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HOME, SWEET HOME

“The house where I was born, even if strangers tread  on it, 

there it stands, haunted, like a soul, inviting and waiting for me”

This is how Greek poet Costis Palamas describes a person’s deep desire to return to the house where he was born.  However, in today’s world, is such a desire, which springs directly from the heart, always achievable?  Or is it, that heart and soul are on one side and reason and reality on the other?  Was Blaise Pascal, the French philosopher and scientist of the 17th century, probably more accurate, when he wrote in his book “Pensées” (“Thoughts”) that “The heart has its own reasons, which are quite unknown to the head”?  After all it seems that the above Greek poem paints with rose colours of hope, a world rife with slums, “Darfours”, injustice and shameless breaches of human rights.

Many Greek and Turkish Cypriots have lost their homes as a result of the Turkish invasion and occupation of 1974.  Thirty six years have already gone by.  Memories are fading away and disappearing in the mist of History.  Will all those people ever manage to go back to their homes?  What does justice dictate?  And then, whatever justice prescribes, is there a practical way to implement its judgments, on a planet where another dictum is imposed in an arbitrary way?  That of Roman philosopher Seneca, who said that “might makes right”.

In our course through History we have totally ignored the above dictum.  We have also ignored realities.  We remained glued to international resolutions, the way we perceived them.  We have lost and still lose sight of the fact that these resolutions have never provided that justice is solely on our side – something which I indicated time and again in the past.  The messages and the proposals made to us by the international community were never correctly assessed and understood.  Take the example of Tassos Papadopoulos, who confessed in the year 2005 (with a delay of 45 years) that the Zurich – London Agreements which in 1960 he considered as a “curse”, were in reality a “blessing”.  How can we ever go forward, when our decision making is that “fast” and “sharp”?  In the circumstances, we are lucky indeed that we still control  one half of the island of Cyprus.

So, will Cypriots go back to their birthplaces 36 (and in some cases 47) years later?  Is there such a possibility, or does the case of Cyprus not differ any more from the wishful thinking of some Greeks to return to Smyrna, 88 years after the 1922 catastrophe?

In my article “Lost Territories” of the 12th June 2006, I refer to a meeting I had in Helsinki with the Foreign Minister of Finland on the 5th October 1990.  Talking about properties lost, the Minister said:   “My own home lies dozens of kilometers from where we are now.  My family lost it, together with thousands of Finns who lost their homes, when 10% of our territory became Soviet territory.  Try and find a solution to your problem soon”, he advised, “because neither the return of properties nor the payment of compensation is easy after an armed conflict”.  In my above article I also underscored the fact that huge properties were also lost in the wake of the Second World War in Poland (she lost a net 25% of her territory), in Romania, in Hungary and elsewhere and that millions of Europeans lost their lands and their homes without any compensation.  I also reminded that we also lost a war in Cyprus in 1974.

So, which are the mistakes committed in Cyprus?  And where do we stand today?

1.
WE HAVE IGNORED and we are guilty of gross negligence, as far as the factor “time” is concerned.  We failed to grasp the importance of “time”, despite the strong voices of some of us, which unfortunately fell on deaf ears.  An example:  When Jimmy Carter was elected in 1976 as President of the United States, the Cypriots were rejoicing, the bells of the churches were tolling and an initiative on Cyprus was anticipated.  So, the Americans, after consultations with us, presented the Anglo-American-Canadian Plan in November 1978, which might have led to a balanced solution to our problem, just 4 years after the invasion when conditions were much better than what they are today.  Varosha would be returned to its residents (without numerical restrictions), who would go back upon the commencement of the talks and would stay there, even if the talks were to fail.  The Americans emphasized that the Plan had the full support of President Carter and a number of  strong countries.  They also indicated that we should move fast, as long as the wounds of the invasion were fresh and not dried up and solidified.  This was also mentioned to us at the meeting of President Kyprianou and President Carter at the White House on the 6th October 1978 (a month before the Plan was handed over to us).  But we said “No” to the Plan.  So, the Plan faded away, the opportunity was lost.  Varosha was also lost and Cyprus remained divided.  We also met President Reagan on the 9th December 1981.  But the Americans since then, were never really interested in Cyprus any more.  During the past seven years there was no meeting at all between the Cypriot and the American Presidents.  And when the leader of the superpower, whom all other world leaders try to meet (in most cases successfully) avoids to meet our President, what sort of a solution to our problem do we think that we shall ever achieve?  If the Americans dislike the solution, are we immersed in the fallacy that the solution will go through?  If the Americans say “No”, will Turkey ever nod her consent?

2.
WE HAVE IGNORED our small size.  We have overlooked the fact that as far as strength is concerned we are almost non-existent.  We often consider that we are the epicentre of the world.  However:  Our population is equal to one seventh of the one thousandth of the world population.  The area of our territory is comparatively even smaller.  The size of our economy is equal to one third of the one thousandth of the world economy.  Our military strength is negligible. On many occasions however our decisions and actions are not commensurate with our capabilities.  We have ditched all opportunities (15 of them since 1948) for the solution of our problem and we now try desperately to go back to our homes.

3.
WE HAVE IGNORED the fact that justice is not exclusively on our side.  And we never had the virtue and the courage to undertake our own share in the Cyprus mess.  Since I took over the Ministry of Foreign Affairs it became clear and obvious to me, that the world community, irrespective of our arguments, had never concluded that we were “saints” or the only victims in Cyprus.  This is why resolutions on Cyprus were never in line with our wishes.  This is why we have been attacking the officials of the United Nations and other countries who handle our problem.  This is why we are often taken by surprise.  

4.
WE HAVE IGNORED the fact that neither the solution to our problem nor the issue of property rights will ever be resolved through the judicial process.  The recent judgment of the European Court of Human Rights, whereby the Immovable Property Commission and the High Court in the north are legalised, in real terms disseminates indirectly the harsh message that the Greek Cypriot properties in the north will not be handled in a different manner than the properties of other Europeans mentioned above, who have lost their properties in the past.  I have the feeling that the results of the work of the above Commission will be anything from zero to very little and the process will take years and years to be implemented.

I believe that there could be a glimmer of hope for some arrangements in regard to properties only if the Cyprus problem is resolved.  For restitution, compensation or exchange.  However how shall we reach a solution and how will the issue of properties be resolved, when some Greek Cypriot politicians wish and pray for the election of Eroglou, whose official position is in favour of the creation of two states?  
Poet Palamas, I fear that Cypriots may disappoint you.  Past mistakes do not teach us anything at all, so your moving and sweet poem and your visions may well remain unimplemented.
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