The situation has, however, drastically changed over the last ten years, as can be observed by
an mnvigorated nterest in both the country and the conflict in the run up to, and later rejection of,
the UN plan m 2004 to resolve the Cyprus problem — known as the Annan’ plan’ The
transformations within Turkey, Turkeys EU accession process and its new Cyprus policy since
2002 have opened possibilities for reaching an agreement on Cyprus. There has also been a new
momentum 1n the search for a solution to the problem, following a stalemate 1n the immediate
aftermath of the election of Dimitris Christofias, the leader of the AKEL party, as the only
communust head of state in the EU. For two years Christofias negotiated with Mchmet Al Talat$
the lefewing Turkish Cyprior leader of the (unrccogniscd/iﬂcgal) break-away Turkish Republic of
Northern CypI‘us.9 Renewed hopes then emerged that a sertlement was within grasp, but tme
scems to be running out. Disillusionment amongst the Turkish Cypriots, who did not see the
promuses of accession/reunification materialise or the divisions narrow within the broad
social/political movement that brought Talat to power, led to the replacement of the lefr-wing
leader 1n the elections of April 2010. The new Turkish Cypriot leader — the veteran right-wing

Dervis Eroglu — was marginally clected n the first round with 50.3%. Nevertheless, the hopes for

]

See A. Varnava (2006) “Cyprus 15 of no use to anybody™ The Pawn 18781915 in H. Faustmann and N.
Peristianis (eds,), Britain n C:V[)I‘LIS, Colonialism and Post-colonialism 1878-2006, Mannheim and Mohnesee:
Bibliopolis, pp. 35-60.

3 In Srorr’s book Orientarions, p. 488.

4 See TW. Adams (197 1) AKEL: the Communist Party of Cyprus, Stanford: Hoover Instirution Press; TW. Adams
and AJ. Cottrell (1968) Cyprus between East and West, Balumore: The John Hopkins Press. Adams 1s the author
of the US Army Area Handbook for Cyprus.

5 Various anti-communist funds were channelled, particularly via the Greek junta for this purpose.

6 Nixon is alleged to have referred to Makarios as ‘Castro 1n a cassock’, see R. Dunphy and T. Bale (2007) ‘Red Flag
Sull Flying?: Explaining AKEL — Cyprus’s Communist Anomaly’, Party Polirics, Vol. 13, No. 3, pp. 287304, p.
293.

7 See A. Varnava and H. Faustmann (eds.) (2009) Reunifying Cyprus: The Annan Plan and Beyond, London: LB,
Taurs.

8 He headed the Turkish Cypriot sister-party of AKEL, Republican Turkish Party (CTD).

9 Although the northern part of the 1sland of Cyprus is referred to as the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus

(TRNQ) in this essay, it is acknowledged that the TRNC 1s nor recognised by the international communiry

except Turkey.
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reunification have not been eradicated: following his electoral victory and contrary to his pre-
clection pledges, Eroglu stated that he accepts what his predecessor has carlier agreed and vows to
continue on the same route, seeking a solution by the end of 2010. Morcover, Erdogans Ankara,
in the aftermath of AKP victory 1n the recent referendum on constitutional reform, seems more
confident than before to proceed with a sertlement. Yet, nothing 1s certain; 1t is a struggle to the
bitter end.

Beyond the 1ssues relating to the specific context and conjuncture, there are important
theoretical questions that have crucial pohitical consequences. One particular issue that we would
like to engage 1n this artcle 1s the question of whether the theorisation of the state form 1 Cyprus,
in the context of conflict, 1s adequate against the backdrop of watershed transformations that took
place a decade carlier, setring the world geographical scene.

We contend that the question of how to read the case of Cyprus has been opened up in ways
which illustrate how much it reflects and can be read simultaneously as a site which lends itself to
novel readings of current worldly political affairs and 1ts crises: a country with strong communist
loyalties (see Panayiorou, 2006). Its curious divisions and odd Cypriot state formations in its
conflice-ridden context have lent 1t to alternative and/or complementary terpretations. Does 1t
constitute an ‘anomaly’ (Dunphy and Bale, 2007), and/or a ‘state of exception (CM.
Constantinou, 2008; Trimikliniots, 2007 ZOIOb), and/or ‘a postcolonial quasi-stateness’ (M.
Constantinou, 2006), and/or 1s 1t yet another dimension of a modern state system (Navaro-Yashin,
2003, 2006, 2009)? These are but some formulations of the state/conflict situation in Cyprus,
which we mntend to scrutinise. Nearing the end of the current conjuncrure, which began to take a
specific form 1n the Cypriot context with the new mullennium but was most probably initiated
within the watershed of transformations thar took place on the world geopohitical stage a decade
carlier, we question here whether the theorisation over the Cyprus case [state form plus conflice|
15 adequate.

Theorising the State Formations in Cyprus within their Regional and Global Settings
Peter Worsley (1979 p. 10) reminded us that Cyprus was nor perceived by the British as an

cconomic asset due to the islands national strategic significance in the Eastern Mediterranean. He
borrowed from the Nixon era the term ‘benign neglect’ to describe the colonial period. Bur thurty
years on, a new generation of scholars, based on hustorical readings, can refer to the 1sland as a ‘mere
pawn’ for the British (Varnava, 2006), contrary to popular perceptions in Cyprus which ascribe a
crucial significance to our small country for British colonialists then. As we approach the present,
1ts importance 1s assumed to have mncreased over time for the global powers that be, in what 1s
described as ‘imperialism of our tme'0 Yer, it accurately considered that the island’s worth

10 See the volume, L. Panitch and C. Leys (eds) (2004) The Socialist Register 2004, The New Imperial Challenge,

Athens: Savalas Publications.
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assumed greater value i 1950 with the advent of the Cold War and the rise of the USA as leader
of the world capitalist camp and the decline of the Briush Empire. Britains new role as a junior
partner in a worldwide system meant that Cyprus was caught in Cold War games between the
superpowers, because the near Middle East was a contested region.

Post independence Cyprus was a newly established state under a ‘guarantor system’ of three
NATO “allies’ which oddly belonged to the non-aligned movement. On the international stage,
the President of the country, archbishop Makarios, played one superpower against the other to
outmanoeuvre successive cfforts to shed this strip of land between two expansionist mother-
countries, which threatened the stability of the eastern flank of NATO, Internally, the fine balance
contained 1n the power-sharing consociation collapsed by 1963 and ethnic conflict tore the
country apart: the Greck Cypriot power clite conquered the bicommunal state, as the Turkish
Cypriot chauvinust elite imposed its siege mentality in the enclaves it controlled. Those who defied
the ethnic division and nsisted on itercommunal cooperation 1 a common state were silenced,
murdered or ignored. By 1974, the Greck coup and Turkish mvasion completed the de facto
partition of a fragmented 1sland, which has remained in a state of limbo unul today. Soon after the
1974 disaster, Tom Nairm (1979) wondered whether two factors could shift the sand: firsely, the
realisation by the Turkish Cypriots that their interests diverged from Turkey’s as the Greek
Cypriots came to realise in the 1960s with respect to Greece. Secondly, the role of the European
Community presented itself as a possible outside force which mighe alter the relations i the
triangle of Turkey-Greece-Cyprus and create conditions for a settlement. These two factors did
indeed matenalise and produce powerful results, but have not yer resulted in a solution. Together
with Turkey’s internal transformation and the rcgional/global context these factors are operative
today, and are pushing history forwards. We cannot predict the outcome of this historical process
but we do know that the coming reality will not resemble the current one.

In order to make sense of Cyprus within the world, particularly in relation to theorising the
state form 1n Cyprus, we need to map the parameters of what 1s acknowledged by many scholars,
historically speaking, as ‘the pecularity of Cyprus, 1878-1931'11 They start their account with a
Colonal office minute 28 November 1901 ‘we are hampered on all sides by the peculiar position
of Cyprus’ (Holland and Markides, 2008, p. 162). These authors refer to ‘the unusual limitations
in the age of decolonization” imposed on the Republic and they trace the roots of a different
historical path when compared to Greek 1slands which united with Greece. The story for Holland
and Markides stops 1n 1960 as the travails of the resulting Republic are not their concern; they
refer to the fact that ‘the 1sland was always surrounded by externalities, uncertamntes and
ambiguities. We venture to propose that the big rescarch political question for the current
conjuncture hes precisely m bringing the story to the present; the 1dea 1s to re-evaluate such
contentions roday. The so-called “peculiarity” entails one of the theoretical and ideological traps:

I Sec for instance the chapter by Holland and Markides (2008).
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exceptionalism’, which blurs our conception of political reality as part of the world at large. The
argument which we dispute 1s one that takes this ‘peculiarity” as a given without questioning it:
our case 1s so sur generis that makes 1t incomparable to anything else’, hence the defensive line
hinders any potential for learning by comparison.

State Theory: Conceptualising the State in 1ts Global Context
A Note on Theorising the Cyprior State Today

This article aims to address the state question in Cyprus as a specific instance, reflective of a broader
regional and global reality. In that sense, 1t takes Bob Jessop’s conclusion that there can be no
general theory of the State:2 'states in capitalist societies will necessarily differ from one another’ as
its main reference pomnt3 Hence, we are of the view that we must resist the analysis that percerves
the Cyprus case exclusively as an exception to the norm, whilst simultancously refusing to
succumb to the exact opposite trap, 1. the typical assumption that Cyprus is but an instance of
geopolitical mterests where all is played ar a global/regional map, where Cypriots have no role or
significance.

Overall, we aim to illustrate that there has been a long-standing difficulty in theorising the
state formation (s) in Cyprus. This 1s hardly surprising. It was Louis Althusser,# who, many years
ago, wrote about the inherent difficulty of moving from what he called a descripeive theory to a
genuine theory of the state. The descriptive theory 1s but ‘a phase in the constitution of theory’
(Althusser, 2001, p- 93), whereas a ‘theory as such’ requures deeper msights into the apparatus of the
state, or to go further using Althusser’s terms, ‘in order to understand the mechanism of the State
in its functioning’. Since then, of course, we have witnessed the radical reshaping of the world as
well as the mass expansion of theories of the state in different directions. We argue, however, that
the ‘nuts and bolts” or the foundations for such a theorisation were laid by what has become
classical twentieth century readings of the state. Morcover, when dealing with the specific context
of Cyprus, whilst there has been massive advancement in empirical studies of the Cyprior state
formation(s), we can state that the theory of the Cypriot state formation(s) still remains at the
descriptive phase with some notable exceptions. It 1s beyond the scope of this paper to offer an
alternative theorisation; a task of this magnirude requires much more depth than we can provide
in this article> What we provide here 1s an appraisal and critique of the current level of knowledge

12 We use a capital letter for ‘State’ whenever we want to emphasise it or when it 1s a subject of enquiry, unless it 1s
quoted otherwise.

13 B Jessop (1990) State Theory, Pennsylvanian University Press, p. 44.

14 In his famous article Tdeology and Ideological Stare Appararus (Notes towards an lnvcsrigarion)‘, pp- 9294, sce
L. Althusser (2001) Lenin and Philosophy and other Essays, Monthly Review Press.

15 We have tried to flesh out such a theorisation, but it 1s by no means complete. We do, however, have two chapters
in which we elaborate our position i a forthcoming edited volume (see Trimikliniotis and Bozkurt, 2011
forrhcoming).
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as well as presenting a rudimental basis for a theorisation, in what might be called a prolegomena
to a theorisation of the state formation(s) in Cyprus.

Hence the classical readings of the state will guide us i our attempt to conceprualise the state.
Two broad theoretical approaches that inform the theories of the state can be cited: firstly, the
Weberian or organisation-analytic approaches and secondly, Marxist or class-analytic approaches16
Weberian or organisation-analytic approaches emphasise the ways i which states constitute
autonomous sources of power, and operate on the basis of msticutional logics and dynamics with
vartable forms of interaction with other sources of power 1n society. Marxist or class-analytic
approaches anchor the analysis of the state in terms of its strucrural relationship to capitalism as a
system of class relations (Dunlcavy and O'Leary, 1987 ).

This Weberian conception of a state as an autonomous apparatus that should not be
imprisoned by social forces strongly informs the literarure on Cyprus. Even so, ‘the state as a
neutral, liberal arbiter and autonomous source of power never emerged in Cyprus. Rather than
being the functional substitute for vanishing communal solidarities and traditional forms of
consensus, the post-colonial state became their direct and contradictory embodiment. It therefore
did not quell intercommunal conflict but exacerbated 1t by becoming itself an additional bone of
contention’ (M. Constantinou, 2006, p. 296). In her article on the civil service in the TRNC,
Navaro-Yashin reaches a similar conclusion. On the basis of her discussion of the Turkish Cypriot
case, she argues that burcaucracy needs to be studied not as a practice which counters or
extnguishes affect, but as one which produces and incites specific modes of affectivicy i 1ts own
right. Her starting point is the Weberian 1deal type of legal-rational state that scudy bureaucracy
as a rationalising apparatus, instigating discipline and organising audit procedures, with no room
for affect. Though Yashin 1s only critical of the so-called lack of affect within burcaucracy, she
maintains that she does not contest the other aspects which relate to burcaucracy being a
rationalising apparatus that instigates discipline (Navaro-Yashin, 2006, p. 282). It can be observed
in both cases that whether the state strucrures in Cyprus are taken as examples of ‘a postcolonial
quasi-stateness (M. Constantinou, 2006) or another dimension of a modern state system
(Navaro—Yashm, 2003, 2006) the state 15 percerved as an apparatus that acts autonomously from
social forces)”

An overall assessment of the literature cited reveals a fundamental problem regarding 1ts
theorisation of the state. First of all, most of the theorising on the state in Cyprus 1s made in terms
of contrasts with 1deal-typical forms. The Cypriot state formation(s) isAre mostly criticised for not
conforming to these 1deal types. On the one hand, this position glosses over the fact that the

16 The variery of conceprualisations of the state mostly draws on one of these two main approaches.

17 We deal more specifically with the peculiarity of the unrecognised state formation of the TRNC: overall, the
literature produced on the state strucrure in northern Cyprus is very limited. Apart from a few exceprions, it would
not be wrong to say thar the general rendency, in a way echoing the literature on the Republic, is thar the state has
not yet acquired the bureaucraric logic of the ‘rational-legal” paradigm due to 1ts deficient modernisation’.
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Weberian ideal type 1s a mental construct, and treats the ideal type of Western capitalist state (i.c.
legal-rational state) as though 1t corresponded to the empirical reality of developed capiralist
socicties (Yalman, 1997 p. 91). But on the other hand, the alleged non-conformity of the Cypriot
formation to Weberian ideal types leads to the conception of the state as a sur generis realiry. What
1s more, the state 1s seen as a neutral arbiter, a neutral agent of social transformation, independent
of social classes. This approach presumes that a strong bureaucracy, expected to develop and
implement policies at the expense of dominant societal interests, 1s the manifestation of the state’s
autonomy. Third world nation-states, post-colonial state formations, and the state formations n
Cyprus are criticised on the basis of this Weberian ideal. The state, rather than acting as the liberal,
neutral arbiter has given mn to societal nterests, thereby becoming compartmentalised among
conflicting interests.

We now proceed to examine how the instrutional mareriality of the Cypriot state formation
via 1ts different shapes, forms and phases in transition, reflect various strugglcs/conﬂicts. When
examining the part the Cypriot state formation and its colonial predecessor played in the echniciry-
class conflict and antr-colonialism, the State’s consurutive role 1s particularly relevant. This
dynamic perception provided by Poulantzas 1s later used to consider the construction of the
Cypriot State.

This basic notion of post-coloniality was taken up explicitly and implicitly in describing and
theorising the ‘moments’ or aspects of Cypriot adminustrations and power structures. Literarure
written i the immediate post-1974 period up unal the carly 1980s, manly from Greek Cypriot
scholars, viewed the Cyprus problem in a critical manner, and especially so i relation to the role
of NATQ, Britsh policies and the role of British colonialism. Additionally, some Turkish Cypriots
reached similar conclusions (see Salih, 1978), however most Turkish Cypriot scholars originally
treated the advent of the Turkish army and partition with relief. Therr approach was to try to assert
Cypriot independence from western dependency, promote reconciliation berween the two
communities, and link Cyprus to the Non-Aligned Movement in line with the post-colonial and
“Third Worldist' tradition. The works of Actalides (1977 1979); Kitromilides (1977 1979, 1982,
1983); Markides (1977); Coufoudakis (1976); Salih (1978): Pollis (1979, 1998); Hitchens (1997);
Anthias and Ayres (1978, 1983) and Anthias (1987) have all been considered. These works are
amongst the most msightful and creative works undertaken that have provided the basis for the
rethinking of policy on Cyprus. Some of the texts placed emphasis on internal dynamics of
Cypriot soctety, without ignoring the international factors. Other works that look at the role of
nationalism and ethnic conflict in Cyprus, over and above those mentioned, are works by Loizos
(1974) and Stavrinides (1976).

Kitromilides (1979) wrote on the ‘dialectic of intolerance’ as a post-colonial remnant. He also
noted that the legacy of colonialism was the 1deological framework of political life, which was
characterised by an absence of serious dissent that would challenge the dominant social and
pohitical Iife of Cyprus and result in a weakening of social critique (Kitromilidcs, 1982, pp. 451-

453). The later versions of theorising of ‘state and society” refer essentially to the Greeck Cypriot
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controlled state and society. lerodiakonou (2003) wrote about the undemocratic elements and the
deficiencies 1 observing the constitution, whilst Mavratsas (2003, pp- 19-157 ) attributes ‘the
atrophy of cvil sociery” and ‘clientelist neocorporatism’ to be key characteristics of Greek Cypriot
society. Stmilarly, Artalides (2006) in a recent review article makes similar observations. There are
strong elements from ‘modernisation’ theory, many with a Weberian-derived logic — this circular
argument that the state has not [yet| acquired the burcaucratic logic of the ‘rational-legal
paradigm 1s due to the inherently msufficient and mnsucutionally deficient modernisation of the
statc/counrry. According to the argument, accession to the EU will eventually achieve thus.
Philippou, in his Foucaultian reading of the ‘austere Cypriot enclosure’, drawing on Kitromihides
(1998-1999) who refers to the ‘sickliness of Greek Cypriot political thought' thar ideologically
entraps politics in a conventional and cyclical perception of the political problem, leads to a simular
conclusion: A system which survives by suppressing questioning, concealing any potential for
reflexaviry, and by recycling clichés without reappraisal, dogmatic thinking and meaningless sound
bites (Philippou, 2005, p. 7 0). As mentioned elsewhere (Trimikliniotis, 2006, 2010a) the above
critiques do not properly caprure and fully assess the complexity of Cypriot society, as though it
were a large homogeneous space which 1s somehow ‘weak’ or ‘unable to produce critical thinking’

Gramsci's contribution to the study of civil society provides a different approach to the
dominant western advances (Gramsci, 1982) which has proved quite influential and mnovative in
the development and renewal of Cypriot sociological thought. A number of studies which open up
accepted wisdom contra the dominant Weberian-pluralist model have drawn on Gramscian
thinking. The essential features of the difference contained in Gramscian and other radical points
of view 1s that such frames of reference are critiques to the dominant perspectives, in their liberal
and conservative variants, from the vantage point of drawing out the potential for, or the structural
constraints to, radical social transformation. Reading Gramsci has been instrumental in opening
routes for rethinking and activating social and political transformation via merging politics to
cconomucs and culture, empowering the subaltern, renewing radical thought and praxis as well as
liberating 1t from reductionist and dogmaric (mis) readings of Marxism, dominant in the Stalinist
era. Such readings are partcularly fruitful when trying to rethink the state and the global: there 1s
avast licerature along with different disciplines from social history to cultural, subaltern and post-
colonial studies to international political economy®

In the context of Cyprus, Gramscian-inspired critiques led to a variety of 1deological and
political ortentations and approaches from Marxist, to anarcho-syndicalist to post-structuralist and
post-colonial readings. A few examples include the following: Katros (1999) uses all the basic
Gramscian conceprual tools to advance his reading of the state, labour and capital n Cyprus;®

18 The ocuvre of Gramsct has penetrated diverse thinkers such as Eric Hobsbawn, E.P Thompson, Edward Sad,
Louss Alchusser, Nicos Poulantzas, and Robert Cox.

19 We are referring to his PhD thesis, which unfortunarely has not been published but is the basic underpinning of
his weekly columns in the popular Poliris newspaper. He has, however, published various other articles in journals.
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Niyazi Kazilyurek’s work (2009) on the conflict in Cyprus, the Turkish Cypriots, and Turkey has
strong Gramscian influences; Anna Agathangclou‘s global political economy of sex draws on neo-
Gramscian thinking; Rolandos Katstaounis” brilliane study of labour, class and politics n the late
nineteenth century Cyprus, which 1s influenced by E.P. Thompsonss classic The Making of the
English Working Class, plus one of the current authors has also drawn on Gramsc1.20 Morcover,
Andreas Panayiotou (19992005, 2006) adopts a Gramscian reading of Cypriot context in what 1s
the most comprehensive study on the role of the Lefc wichin civil sociery, and sketches out an
alternative view of understanding cvil sociery, modernisation and the development of
Cypriot/Greek Cypriot political culture. The Left has historically played a crucial role in Cyprus’
own route to modernity i the twentieth century, bur the contest for hegemony berween the
Greek Cypriot and the Turkish Cypriot elite resulted in a distorted public sphere and shaped civil
society accordingly. Others also have been ifluenced by Gramsci.2!

Another type of theorisation can be considered as derving 1ts inspiration primarily from
critical and post-colonial theory. Vassos Argyrou (1994) offered a post-colonial anthropological
reading that aimed to counter Eurocentric biases, whilst Marios Constantinou (2006) advanced
the notion of quasi-stateness as the central element of his post-colonial sociological theorisation of
the Cyprior state, and Costas Constantinou (2008) presented a critical post-modern reading of a
post-colonial state. Papadakis (2007) narrates this post-colonial condition as an ethnographic
personal journey 1n his ‘echoes from the dead zone” These are Greek Cypriot readings of the
Republic of Cyprus — the ‘stronger” state of a ‘weak” post-colonial regime.

The problem, we argue, regarding the lack of theory of the Cypriot state formations, as
exemplified in the studies of the Republic of Cyprus, 1s even more acute in the way the TRNC s
described, whether by those who add the adjectives ﬂlcgal/unrccogniscd or those who consider 1t a
legitimarte state.

On the Cyprior States of Exceprion: New Insight into Theorising the State in Cyprus?

Costas M. Constantinou aply refers to ‘the Cypriot states of exception? to exemplify the multiple
exceptionalism that defines the polinical-legal order of Cyprus, where one exception generates
another. Thus brings us to the heart of ‘the Gyprus problem’, which cuts across the country and
naturally intersects with the operation of the acquis in a de facro divided country. The mnvocation
of exception blurs the distinctions berween legaliry and illegality, normality and abnormality and
opens up ‘opportunities’ for those mn power to extend their discretion 1n what Poulantzas referred

20 See Trimikliniotis, 2000 and 2010a.

21 For mstance Marios Constantinou’s post-structuralist and post-colonial work on the state, federalism and conflict
on Cyprus and the works of CM. Constantinous post-colonial/post-modern readings of Cyprus and Europe have
Gramscian leanings.

22 CM. Constantinou, 2008, pp. 145-164.
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to as authorttarian starism — as Carl Schmitt long established, the regimes of exception allow the
sovereign to decide when and how to nvoke the emergency situation. In this sense, Cyprus is a
bizarre case particularly where the distinction berween the ‘exception’ and the ‘norm’ 1s not casy to
decipher. When ‘norm’and ‘exception’ are so intertwined and interdependent, the edges of the ‘grey
zones’, or what 1s assumed to be the edge, becomes the core. Agamben (2005, p. 1) advocates that if
current global reality 1s characterised by a generalised state of exception, then we ought to examine
the intersection berween norm and exception 1n the specific EU context: ‘the question of borders
becomes all the more urgent’, indeed. The reference here 1s to the ‘edges’ of the law and pohitics
where there 1s an ‘ambiguous, uncertain, borderline fringe, at the intersection between the legal and
the polinical'2 The analytical insight into the ambiguiry and uncertainty of ‘the no-man’s land
between the public law and political fact’ and berween the judicial order and life, must move
beyond the philosophical and the abstract to the specific legal and political context if 1t 15 to have a
bearing on the socio-legal and political reality that is currently reshaping the EU.

There 1s an abundance of literature — essentally apologetics of each of the ethnic states of
exceptions — following the collapse of the bicommunal regime i 1963-1964. It was this collapse
which generated the Republic of Cyprus (RoC) state of exception, known as ‘the doctrine of
necessity. This doctrine was legiimused via the Supreme Court in the famous case of Mustafa
Ibrahim whereupon the court considered this extraordinary excerpt to be so significant that it was
included as part of the summary judgement:2#

“This court now, in 1ts all-important and responsible function of transforming legal theory
nto Living law, applied to the facts of daily ife for the preservation of social order, 1s faced
with the question whether the legal doctrine of necessity discussed carher i this judgment,
should or should not, be read in the provisions of the written Constitution of the Republic
of Cyprus. Our unanimous view, and unhesitating answer to this question, 15 1 the
affirmaave’, p. 97

Apologist-type studies are often, as Costas Constantinou, 2008, points out:
legalistic 1n character, safely assuming the jurisprudential basis of the doctrine, and simply
looking ar 1ts interpretations and applications. Such works take the Roman maxim salus
populi suprema lex (pcoplc’s safety 15 the supreme law) for granted, without being
concerned with “whose safety” 1s secured and at what price’

Greck Cypriot apologist accounts, which argue that the doctrine of necessity’ 1s a valid system of
law?> are equivalent to Turkish Cypriot accounts which argue the complete opposite for the

23 Agamben here quotes Fontana (1999 p. 16).

24 The attomenyeneral of the Republic v. Mustafa Ibrahim and others, Criminal Appeals No. 27291964 Oct. 6,
7.8, Nov. 102734, 2735, (1964) CLR 195

25 We are referring to the Greek Cyprior legal scholars such as G. Tornaritis (1982a) Cyprus and Its Legal and
Constirutional and Other Problems, Nicosia: Public information Office; (1982[)) To mohiteiaxo Sikaio mec Ku-
npiaxng Anpoxpariag [Consticutional Law of the Republic of Cyprus|, Aevkwoia; K. Chrysostomides (2000)
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doctrine of necessity bur are apologist accounts for the TRNC.26 Regardless of opinion, a number
of critical studies are making their appearance.?” The fact that a number of criiques to the state of
exception in Cyprus have appeared in the public domain and are beginning to have some influence
in the public debates opens up ways of viewing the state in Cyprus in a more critical manner.
Costas Constantinou was correct to note that the case was overstated, ‘the end of the road for the
de-legitimization process of the law of necessity has been reached’28 Costas Constantinou’s (2008,

p. 145) Starting point is:

‘Certamn states of exceprion are more comfortable than others. Even while they appear
problematic or absurd to those experiencing them they can stll be judged preferable — less
bad, less risky — than available alternatives’

Our argument 1s that the dice has yer to be cast. The basic argument elaborated elsewhere 1s that
the Cyprior states of exception, in the forms of the Greek Cypriot doctrine of necessity’, the
TRNC, the Briush ‘sovereign bases’, and the ‘Green line” are undergoing a process of long-term
crosion and de-legiimisation, i spite of the efforts to re-leginmise them, an aspect CM.
Constantinou perhaps over-states. We may begin to talk abour an ‘organic crisis of the Cypriot
state of exceprion?” but as Gramsci would have 1t ‘the old 1s dying but the new 1s yet to be born'.

The Republic of Cyprus. A Study in Internaional Law, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers; GM. Pikis (2006)
Constitutionalism — Human Rights — Separation of Powers. The Cypru.s‘ Precedent, Martinus Nijhoff
Publishers; ZM. Necatgil (1989) The Cyprus Question and the Turkish Position in International Law, Oxford:
Oxford University Press; L. Papaphilippou (1995) To Aixaio m¢ Avdykng om Kumpo, Aevkwoia [Law of
Necessity and Constitutional Order in Cyprus], Nicosia: SEK; S. Soulion (2006) Ferttered Independence: Cyprus
1878-1964, Vol I: The Narracive, Minneapolis: Minnesora Medirerrancan and East European Monographs; C.
Schmitr (2005) Political Theology: Four Chapters on the Concepr of Sovereignty, Chicago: Chicago University
Press.

26 For instance M. Tamkoc (1988) The Turkish Cypriot State: The Embodiment of the Right of Self-
Determination, London: Rustem; Z.M. Necatigl (1989> The Cyprus Question and the Turkish Position n
International Law, Oxford: Oxford University Press; M. Moran (1999) Sovereignty Divided: Essays on the
Inernational Dimensions of the Cyprus Problem, Nicosia: CYREP; K. Ozersay (2005) “The Excuse of State
Necessity and Its Implications on the Cyprus Conlflict, Perceptions: Journal of International Affairs, Vol. 9
No. 4, pp. 31-70. The latter is certainly more critical but it remains within the same school of thought.

27 Apart from CM. Constantinou, 2008; Trimikliniotss, 2007 2010a, 2010b.

28 See Trimikliniotis (2007 p.40) To Kurpiaxo «Soypa g avaykng» Mia (pn—) dnpokpatia oe Katdotaon eCaipe-
ong [The Cyprior ‘Docrrine of Necessiry': A (Non»)Dcmocracy in a State of Exception?], IMepinéteie [oeav,
Tevxog 15, Tokitng 2 Seprember 2007

29 Elsewhere it has been argued thar there is a long-term process of the demise of the Cypriot State of Exception and
argued that the organic crisis may lead to transcendence of the doctrine of necessity”. See Trimikliniots (2010b)
‘H napaxpn tou Kunpiaxou kabeotarog e€aipeong: Ano mv opyavikn kpion omy uniépBaon ou «86ypatog mg
avaykne»; [The Demuse of the Cyprior State of Exception: From Organic Crisis to Transcendence of the
“Doctrine of Necessity 7], chapter in C. Perikleous (ed), (2010) Kunpraxii Anpoxparia 50 Xpovia Enwduvvn I'o-
peia [Cyprus Republic 50 years of Independence], Athens: Papazizi, pp. 209-234. A similar argument was made
in Trimikliniotis (2010a), chaprer 3.
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A Note on Theorising the TRNC

What 15 a lacuna i the theory of the state form m Cyprus, 1s the failure to theorise the
unrecognised and, according to nternational law; illegal TRNC: the result of having such polarised
approaches to the regime i the northern part of the country either as ‘the embodiment of self-
determination’ for the apologists of the self-declared independence, or the “pseudo-state” as Greek
Cypriots love to call it, 1s that the issue 1s mystified even further and the development of a proper
‘state theory” within the specific context 1s obscured. Greek Cypriot accounts tend to present the
TRNC as a mere ‘puppet’ of Ankara® and the Turkish Cypriots are depicted in a recent
documentary as the ‘the other cndavc/captivc persons 3! The Turkish Cypriot equivalent depicts
the TRNC as a normal functioning state3?

Although a number of valuable works have been produced on the infamous Cyprus problem,
the hterature produced n Turkish and English 1s largely predominated with empirical findings
with lictle theorisation of the state. The authors who provide theorisation are few. Costas
Constantinou offers a critical post-modern reading of a post-colonial state where he defines the
TRNC as a ‘state of exception’ (CM. Constantinou, 2008). This is a uscful starting point before
attempting to decipher the extent to which there is ‘relative autonomy’ of the unrccogniscd/illcgal
TRNC from Turkey and, more importantly, the question of actual pohtical autonomy of Turkish
Cypriot politics (see Trimikliniotis, 2010a, 2010b). Yael Navaro-Yashin depicts the TRNC as a
form of legal-rational state (2006, p. 282). Sertac Sonan depicts the system 1 northern Cyprus as
constituency chentelism and patronage (2007). Kizilyarek, on the other hand, defines the system
of the Turkish Cypriot communuty as a sur generis case. Due to this ‘bizarre modernity’, there 15 no
bourgeosic or free market’ within the Turkish Cypriot community as one would expect to observe
in advanced capitalist states. Kizilyarek shares Sonan’s assessment n categorising the system as a
patronage system (2009).

It can be observed overall that Weberian conceptions of the state strongly inform the
hterature on Cyprus. And, it can be argued that the general tendency, in a way echoing the
hiterature on the Republic, 1s that the state has not yer acquired the bureaucratic logic of the
‘rational-legal’ paradigm due to 1ts deficient modernisation. In exceptional cases such as Yashun, the
TRNC 15 not taken as an anomaly that counters the valid procedures of modern and legal states
In 1ts entirety (Navara-Yashin, 2006). Furthermore, in both cases, whether the state is viewed as

30 See CP loannides (1991) In Turkey's Image: The Transtormation of Occupied Cyprus into a Turkish Province,
New Rochelle, NY: A.D. Caratzas Publisher; C. Yennaris (2003) From the East: Conflict and Partition in Cyprus,
London: Ellior and Thompson.

31 The above words are translated from «Ox Toupkoxumpior: o1 dhdor eyshwpiopévor> | The Turkish Cypriots: The
Other Enclaved|, which was the title of the documentary series of Costas Yennaris «Avoikroi @dakeror» [Open
Folders|, 11 June 2008, the state channel GyBC.

32 See CH. Dodd (ed.), The Political, Social and Economic Development of Northern Cyprus, Huntingdon, UK:
Eothen Press.
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another dimension of a modern state system, or exhibiting chentelist characteristics due to 1ts
deficient modernisation, the state 1s perceived as an apparatus that acts autonomously from social
forces.

The problems associated with this perception have been drawn out earlier in this article.
Henceforth, the lesson derived in the previous section cannot be underlined enough 1n relation to
the state decisions that are raken at any particular moment in history, reflecting a parucular
solution to conflicting class interests and the interests of other internal and external actors at that
particular conjunction. The TRNC is not an exception to this rule and the state decisions thar are
taken at various conjunctures are not the result of a so-called potent state apparatus acting
autonomously from the point of view of class interests and external actors (in this casc Turkcy).
Rather, they reflect the particular solution i the interests of domestic and external factors.
Although we agree with Kizilytirek’s statement that the context 1s very different from advanced
capitalist states, we do not share his analysis that the Turkish Cypriot community 1s a sus generis
case which does not permit a class analysis. 3

We would like to close this section, which merely opened the discussion and set out some key
questions that would serve as enquiries for further developing a rtheorisation of the TRNC,
irrespective of questions of legality and non-recognition, where there have been some
contriburions:»

a. What s the socio-political nature of the TRNC? Whar sort of ‘State” are we dealing
with?

b. To what extent 1s there autonomy of the TRNC from Ankara?

What are the social, economic and political and class parameters in the TRNC?

O

d. To what extent can Turkish Cypriots genuinely and authentically exercise power given
the overwhelming presence of Turkish troops and settlers?

33 Adetailed genesis of state and class formation of the Turkish Cypriot community is undertaken in Trimikliniotis
and Bozkurt (eds.), 2011 forthcoming,

34 A rudimental analysis based on these questions has been set out i the following section “The transformational
‘mother country”, the Turkish Cypriots and the Cyprus Problem: Towards the theorisation of the Cyprus Problem’
in Trimikliniotis, 20102, An updated version 1s available in the forthcoming ©EXEIX 114 journal. «Xnpeiwon yia
wv Mn Avayvepiopévn Toupkiking Anpokpatiag ing Bopeiag Kunpou' TABK Ta&iké Iapaperprion [Note
on the Unrecognised “Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus™. Class Parameters|, pp. 137158,

35 Some legal work has been undertaken, see Trimikliniotis ‘Exceptions, Soft Borders and Free Movement for
Workers, P Minderhoud and N. Trimikliniotis (eds.), Rethinking the Free Movement of Workers: The
European Challenges Ahead, University of Nijmegen, October 2009, pp. 135-154; Free Movement of Workers in
Cyprus and the EU, Vol. 1 of Studies on Fundamental Rights in Cyprus, published by the Centre for the Study
of Migration, Inter-ethnic and Labour Rights, Unwversity of Nicosia and PRIO Cyprus Centre, 2010c; P,
Athanassiou (2010) ‘The Status of the “TRNC’ through the Prism of Recent Legal Developments: Towards a
Furtive Recognition?’, The C/vprus Review, Vol. 22, No. 1 (Spring), pp- 1538.
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Placing State Formations in the Context of the Cyprus Problem:
Geopolitics vs. Ethnic Conflict

We now proceed to discuss the particularity of the Cyprior state formation(s), which essentially
relate to how the role of the State formations are located in their different mutations,
fragmentations and transformations within the so-called ‘Cyprus problem’, 1e. the conflict in and
over Cyprus. To this end one must enquire how the conflict in and over Cyprus 1s perceived so as
to place the State formation question within 1t.

Despite their very different ideological and methodological outlook, many perspectives on the
Cyprus problem can at least complement one another and set out various aspects, albeit 1n a
fragmental manner, and provide the basis for theorising the particularity/globality dialectic of the
Cypriot post-colonial condition. Be that as it may, what is mussing 1s the holistic reading that would
try to critically string such perspectives together i a manner thar would properly grasp the vitaliry
and actual agency of the local dynamic and potential for social-political action. Most readings are
not concerned with such issues, as they are either interested in recording the specificiry within the
global or regronal aspect, or cannot go beyond the fact that the situation in northern Gyprus is so
fundamentally different in terms of the unrecognised state formation, highly dependent on Turkey,
which fail to grasp the wider processes within which to locare this state formation.

We argue that the ‘Cyprus problem’ consists of multiple sets of conflicts and 1s riddled with
local, regional and international contradictions. It 1s a condensation of a complex set of local/global
factors, which cannot be reduced to one-dimensional readings bur must be understood as a
systemic whole, 1. 1t must be read as a local problem within the g[oba]/rcgiona[ context. An
assessment of the ‘common sense’ readings of the Cyprus question which are reproduced by
textbooks, journalistic and other studies leads us to two sets of readings that are often juxtaposed
as two alternative theorisations, which are locked within a counter-intuitive biary logic of
percerving the problem as one of two possibilities. Cyprus is erther percerved as a problem of
historic enmity between Greeks and Turks, manifested as an identry conflict over control of a
state, or as the manifestation of geopolitical conflicts reflected i the externally-imposed rigid
constitutional structure which imploded into fragments due to foreign machinations. The firsc
approach represents the failure to properly address the various mterconnected dimensions of the
problem and is thus an illustration of a theoretical crisis relating to the conceprualisation of the
international system of states, as cxplained by 1ts liberal and conservative apologists. Let us call this
the liberal conflict resolution model The second approach reflects a crisis of some dominant
strands within radical thought: 1t can be read as a crisis of antrimperialism i addressing the
‘national question’ in the so-called globalisation era. Let us call this the global/regional geopolitics
model.

Both approaches contain some elements of truth, but they ultimarely fail to caprure the
essence of the ‘Cyprus problem’” i a holistic manner, particularly as it unfolds i the current
conjuncrure. Even more sophisticated approaches, which do attempt to synthesise both
dimensions, ultimately, have one of the two as dominant” and the other as ‘subordinate’, or ‘main
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cause’ and ‘effect’, or as the ‘core” and ‘epiphenomenon’. Moreover, most approaches fail to provide
any real msight mrto a political strategy that would, i the current real world, allow for the
transcendence of the current partiionist cul-de-sac. The policy implications of the thinking
produced by both schools of thought contain implicit assumprions abour the power relations of
the global/regional system and what Cypriots must do, and this perception leaves little room for
manocuvre or choice in terms of the struggles for a common future that transcends the ethnic/state
divide and the parttionist stacus quo. Withourt a radical transformation of the balance of
global/rcgional geopolitical forces, any resolution of the problem would inevitably reflect and
condense these wider forces which the people of Cyprus are essentially powerless to do anything
about. For the liberal conflict resolution model it 1s a matter of fine-tuning the demands of the two
sides to reach an OptIMUM OULCOME; for the g[obal/rcgfona/ geopolitics model the genuine
concerns of Cypriot independence would be subordinated either by accepting their subordination
to ‘Empire’ 3 or rejecting it, which would also mean accepting the power of ‘Empire’, via the
consolidation of partitionism. We advocate that both schools of thought are disabling and contain
falsities i their assumprions and political implications which undermine the real potential

available.
Let us start by criiquing the first approach, the liberal conflict resolution model, which 1s the

domunant liberal and conservative approach in nternational relations and conflict resolution
schools as regard the Cyprus question.” The ‘Cyprus problem’ is often depicted as a classic example
of identities i conflict, a case of a generic ethnic enmuty since time immemorial: the main
contradiction” here 1s merely an internal one and everything else 1s essennially adjacent to it. Thus
15 a theoretical and political trap which overplays the generic ethnic antagonism at the expense of
the international geopolitical conflicts as well as the ‘internal” non-ethnic factors (ie. intra-ethnic
and intcrfcthnic) class and politicalsocial relations and polarisations. Also, sometimes such
perspectives may, by default, consciously explain away, or even may justify starus quo the de facro
partition as ‘inevitable” or ‘necessary’ 38 In addition, such approaches often obscure the geopolitical
interests and historical role of the imperial forces/powers, particularly the UK, the USA and
NATO, as well as the role of so-called ‘mother countries, Greece and Turkey. The unique
geopolitical conditions surrounding the Cyprus problem, which created the conditions that
provided for such a fettered” or ‘restricted independence’ in the Zurich — London accord must be

36 We use the term ‘Empire’ critically; hence we place it in inverted commas. For a useful critique of M. Hardt and
A. Negri's noteworthy book Empire, see the book edited by G. Balakrishnan (2003) Debating Empire.

37 Toalarge extent this 1s the approach taken by Sir David Hannay in his book Cyprus: The Search for a Solution,
London: [.B. Taurts, 2005. For a critical review see N. Trimikliniotis (Spring 2005) ‘The Cyprus Problem: An
International Relations Debacle or Merely An Unclimbed Peak?’, The Cyprus Review, Vol. 17, No. | (Spring),
pp- 144-153; also see Trimikliniotis (2000).

38 See for instance V.D. Volkan (1998) ‘Turks and Grecks of Cyprus: Psycho-political Considerations’, in V.
Calotychos (ed,), varus and Its People. Nation, [dcn[i[/v, and Experience i an Unimagimable Coznmunir)/,

1995-1997, Oxtord: Westview Press, pp. 277300.
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properly connected to imperial interests or designs, the various attempts to destabilise the newly
independent country, and the various partitionist plans and designs proposed by Turkey, Britain
and America between 1956 and 1974 to ‘accommodate’ the two NATO allies in order to maintain
the mtegrity of the southern flank of NATO3 Despite the radical transformation of the world
order i the post-Cold War era, Cyprus by and large 1s sull seen as ‘an unsinkable aircraft carrier’
by the regional and international powers. As an astute Turkish journalist points out: Cyprus is stll
a giant aircraft carrier, just like 1t was from the 1950s to 1980. Whichever side maintains authority
on this arcraft carrier will take this strategic point in the Mediterranean under its control' 40 The
role of Greece, which first tried to keep Cyprus under its wing as a “second Greck State’, but then
destabilised 1t and finally mstigated the coup with 1ts local Para fascist groups, 1s often under-
esumated. Finally, the current reality of the Turkish mulitary occupation of the northern part of
Cyprus*!is often obscured; Turkey, as the regional superpower 1s ultimately backing (cconomicaﬂy,
muhitarily and idcologicaﬂy) the regime n the north.

Within the last decade Turkey has been undergoing a significant transformation and the
most important actor responsible for this transformation is the European Union. This does nor,
however, mean that the EU has been the principal explanatory variable of Turkey’s domestic
metamorphosis as wider 1nternational changes as well as internal dynamics are crucial in
determining domestic trends 1n Turkey. Nevertheless, EU relations are important due to the ways
in which they impact on the positioning of domestic actors in Turkey. Trying to understand the
Turkish policy on Cyprus requires that we go beyond an analysis of diplomatic relations by
assessing the role of social forces that form and transform Turkish policy on Cyprus#2 That being
said, 1t 1s mislcading and patronising to ascribe Turkish Cypriots with no agency, role, autonomy
or power 1n the north. In fact, understanding the extent of autonomy of Turkish Cypriots within
the unrecognised TRNC 1s both a theoretical and an empirical question which has recerved very
licele actention so far®

39 Most widely known are the Macmillan plan 1956 (UK) and various versions of the Acheson plans in 1964
(USA). These are well documented: See C. Hitchens (1997) Afterword' in Cyprus. Hostage to History, Cyprus
from the Ortomans to Kissinger, 3rd edition, London: Verso; B. O’Mallcy and I Craig (1999) The Cyprus
Conspiracy — America, Espionage and the Turkish Invasion, London: I.B. Tauris; N. Christodoulides (2010) Ta
oxédia hvong rou Kunpiaxov 1948-1978 [ The Plans for Solution to Cyprus], Athens: Kastaniotss.

40  M.A. Birand (l998) ‘Consequences of the Gyprus Problem’, Sabah, Internet Version 2 April 1998,

41 Since 1974, the northern third of the island, or 3367 sq km (1,300 sq milcs), has been under the de facto control of
the Turkish Cypriot Federated State (proclaimed in 1975), which on 15 November 1983 proclaimed its
independence as the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus; the southern two-thirds (5884 sq km/2272 sq miles)
are controlled by the government of the Republic of Cyprus. A narrow zone called the ‘green line’, patrolled by UN
forces, separates the two regions and divides Nicosia, the national capiral.

42 See chapter 3 in N. Trimikliniotis and U. Bozkurt (201m).

43 An exception is the work of Yael Navaro-Yashin (2003, 2006, 2009); an endeavour is made by one of the authors
to study the ‘relative autonomy’ of the unrecognised TRNC: see Trimikliniotis (2010a), but there is a distinct lack
of literature.
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The second approach, the g[obal/rcgfona] geopolitics model1s essentially a geopolitical reading
of the problem. There are ‘righr-wing’ and ‘lefe-wing’ versions: often the lefr-wing’ version 1s a
murror image of the international relations model, which takes for granted the basic assumptions
of the neorealist model and is dressed as “ant-impertalism’. The right-wing versions are often
legalistic# international relations and/or pohitical works® or journalistic types of best seller
conspiracy theories#¢ A recent example of a lefe-wing version of this school of thought is the paper
of Perry Anderson?” and others (C.g. Fouskas and Tackic, 2009). Such readings fail to grasp the
complex nteraction between the ‘local, the ‘regional” and the ‘global’, and they undervalue the
significance of political and class relations and contradictions that exist within Cyprus, which are
connected to regional and global class interests. History 1s the result of fierce contestations; nothing
15 predetermined even if there 1s disequilibrium of forces. The notion of collective communal
victimhood may act as an obstacle both to a fair historical understanding of the past as well as the
prospects of reconcihiation 1n the furure.

The ‘Cyprus problem’ is a combination of muluple sets of conflicts and only via a mulo-
faceted and complex theory that assesses the role of ‘imperialism’ today# alongside nationalism,
class and other social conflicts, inter- and intra-regional state projects and rivalries can we gain
nsight to appreciate it and devise the necessary strategies and tactics. There 1s a delicately balanced
cquation to be observed 1n such an analysis that can casily be ‘tilted over’ should we over-stress one
side of the equation at the expense of the other. A crucial element in this ‘equation’ 1s the ‘ternal
versus ‘external components of the ‘Cyprus problem’ — both of which are of equal importance and
priority. In reality the history of the country tllustrates that ‘internal’ political, economuc, and social
dynamics have historically co-determined the outcome of events together with regional, global and
other foreign’ factors. Any other reading leaves people, classes, political and socio-economic forces
within nation-states, even if these are 'small states’, with no agency or contribution to the making
of hustory; such forces are reduced to empry vessels of global geopolitics, or ‘puppets’ of

44 Sce C. Palley An International Relations Debacle. The UN Secretary-General’s Mission of Good Offices in
varus 1999-2004, Oxford/Portland, Oregon: Hart Publishing,

45 See for instance V. Coufoudakis (Fall 2004) ‘Cyprus — The Referendum and 1ts Aftermath’, The Cyprus Review,
Vol. 16, No. 2, pp. 67-82. He has subsequently reproduced the same basic argument elsewhere.

46 Greck Cypriot society has been bombarded with the mass production of magazines, journals, books demonising
the Annan plan as an Ang](rAmCrican and Turkish conspiracy’; a ‘classic s the best-seller of Ignatiou, Venizelos
and Meletis, with the telling title The Secret Bazaar. The book repeats all the myths, exaggerations, even
fabrications about ‘the Turks taking all they asked for in the final stages of peace talks’ (sce M. Ignatiou, C.
Venizelos and M. Meletis (2005) To Muotixo IT azdpr, 129 pépec mov ovyxiovioav tov erdnviopo [ The Secret
Bazaar, 129 Days which Shocked Hellenism], ex6. A.A. Alﬁdvn).

47 Sce Perry Anderson’s commentary The Divisions of Cyprus, London Review of Books, 24 April 2008.

48 Sce A. Ahmad (2004) Imperialism of Our Time', Preface’ in L. Panitch and C. Leys (eds), The New Imperial

Ch;z/lcngc‘, Athens: Savalas Publications.
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imperialism* Moreover, by undervaluing the importance of class struggles and local political
contestations within Cyprus between various alternative forces of the Lefr and Righ, obliterating
in effect these historical struggles by default or design, the story 1s depicted as a simplistic and one-
sided history that suits natonalist mythologies of Greek Cyprior and Greck chauvinist
historiography, which today masquerades as ‘anti-imperialistic’> There are equivalent Turkish and
Turkish Cypriot approaches: 1t 1s no coincidence that the fears of *Enosis’ (union with Greece) and
Turkish expansionism are what one scholar aptly refers to as ‘mythical realities” within an
ideological system of nationalists of both sides which confirm each other’s myths.!

On a theoretical level, 1t 1s apparent that in analysing the relation between ‘nation” and state’,
the ‘national question’ cannot ignore the mternal configuration of social/political forces as well as
the various expressions and alrernative nationalisms, as though ‘all nationalisms are good” as long
as they are n conflict with ‘imperialism’ The outcome of the ‘national question’ is not teleological,
but 1t 1s the result of a struggle berween the social, economic, political, and 1deological forces: The
deological and political ingredients” are i the making during the ongoing struggles. This
framework can be thought of in terms of the late Althusser, ‘necessity of contingency’>2 During an
epoch marked by significant social transformations, both mnternal and adjacent to the Cypriot
context, critical thought must rethink the current conjuncrure to provide new msights in devising
political strategies for transformations of the furure. Cyprus is a post-colonial divided small state
which has always been a border society at the crossroads berween East and West, berween Europe,
Africa and Asia® The ssland 15 a multi-ethnic and multicultural society i the Eastern
Mediterranean that 1s characterised by 1ts plurality, contrary to nationalistic and orientalist
readings of a romantcised or vilified ‘Cypriot Levant, which (rc)produccs ‘anctent hatreds™ of
Greceks versus Turks. Cypriotncss, as a political culrural space, has the potential of becoming a

49 For a discussion on this 1ssue see Trimikliniotis (Spring 2006) ‘A Communists Posemodern Power Dilemma:
One Step Back, Two Steps Forward, “Soft No" and “Hard Choices™, The Cyprus Review, Vol. 18, No. 1 (Spring),
pp- 37-86.

50 The works of N. Psyroukis and his heir 1s an example which was critiqued by one of the authors of this article. See
N. Trimikliniotis (2010a). Other examples can be found in the Greek edition of Monthly Review, D.
Konstantakopoulos (2009) «Kunpiako: n yewnorukn oupnokvwon tou ‘ehdnvikou mpofinpatog» in the
collective volume Kunpog, lewnohnxes e€ediferc orov 2l aiwva |Geopolitical Developments i the 21
Century], edited by B. Chorafas and L. Rizas, Monthly Review, Athens.

51 Y. Papadakis (1996) ‘Enosis and Turkish Expansionism: Real Myths or Mythic Realities?” in V. Calotychos (ed),
Cyprus and Its People, Nation, Identity, and Experience in an Unimaginable Community, 1995-1997, Oxford:
Westview Press, pp. 69-86.

52 See his later text The Underground Current of the Materialism of the Encounter’ in L. Althusser, Philosophy of
the Encounter, Later Wiitings, 1978-1987, edited by E Matheron and O. Corbet, London: Verso, 2006.

53 Despite accession to the EU, Cyprus remains a ‘border soctety as it links these continents and it retains extremely
important relations with them. Morcover, the reference to Cyprus as a border society 1s a sociological observarion
regarding Cypriot society and its challenges.
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significant third space, which opens up the possibility for plurality, non-essentialism and
authenuicity of a historic bridge culture located at the crossroads of civilisations and power interests.
At the same nme the historical shortcomings and failures of such ventures cannot be overlooked,
as the history of the country 1s far from some 1dyllic scenario: the short life of independence’, which
is 1tself a Limited independence marked by a turbulent geopolitical and ethno-national conflict, a
coup, and war, which has resulted 1n a barbed wire division across the country. In that sense 1t 15
not surprising that, at least today, Cyprus, despite 1ts negligible size, 1s one of the most mulicarised
zones on the planet,  with four foreign armies and two large British bases used to spy in the
region.

Conclusion

The aim of this paper was to review, locate the gaps in knowledge, and critique the approaches to
the theorisation of State formation in Cyprus. It offered a rudimental frame with the itention of
making State formations in Cyprus more understandable, arguing for the need to further elaborate
on a theorisation of the state in Cyprus beyond the descriptive and empiricist accounts. It then
placed the theorisations of the state formations within the conflict in the country. It challenged
widespread but problematic one-dimensional contentions of the Cyprus conflict by countering
such approaches on empirical grounds and presenting thorough theoretical and contexrual
alternative explanations. To this end, the paper aimed to illustrate thar the interest in the case of
Cyprus 1s not confined to 1ts contextual specificities of arca studies because 1t lends 1eself as an
interesting instance i comparative politics, state formation and the international political
cconomy of a localised abridgment of local, regional and global conflicts. The case of Cyprus 1s a
subject of study that extends beyond local interest, not so much in the divisions of the past, but in
the processes unleashed currently which create the potential for a new Cyprus emerging from the
lessons of past fragmentations.

References

Adams, TW. (1971) AKEL: The Communist Party of Cyprus. Stanford: Hoover Instrution Press.
Adams, TW. and Cortrell, A . (1968) Cyprus between East and West. Balumore: The John Hopkins Press.
Agamben, G. (2005) State of Excepron. Chicago: University of Chicago.

54 According to point 28 of the UN Report of the Secretary-General on Cyprus 7 June 1994 §/1994/680: T is
estimated that in recent years there have been in the northern part of island a little less than 30,000 members of
the armed forces of the Republic of Turkey (Turkish Forces), making it one of the most highly militarised areas in
the world in terms of the ratio between the numbers of troops and civilian population’. Available at [heep:/daccess-

dds-nyun.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N94/237/70/IMG/N9423770.pdf? OpenElement|.

105



THE CyPRUS REVIEW (VOL. 22:2 FALL 2010)

Ahmad, A. (2004) Imperialism of Our Time', Preface” in Pamitch, L and Leys, C. (cds.), The New Imperial
Challenge. Athens: Savalas Publications, pp. 43-62.

Althusser, L. (2001) Ideology and Ideological State Apparatus (Notes towards an Invcsrigation) ', Lenin and
Philosophy and Other Essays, Monthly Review Press.

———(2006) ‘The Underground Current of the Materialism of the Encounter’ in Matheron, F and Corbert,
O. (eds), Philosophy of the Encounter; Later Writings, 1978-1987. London: Verso.

Anderson, P (2008) ‘The Divisions of Cyprus, London Review of Books, 24 April 2008,

Anthias, F. (1987) ‘Cyprus n Clark, C. and Payne, T. (eds.), Politics, Security and Development i Small
States. London: Allen and Unwin, pp. 184-200.

Anthuas, F and Ayres, R. (197 8) ‘National Liberation and the Struggle for Soctalism — The Case of Cyprus,
Capital and Class, Vol. 1, pp. 235-244.

— (1983> ‘Ethnicity and Class in Cyprus’, Race and Class, Vol. XXV, No. 1, pp. 59-76.

Argyrou, V. (1994) Tradition and Modernity, The Symbolic Class Struggle of the Cyprior Wedding
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Athanassiou, P (2010) ‘The Status of the “TRNC’ through the Prism of Recent Legal Developments:
Towards a Furtive Recognition?’. The varus Review, Vol. 22, No. 1 (Spring), pp- 1538,

Balakrishnan, G. (2003) Debating Empire. London: Verso Press.

Artalides, M. (1977) Cyprus Reviewed, Nicosia: Jus Cypr

—— (1979) Cyprus, Nationalism and International Poliics. Edinburgh: Q Press.

— (2006) «Iia ov TTohuko pag TTodops» [On our Political Culture|, Iepigteieg I6ewv, Vol. |,
TTokitng 21 May 2006.

Birand, M.A. (1998) ‘Consequences of the Cyprus Problem’, Sabah, Internet Version, 2 April 1998,

Chrysostomides, K. (2000) The Republic of Cyprus. A Study in International Law. Leiden/New York:
Martnus Nijhoff Publishers.

Christodoulides, N. (2010) Ta oxébia Avonc wu Kunpiakouv 1948-1978 [The Plans for Solution to
Cyprus]. Athens: Kastaniois.

Constantinou, M. (2006) Reasons of State and the Constitutional Logic of Quasi-stateness: The Post-
colonial Contradictions of Cyprus’s Integration 1n the European Confederation’, Postcolonial Studies,
Vol. 9 Iss. 3 (Scptcmbcr), pp- 295-310.

Constantinou, C.M. (2008) ‘On the Cyprior States of Exceprion, International Political Sociology, Vol. 2,
pp. 145-164.

Coufoudakis, V. (1976) Essays on the Cyprus Conflict. New York: Pella Publishing Co.

— (2004) ‘Cyprus — The Referendum and 1ts Aftermath’, The Cyprus Review, Vol 16, No. 2 (Fall),
pp. 67-82.

Dodd, CH. (ed) (1993) The Political, Social and Economic Development of Northern Cyprus,
Huntington, England: Fothen Press.

Dunleavy, P and OLeary, B. (1987) Theories of the State: The Politics of Liberal Democracy. Houndmills:
Macmillan Education.

Dunphy, R. and Bale, T. (2007) ‘Red Flag Sull Flying?: Explaining AKEL — Cypruss Communist
Anomaly’, Party Polirics; Vol. 13, No. 3, pp. 287304

Fouskas, VK. and Tackie, AO. (2009) Cyprus: The Post-Imperial Constitution. London: Pluto Press.

Gramsci, A. (1982) Selections from the Prison Notebooks. London: Lawrence and Wishart.

106



RETHINKING CYPRIOT STATE FORMATIONS

Hannay, D. (2005) Cyprus: The Search for a Solution. London: B, Tauris.

Harde, M. and Negri, A. (2000) Empire. Cambridge, Mass: Harvard Unuversity Press.

Hitchens, C. (1997) Afterword’ in Cyprus. Hostage to History, Cyprus from the Ottomans to Kissinger,
3rd edition. London: Verso.

Holland, R. and Markides, D. (2008) The British and the Hellenes: Struggles for Mastery in the Eastern
Mediterranean 1850-1960, Oxford: Oxford Unuversity Press.

Ierodiakonou, L. (2003) TeOraopevn nopeia | Crooked Line/Route]. Nicosta.

Ignatiou, M., Venizelos, C. and Meletis, M. (2005) To Muouxo I'lazapy, 129 pépeg rov ovykovioav tov
erhnviopo [ The Secret Bazaar, 129 Days which Shocked Hellenism|. Achens: A A. AsBavn.

Toannides, CP. (1991) In Turkey’s Image: The Transtormation of Occupied Cyprus mnro a Turkish
Province. New Rochelle, New York: A.D. Caratzas Publisher.

Jessop. B. (1990) Stace Theory, Puttng Capitalist States 1 their Place. Pennsylvama: Pennsylvanian
Unwversity Press.

Katsiaounis, R. (1996) Labour, 5061&)/ and Politics in Cyprus during the Second Half of the Nineteenth
Century. Nicosta: Cyprus Research Centre.

Kattos, S. (1999) ‘State Capital and Labour in Cyprus’. Unpublished PhD thests, University of New South
‘Wales, Sydncy, Australia.

Kitromilides, P (1977) From Coexistence to Confrontation: The Dynamucs of Ethnic Conflict in Cyprus’
in Actalides, M. (ed.), Cyprus Reviewed. Nicosia: Jus Cypri, pp. 35-70.

——— (1979) ‘The Dialectic of Inwlerance’ in Worsley, P. and Kitromuhides, P (eds), Small States in the
Modern World: Conditions for therr Survival revised edition. Nicosia: New Cyprus Association and
Cyprus Geographical Association, Cyprus.

—— (1982) «To 10£0A0Y1KO TTAGio10 t¢ nohukig zwng omv Kunpo» [The Ideological Framework of
Political Life in Cyprus], Tenckidis, G and Kranidious, Y. (eds.), Kunpog — lowopia, npofhiipara kai
aywveg tou Aaov mg [Cyprus — History, Problems and Struggles of its People]. Athens: Esta.

——— (1983) «To Exinviko Kpdtog oav EOviko Kévipo» [The Hellenic State as National Centre],
Tsaousts, DG. (cd), ElAnviopoc kar EAnvixomnta, [5eoAoyikor kair Biwpaukor aéoveg ing Kovawviag
[Hellenism and Helleniciry, Ideological and Experiential Axes of the Society]. Athens: Estia.

——— (1998-99) «Kunpraxeg TToAmkeg otdoerg kar enthvon tou kumprakou» [Cypriot Political Positions
and the Solution to the Cyprus Problem|, 2Zuyxpova ©¢para, Vol. 68-69-70 (]uly 1998-March 1999),
pp. 108-110.

Kizlyarek, N. (1990) ‘The Turkish-Cypriot Upper Class and Question of Identity’ in Mehmer Ali, A. (ed).
Turkish-Cyprior Identty in Literarure. London: FATAL Publications, pp. 2032

——— (1999) Kunpog: To Abigbodo twv Edviiopav [Cyprus: The Impasse of Natuonahsms|. Athens:
Mavpn Aiota.

—— (20006) Kepahiopog H yeveon xai n efehién mg emionpng 1deodoyiac me ovyxpovng Toupkiag
[ The Genesis and Evolution of the Formal Ideology of Turkey|. Achens: exdooeic Meooyeiog.

—— (2009) Or Touxoxunpior, n Toupxia kar 1o Kunpiaxo [The Turkish-Cypriots, Turkey and the
Cyprus Problem|. Athens: Papazisis.

Konstantakopoulos, D. (2009) «Kunpog» |Cyprus| in Chorafas, B. and Ruzas, L. (eds), [ewnoduxec e&e-
sieig otov 2le arwva, |Geopolitical Developments mn the 21st Century|. Athens: Monthly Review.
Available at |herp://konstantakopoulos.blogspotcom/2009/07/blog-post_24.heml], accessed on 11
August 2010.

107



THE CyPRUS REVIEW (VOL. 22:2 FALL 2010)

Loizos, P (1974) ‘The Progress of Greek-Cypriot Natonalism in Cyprus, 1878-1970" in Davies, |. (ed),
Chorce and Change: Essays in Honour of Lucy Mair: London: Achlone Press.

Markides, KC. (1977) The Rise and Fall of the Cyprus Republic. London: Yale University Press.

Mavratsas, C. (2003) EBvixsi Opoyuxia xar Tloruxkn Opogwvia [National Unity and Political
Consensus]. Athens: Katarti.

Moran, M. (1999) Sovereignty Divided: Essays on the International Dimensions of the Cyprus Problem.
Nicosta: CYREP,

Nairm, T. (1979) ‘Cyprus and the Theory of Natonalism’ in Worsley, P and Kitromilides, P (eds), Small
States in the Modern World, Conditions for their Survival revised edition. Nicosia: New Cyprus
Association, Cyprus.

Navaro-Yashin, Y. (2003) Affect in Civil Service: A Study of a Modern State System', Postcolonial Studlies,
Vol. 9, No. 3, pp. 281-294.

——— (2006) ‘Affect in the Civil Service: A Study of a Modern State-system’, Postcolonial Studies: Culrure,
Politics, Economy, Vol. 9 Iss. 3 (Scprcmbcr), pp 281-294.

—— (2009) ‘Affective Spaces, Melancholic Objects: Rumanion and the Production of Anthropological
Knowledge', Journal of the Royal Anthropological Instture, Vol. 15, pp. 1-18.

Necaugil ZM. (1989) The Cyprus Question and the Turkish Posiion m Internarional Law. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

OMalley, B.and Craig, L (1999) The Cyprus Conspiracy — America, Espionage and the Turkish Invasion,
London: [.B. Taurts.

Ozersay, K. (2005) ‘The Excusc of State Necessity and Irs Implications on the Cyprus Conflict, Perceprions:
Journal of International Affairs, Vol. 9 No. 4, pp. 31-70.

Palley, C. (2005) An International Relations Debacle. The UN Secretary-General’s Mission of Good
Offices in Cyprus 1999-2004. Oxford/Portland, Oregon: HART Publishing,

Panayiotou, A. (1999) Island Radicals: The Emeigence and Consolidation of the Left, 1920-1960,
Unpublished PhD Thests, University of California, Santa Cruz

——(2005) «uvopiakég Epneipiec: Eppnvevoviag tov natpiwuopo g Kunpiaking Apiotepag» [Border
Experiences: Interprening the Patrionsm of the Cyprior Left] m Trimuklinions, N. (ed), To
TToproxaii m¢ Kumpou [ The Orange Colour of Cyprus]. Athens: Nisos, pp. 43-74.

——— (2006) ‘Lenin in the Coffee-shop: The Communist Alternative and Forms of Non-western
Modernity’, Postcolonial Studies, Vol. 9, No. 3, pp. 267-280.

Panutch, L and Leys, C. (eds.) (2004) The Socialist Register 2004, The New Imperial Challenge. Achens:
Savalas Publications.

Papadakis, Y. (1996) ‘Enosis and Turkish Expansionism: Real Myths or Mythic Realities?” in Calotychos, V.
(ed), Cyprus and Its People, Nation, Identty, and Experience m an Unimaginable Community, 1995-
1997 Oxford: Westview Press, pp. 69-80.

——— (2007) Echoes from the Dead Zone: Across the Cyprus Divide. London: LB. Taurs.

Papaphilippou, L. (1995) To Aikaio wg Avaykng om Kumpo, Aevkooia [Law of Necessity and
Consurutional Order in Cyprus]. Nicosia: SEK.

Perikleous, C. (2010) Kunpraxii Anpoxpatia 50 Xpovia Enwduvn Topeia [Cyprus Republic 50 years of
Independence]. Athens: Papazizi.

Philippou, L. (2005) «O Avompog Kunpiakog Eyxaeiopog» [Strict Cypriot Enclosure|, EAAnvixii em0e-
wpnon IloAukn¢ Emotnpng Vol. 26, November 2005.

108



RETHINKING CYPRIOT STATE FORMATIONS

Pikis, GM. (2006) Consututionalism — Human Rights — Separation of Powers, The Cyprus Precedent.
Leiden/Boston: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

Dollis, A. (1979) ‘Colonialism and Neo-colonialism: Determinants of Ethnic Conflict in Cyprus’ i
Worsley, P and Kitromilides, P (eds), Small States in the Modern World: Conditions for their
Survival revised edition. Nicosia: New Cyprus Association and Cyprus Geographical Association,
Cyprus, pp. 4579

——— (1998) ‘The Role of Foreign Powers i Structuring Ethnicity and Ethnic Conflict in Cyprus’ in
Calotychos, V. (cd.), Cyprus and Its People, Nation, Identity, and Experience m an Unimaginable
Communty, 1995-1997. Oxford: Westview Press, pp. 87105

Salih, HI. (1978) Cyprus, the Impact of Diverse Nationalism on a State. Alabama: Unuversity of Alabama
Press.

Schmitt, C. (2005) Political Theology: Four Chaprers on the Concepr of Sovereignry. Chicago: Chicago
Unwversity Press.

Sonan, S. (2007) ‘From Bankruptey to Unification and EU-Membership? The Political Economy of Post-
Nationalist Transformation in Northern Cyprus. RAMSES Working Paper 9/07, April 2007,

Soulioti, S. (2006) Fettered Independence: Cyprus 1878-1964 Vol 1I: The Narratve. Minneapolis:
Minnesota Mediterranean and East European Monographs.

Stavrinides, Z. (1976) The Cyprus Conflict: National Identity and Statchood. Nicosia: Loris Stavrinides
Press.

Storrs, R. (1945) Orientations. London: Nicholson and Watson.

Tamkoc, M. (1988) The Turkish Cypriot State: The Embodiment of the Right of Self-Determination.
London: Rustem.

Thompson, E.P. (1963) The Making of the English Working Class. New York: Vintage Books.

Tornaritis, G. (1982a) Cyprus and Its Legal and Consututional and Other Problems. Nicosia: Public
Information Office.

——— (1982b) To molteraxo Sixaio mc Kunpiakii¢c Anpoxpartiac [Constitutional Law of the Republic of
Cyprus], Nicosia: Public Information Office.

Trimikliniotis, N. (2000) The Role of State Processes in the Production Solution of ‘Ethnic’ and ‘National’
Confhect: The Case of Cyprus. Unpublished PhD dissertation 1n Sociology, University of Greenwich,
UK.

——— (2005) ‘The Cyprus Problem: An International Relations Debacle or Merely an Unclimbed Peak?’
The Cyprus Review, Vol. 17 No. 1 (Spring), pp- 144-153.

——— (2006) ‘A Communists Postmodern Power Dilemma: One Step Back, Two Steps Forward, “Soft
No™ and "Hard Choices™, The Cyprus Review, Vol. 18, No. 1 (Spring), pp- 37-86.

—— (2007) «To Kunpiako «doypa g avaykng» Mia (pn*) dnpokpatia oe katdotaon e€aipeong» [ The
Cypriot “Doctrine of Necessiry™s A (NOI]’) Democracy 1 a State of Exceprion?|, [epinererec [dewv,
Tevxoq 15, TToAitng 2 September 2007

——— (2009) ‘Excepuions, Soft Borders and Free Movement for Workers” in Minderhoud, P and
Trimiklintots, N. (cds.), Rethinking the Free Movement of Workers: The European Challenges
Ahead Unwersity of Nijmegen, October 2009, pp. 135-154.

——— (2010a) H Arakexuxs wou Ebvoug-Kpdrou kar to Kabeotwg E€aipeong: Kovwviodoyikeg kar Xu-
viaypaukes Meléteg yia v Evpw-Kunpiakii Xvykupia kar 1o EOviké Ziitnpa [ The Nation-state

109



THE CyPRUS REVIEW (VOL. 22:2 FALL 2010)

Dralectic and the State of Exception — Sociological and Constirutional Studies on the Eurocyprian
Conjuncture and the National Question]. Athens: Savalas.

—— (2010b) ‘H napaxpn ou Kurpiakou kabeotatog eCaipeong: Ano mv opyaviki kpion oty urép-
Paon tou «doyparog mg avaykng»; [The Demuse of the Cypriot State of Exception: From Organic
Crisis to Transcendence of the “Doctrine of Necessity™'| in Perikleous, C. (ed). Kunpiai Anpokpa-
ta 30 Xpovia Enoduvn Topeia [Cyprus Repubhc 50 years of Independence]. Athens: Papazizi, pp.
209-234.

——— (2010¢) Free Movement of Workers in Cyprus and the EU, Vol 1 of Studies on Fundamental
Rights m Cyprus. Nicosia: Centre for the Study of Migraton, Inter-ethnic and Labour Righrs,
Unwversity of Nicosia and PRIO Cyprus Centre.

Trimikliniotis, N. and Bozkurt, U. (forthcoming, 2011) Rethinking the State Formation 1n Gyprus™ in
Trimikliniods, N. and Bozkurt, U. (eds.), Locatng Cyprus within a Global Context: Rethinking
Partitionism and Transtormations of a Mediterrancan Postcolonial State.

Varnava, A. (2006) “Cyprus 15 No Use to Anybody™ The Pawn 1878-1915" in Faustmann, H. and
Peristianis, N. (eds.), Britain in Cyprus, Colonialism and Port-colonialism 1878-2006. Mannheim and
Mohnesce: Bibliopolis, pp. 35-60.

Varnava, A. and Faustmann, H. (eds.) (2009) Reunitying Cyprus: The Annan Plan and Beyond. London:
IB. Taurts.

Volkan, VID. (1998) ‘Turks and Greeks of Cyprus: Psycho-political Considerations’ in Calotychos, V. (ed).
varus and Its People, Nation, [dcntit)/, and Experience in an Unimaginable Comznuniry, 199)-
1997 Oxford: Westview Press, pp. 277300.

Yalman, G. (1997) ‘Bourgeoisic and the State: Changing Forms of Interest Representation within the
Context of the Economic Crises and Structural Adjustment: Turkey during the 1980s” Unpublished
PhD thesis, Manchester School of Social Sciences, Manchester.

Yennaris, C. (2003) From the East: Conflict and Partition in Cyprus. London: Elliot and Thompson.
——— (2008) «Or1 Toupxoxumpror: o1 ahdor eyxhaopiopévor» [ The Turkish-Cypriots: The Other Enclaved],
Documentary Series of «Avorxtoi @dxeror» [Open folders], 11 June 2008, state channel CyBC.
Worsley, P (1979) ‘Communalism and Nationalism in Small Countries: The Case of Cyprus’ in Worsley,
P and Kitromilides, P (cds.), Small States in the Modern World: Conditions for their Survival revised

edition. Nicosia: New Cyprus Association and Cyprus Geographical Association, Cyprus, pp. 1-20.

110





