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Immigrants in Smyrna — Refugees in Greece:
Subsequent Transformations of Identity among
Kytherian Migrants

We think that our paper legitimises in a way Antonis Liakos’s suggestion
that all our studies have an autobiographical character. As a matter of fact
our paper denotes also the transformation of two historians of the seven-
teenth and the eighteenth centuries to contemporary historians. For both of
us, Vienna — either as a centre for social history and historical anthropology,
or as place of study, scientific inquiry and exchange — has played a signifi-
cant role in our personal and scientific evolution.

During the last years we both had the opportunity to work on problems
concerning migration and refugees’ memory at the “Foundation of the Hel-
lenic World” (FHW), a private cultural foundation in Athens. There are two
large scale projects, the “Encyclopedia of Asia Minor Hellenism” and the
“Refugees’ Genealogy and Testimonies Project”, which act as the departure
point of our intellectual travel into the world of the migration of Aegean
Greeks to Asia Minor and the reverse movements of refugees after the defeat
of the Greeks in the War of 1919-1922. Yannis Karachristos has written
several papers on migration and on various Greek Orthodox communities.
Among them, one deals with the different migratory movements of the
Orthodox population of Asia Minor.* In the FHW genealogy department we
have collected — and we still collect — genealogies of refugees’ families,
who, in many cases, initially originated from the present Greek State.2 We

! loannis KaracHrisTos, Theoretische Uberlegungen zur Wahrnehmung der Migration. Am
Beispiel von Migrationen griechisch-orthodoxer Bevdlkerungsgruppen Kleinasiens, in
Wiener Byzantinistik und Neograzistik. Beitrdge zum Symposion Vierzig Jahre Institut
fiir Byzantinistik und Neograzistik der Universitat Wien im Gedanken an Herbert Hunger
(Wien, 4.-7. Dezember 2002), [Byzantina et Neograeca Vindobonensia XXIV], Verlag
der Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften. Vienna, 2004, p. 231-240.

2 See: http://genealogy.ime.gr.
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have also interviewed over 100 refugees, who talked about their reminis-
cences of their ancestors and family history.® The participation in this project
indicates that a lot of people still share a “refugee identity” which is ex-
pressed by the technically false terminus “first, second, third refugees’
generation”.*

In the course of the twentieth century, we experienced an amalgamation
of the Greek population and the rise of new social and local identities, such
as the Macedonian identity of Pontian, Greek and Slavic-Macedonian ele-
ments, or as the new urban identities in Attica and Thessaloniki.> On the
other hand, personal biodromes indicate a more complicated process of
construction and reconstruction of identities, which very rarely comes to
word or is depicted in the large-scale images of grand history.

In the words of Dominic La Capra, “identity does involve modes of be-
ing with others that range from the actual to the imagined, virtual, sought-
after, normatively affirmed, or utopian”.® In our case, memory plays a sig-
nificant role in the expression and the awareness of personal identity. Mem-
ory can be examined from different aspects and in different contexts, but we
think that communicative memory fits our case best, because it is closer to
biography and individual experience, and because it uses more interaction,
personal contacts and performative processes than media, propaganda and
mass communication. It is created in the context of small memory commu-
nities (called here mnemonic communities), and affects a maximum of three
to four generations.”

3 On the genealogical evolution of this genre of Asia Minor Refugees’ Testimonies see,
MicHAEL WARLAS, And ) Sikaotik katdfson otnyv tnAgontiki cuvévtevén. Teyvoroyia
‘LOPTUPLOV’ HIKPAGIATOV TPOSEVY®V, in the proceedings of the conference “Claiming
History. Aspects of Contemporary Historical Culture” held in Athens on November
30-December 2, 2001, in the CD-ROM accompanying the journal Historein 4 (2003—
2004), Athens 2004.

See, MicHAEL WARLAS, H Stopoppon g tpocpuytkng pviung, in Giorcos TzebopouLos

(ep.), ITépa and v Kazaotpoes. Athens (IME), 2003, pp. 148-150.

5 On Greek Macedonian identities see PETER MACKRIDGE AND ELENI YANNAKAKIS (EDS.),

Ourselves and others: the development of a Greek Macedonian cultural identity since

1912, Oxford (Berg), 1997.

Dominic La Carra, History in Transit: Experience, ldentity, Critical Theory. Ithaca and

London, 2004, p. 37.

7 On memory in general, see ALeipA AssmMANN, Erinnerungsréume. Formen und Wandlun-
gen des kulturellen Gedéachtnisses. Munchen (Verlag C. H. Beck), 2003. On social mem-
ory as a special aspect of collective memory, see HARALD WELZER (HRsG.), Das soziale
Gedéchtnis. Geschichte, Erinnerung, Tradierung. Hamburg, 2001. On communicative
memory see Jan Assman, Das kulturelle Ged&chtnis. Schrift, Erinnerung und politische
Identitat in frihen Hochkulturen, Minchen (Verlag C.H.Beck), 1999, p. 48-56.
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Communicative memory focuses on narration and representation and
gives us the chance to objectify identity through narratives instead of con-
sidering identity as an essential analytical category in historical inquiry.
Identity issues can be expressed through questions that reveal how people
transform their identities, how they are able to adopt new identities, and how
much new or alternating identities confront older or institutionalised ones.

Voluntary migration and forced migration put identity issues into a new
context. Shared trauma leads people to idealize the place they once lived in,
and very often to adopt a hard and inelastic version of local or ethnic iden-
tity, even if these same people seem to react very differently in other aspects
of their personal and social lives.? The trauma minimizes the gap between
different generations, which experience through narratives and memory
rituals imaginary impressions of their lost homeland. Even then, what we
see as crystallized identities are actually crystallized representations of iden-
tities in the context of the specific collective memory of the community.®

Historical events and processes affect memory and identity rather indi-
rectly, changing the mnemonic community, its limits, its structure and the
position of its members. In the case of Kytherian migrants in Asia Minor
we can notice a double shift, before and after 1922. Before 1922 the move-
ment to Smyrna put the migrants in the context of Kytherian Diaspora out
of the island, in Greece or over the world. After 1922 the Smyrnioi-Kyth-
erians became refugees, a social and political group different from other
Kytherian migrants. New generations grew up with a distant echo of their
origin, but very seldom did they visit the island or did they settle in their
supposed villages. The symbols of their mnemonic communities and their
social or cultural networks turn around Smyrna and its bourgeois tradition
or myth. Local identity became a matter of choice, of culture, of social
orientation and scope.

Obijects or concepts with specific symbolic value may connect people to
one or the other place and group. Family or birth house, matrimonial posi-
tions, signs of family continuity like name giving, the family feasts and the
cult of ancestors or community saints, letters, documents and photographs
encourage people to invest in one or another identity. The material base of
the family, the inheritance or the opportunity to acquire new property, like

8 PeTer Loizos, The Heart Grown Bitter: A Chronicle of Cypriot War Refugees. Cambridge
(Cambridge University Press), 1981.

® See W. BoHLEBER, Trauma, Trauer und Geschichte, in: LiescH, B., Rusen, J. (Ep.), Trau-
er und Geschichte. Kdln, 2001, pp.131-145, the citation on p.144.
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the refugees’ houses, possibilities to obtain new resources or wealth played
a major role in the formation of new local identities.

The wide spread in family and community history “crisis hypothesis”
would find here a wide spectrum of alternative uses. Biographies and life
stories show us the importance of the particular and the dynamics of micro-
structures. Kinship, economic and emotional ties would be recreated over
and over again in the troubled times of the interwar, war and post-war pe-
riods, with differentiating effects on the experience of specific age groups,
professional groups and social milieus. Reproduction, marriage patterns and
familial or personal strategies can shed light on what larger history and
statistics consider unquestionable or dark.

The generational approach involves again the issue of timing for adopting
or transforming a local / social identity, and the issue of the importance of
turning points within the family cycle and the personal life course.’® Even
the interest in, or the significance of, knowledge of one’s local origin can
be seen rather as the apparatus of one or the other generation to gain self-
consciousness and to achieve a position in his Lebenswelt.!

Although we are trained as historians, we shall try to examine how all
these different aspects influence the present situation. How they interact with
the narrated identities as well as with the countable or experienced evalu-
ated “realities”. How personal history interacts with structural processes,
historical events and the culture of being with the others.

10 On the family cycle and the life course approach, see REINHARD SIEDER AND MICHAEL MIT-
TERAUER, The reconstruction of the family life course. Theoretical problems and empirical
results, in R. WALL, J. RoBIN AND P. LasLeTT (eps.), Family Forms in Historic Europe.
Cambridge, 1983, pp. 309-345, TamArA K. Hareven (Ep.), Transitions. The Family and
the Life Course in Historical Perspective. New York-London e.a., 1978, especially, Ta-
MARA K. HAReveN, Introduction: The Historical Study of the Life Course, pp. 1-16; JANET
Z.GieLe AND GLEN H. ELDER, Methods of Life Course Research: Qualitative and Quantita-
tive Approaches. Thousand Oaks, CA, 1998; TamArA K. HAREVEN, Recent Research on
the History of the Family, in MicHAEL DrAkE (ep.), Time, Family and Community. Perspec-
tives on Family and Community History. Oxford, 1994, pp. 13-43 and Brian ELLioTT,
Biography, Family History and the Analysis of Social Change, ibid., pp. 44-63; JEaN
Cuisener (ep.), The Family Life Cycle in European Societies. Paris, 1977; TAMARA HARE-
veN, Cycles, Cources and Cohorts: Reflections on Theoretical and Methodological
Approaches to the Historical Study of the Family Development, in: Journal of Social
History 12.1 (1978), pp. 97-1009.

1 JurceN HaBermas, Theorie des Kommunikativen Handelns. Frankfurt a.M., 1981, Bd. I,
p. 173ff.
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Why Kythera?

From one point of view there exists a set of issues, common among dif-
ferent local or social groups of the Orthodox and refugees population of Asia
Minor, which concern local identity and special ties with relatives, compa-
triots and the homeland. We may wonder how the inhabitants of the eastern
Aegean islands received the refugees who originated from their islands, like
the refugees from Meli, Kato Panayia or Dikeli who have been finally settled
in Attica or the western Peloponnese.*? We may wonder how the refugees
decided to adopt their more recent identity of Meliotis, Vourliotis or Smyrni-
os instead of the former one of Chiotis, Naxiotis or Veriotis.®* The “Catas-
trophe” seems to crystallize identities which had remained for decades be-
fore 1922 in ambiguity. From another point of view the thousands of Smyrnioi
had never managed to create populous and coherent refugees’ associations,
such as the associations organized by refugees originating from much small-
er settlements, for example from Sinasos.'*

The case of Smyrnioi—Kytherians is fascinating regarding both points
that have been mentioned above. First, they have lost or neglected their
former Kytherian identity in favour of the later Smyrniot one, and second,
as Smyrnioi they disappeared from the public sphere, hidden behind the
imagined global identity of western Asia Minor refugees.

Kytherians represented the most numerous and distinct group among the
Greek Orthodox of Smyrna with a long tradition of corporate organization.
Besides traditional religious practices, the members of Kytherian communi-
ties of the Smyrna district participated also in modern practices and rituals,
such as elections trips or excursions to the island and the sponsorship of
educational institutions of their towns.*

Kythera has seen a long tradition of migration to Aegean urban centres
or to overseas destinations, and migration during the last two centuries is a

12 Nikos ANDRIOTIS, «To Mikpd Tolidy: H dpiln ko1 eykatdotacn tmv ukpaciatay mpo-
opdywv otig Owodooeg. ABva, 1998.

13 Georgios Katramopoulos, who was a prominent figure of the Union of Smyrniots in
Athens (Evoon Zpvpvaiov) and very well known for his autobiographical books,
although in his first book refers to his Macedonian origin from Veroia never questions
his Smyrniot identity, see Giorcos TH. KaTrRAMOPOULOS, TTwg va oe Ceydow Zuipvn
ayamnuévy. Abmva, 1994, pp. 11-12.

% MicHAEL WARLAS, H S0p10p@mon g TpocLYIKNG UvAUNG, in GIORGOS TZEDOPOULOS
(ep.), Iépo. amé v Kotootpogij: Mixpaoidtes [Ipdopuyes otny EJAddo tov Meoomolé-
uov. Athens, 2003, p. 161ff.

% For all the above mentioned issues that concern the migration of Kytherians to Asia
Minor see next chapter.
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stable factor of the island’s economic and social life. Nowdays, the Kythe-
rian identity is shared not only by the residents of the island or the internal
migrants to Attica, but also by second and third generation immigrants in
Australia and North America. An impressive website operated by Australian
Kytherian organizations illustrates these identity concerns.®

In recent years, Kythera has been the focus of many scientific confer-
ences and studies with special interest in issues of migration and local
identity.?” Last but not least, every summer many tourists visit the local
historical and municipal archives in order to search their genealogy and
family history.

The linear history

Until 1922, Kytherians used to migrate to Asia Minor, and especially to
Smyrna. The first information that is known to us about the presence of
Kytherian immigrants in Smyrna dates to 1776. Gheorghios Zervos wrote
his testimony just before leaving the island of Kythera on his way to Smyr-
na, where he would meet his relatives and compatriots and seek work with
their help.’® The Kytherians continued to migrate to Asia Minor throughout
the eighteenth and the nineteenth centuries. In the nineteenth century, and
especially during its second half, the above-mentioned migratory movement

16 Visit ,,Kythera-Family.net for the world wide Kytherian Community“, http://www.ky-
thera-family.net/ , viewed on 26" April 2005.

17" ATHANASIA GLYKOFRYDI — LEONTITSI (ED.), 4 " A1c6véc Zovédpio KvOnpaikawv Meletdv, 20—-24
Zerreufpiov 2000. KoOnpo.: MbOog kar mpayuotikomza., T.1-5, KoOnpa (EredbOepo Avor-
k16 [Movemomuo Anpov Kvbnpwv) 2003, Ered0epo Avowtd IMavemorio Anpov Kv-
Onpov — Epyastiplo Kowvovikdv Emomuov Houdayoywkod Tufpetog Anpotikng Exrai-
devong Hovemompiov Abnvav, Emempovikn) épevva ota Kubnpa, Enionun topovcioon
tov IIpaktikdv o A" Awebvovg Zvvedpiov Kvbnpaikdv Meletdv kot Emotpovikd
Yvunodoto, KoOnpa, 19-21 Zentepfpiov 2003, Kvdnpaikog Zovdeopog — Xmopo Kudrpwv.
podypoppa, Exevbepo Avorkto [avemouio Afpov Kubnpaov — Epyaotipio Kowovikov
Emompav Houbaymywkod Tuqpatog Anpotikng Exnaidevong [avemompiov Adnvov —
Efvikd Kévipo EAMmvikov Meketdv kot ‘Epevvag (EKME) Tavemompuiov La Trobe
MelBovpvng g Avotpariog, Aebvég Zvvédpio Kubnpaiky Metavdaotevon. lotopikn
Aoomopd kot Zoyypoveg ITAnbvopaxég Metakwmoetg, KoOnpa, 16-19 Zentepppiov 2004,
Kvbnpaikdg Zovoeopog - Xapo Kudnpov. See also the Journal Noorog. [eprodikn éxdoon,
1 (ABnva 2002). 2 (ABnve 2003) and as an example of a series of published sources from
the Local History Archives, Emm. G. DrAKAKIS, Anéiapyixd. fifflio. KoBipwv. Evopio tne
Hovayiog Dopiwtioong Totouod 1731-1856. Abqva, 2003.

At this point we would like to thank Kalypso Michalakaki, who kindly helped us provid-
ing much useful information and material concerning Kythera and Kytherians’ history.

18 ANASTASIOS STRATIGOS, H peydin xubnpaikn wopowkio Xpdpvng 1776-1923, Kvbnypaixij
Emibeapnoig, 1 (1923), p. 365.
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became more intense, with its greater peaks following events such as agrar-
ian crisis and famine (1850), or war (1856). After 1897 Asia Minor and
Smyrna were no longer the preferred destination for the Kytherian immi-
grants, who by then had found their way to America and Australia.*®

Initially the Kytherian immigrants worked as sharecroppers at Turkish-
owned farms in the surrounding plains according to a general pattern, which
was developed by Greek Orthodox immigrants, who during the same period
came from other places, such as the Peloponnese.?’ The most successful
sharecroppers bought their land out, while others gradually entered the com-
mercial sector. Some even managed to enter the higher levels of the Smyr-
na society, thus becoming bankers, architects, doctors and lawyers.?* After
arriving at Smyrna, they made use of the advantages their either lonian-Brit-
ish or Greek (after 1864) citizenship offered them, as well as of the existing
networks of Kytherians, in order to obtain a better position in the local
economy and society. As a result of the above-mentioned strategies, many
of the newcomers started their career in Smyrna as escorts or servants in
British or Greek households.?

¥ On the migration of Kytherians during the 19" century see, STrATIGOS, ibid. p. 373. T".X.
TsamBIrAS, H petaviaotevoig twv Kubnpiov, Newspaper: @wvij twv Kubipwv, 15/7/1925,
p. 4.

For a classification on Greek migration, see loannis KaracHrisTos, Theoretische Uber-
legungen zur Wahrnehmung der Migration. Am Beispiel von Migrationen griechisch-
orthodoxer Bevélkerungsgruppen Kleinasiens, in Wiener Byzantinistik und Neograzistik.
Beitrdge zum Symposion Vierzig Jahre Institut fur Byzantinistik und Neogrézistik der
Universitat Wien im Gedanken an Herbert Hunger (Wien, 4.—7. Dezember 2002), [By-
zantina et Neograeca Vindobonensia XXIV], Verlag der Osterreichische Akademie der
Wissenschaften. Vienna, 2004, pp. 239-240. For a further documentation, see also K.
Mawoni, [Tehomovviolor 6t M. Acioa, in: llpaxtixe B AieBvoidg Zvvedpiov [lelomovvn-
aloxa@v Zrovdwv: Ilatpor, 25-31 Maiov 1980 (ABMva 1981) pp. 209224, P. KONTOGIAN-
NIs, O1 EAAnveg katd. tov mpwrtov eni Aikotepivig B pwoootovpkiov molsuov (1768—
1774). Athens, 1903, pp. 378-423.

2 For an overview of the development of Greek — Orthodox population in western Asia
Minor see SiA ANAGNOSTOPOULOU, Mikpd Adia, 19 ai. — 1919 O1 EAAnvopOédoleg kot-
voroteg: Ané to MiAdét twv Poudv ato EAnviké EOvog. Athens, 1997, pp. 190-224.
On the Kytherian migrants, see D. ANDRITSAKIS-FOTIADIS, Eévot tepmyntég ota Kodnpa,
in D. ANDRITSAKIS-FoTIADIS AND MICHAIL PETROCHEILOS (EDS.), KvOnpaird Meletijuazo.
Athens, 1982, p. 93; ANnastasios STRATIGOS, H peydin xvbnpaiki mapowkio Tpopvng
1776-1923, KvOnpoikiy EmOewmpnoig, 1 (1923), p. 368-372 and PanacioTis KAMILAKIS,
Kvbnprot ot Zpopwvn kot ot Mikpd Acia, in Aebvég Zuvédpro, Kubnpaikn petava-
otevon: lotopikn dracmopd kot cuyypoves mAnbvopokes petaxivnoets. Kobnpa, 1619
YemtepPpiov 2004, Kvbnpaikdg Zovdeopog — Xapo Kvdpwv, in print.

On the advantages of British Protection over lonian subjects see, GEorce LeonTsinis, The
island of Kythera: A Social History (1700-1863). Athens, 1987, pp. 281-282. See also
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The city of Smyrna was by no means the only place where they settled.
According to the existing information many Kytherians stayed in localities
around Smyrna, such as Bournovas, Koukloutzas, Vairakli, Boutzas and Kor-
delio, or in other localities on the west coast of Asia Minor, such as Ayvalik,
Kasaba, Aydin, Kusantasi and Olutzak. Finally, others found their way into
the interior, i.e. into the sancak of Sarouhan, Konya and Kayseri.?

The Kytherian immigrants retained their local identity and group coher-
ence despite the distance that separated them from their place of origin, as
well the rising inequalities inside their sub-community, through collective
action and spiritual connections with, or donations to, the homeland’s com-
munal and religious institutions. Before 1922 those who maintained their
Greek citizenship did actually return to the island on election dates, in order
to vote.?* The Kytherians were in fact the biggest organized local group of
immigrants among Smyrna’s Greek Orthodox population.?® The earliest
information concerning their collective action dates back to 1806, when they
donated a substantial sum of 500 curus to the Cathedral of Aghia Foteini,
an act that enabled them to hold a mass in this church every year on the 24th
of September, a very important day for their local religious practices, since
it was dedicated to Panaghia Myrtidiotissa. The monastery of “Panaghia
Myrtidiotissa” was and still is the island’s most important religious institu-

Nikoraos G. FoTiNos, Avauvioeis kai 1otopriuazo. arno t Zuvpvy. Athens (Exdocelg
«Evooeng Zpvpvoiovy — 25), 1986, p. 19; Nikolaos Fotinos gives some illuminating
examples of migrants carriers.

EMM. P. KaLLIGEROS, O1 KvBnpiot the Zudpvng kot ot youéves matpioes, Athens (Etoipeio
Kvbnpaikov Merétov — ap. 4),1993, p.6—7, MicHAIL PETROCHEILOS, [otopia ts Nioov
KoBijpwv, Athens, 1940, p. 114-115, ANAasTAsIOS STRATIGOS, H peydhn kobnpaikn mopot-
kio, Zpopvng 17761923, in: KvbOnpaixi Embecopnoig, 1 (1923), p. 368-372, GIANNIs
CHioTAkis, To ywpié uov o Kovkiovtldg, Athens, 1972, p. 36, 69. George Tsampiras
estimated in 1925 the number of Kytherians who migrated and lived in Smyrna and other
localities in Asia Minor before 1922 as following: «...ot eigc Zudpvyv uetoikijoavies omé
o0 1850 xou petémeira avépyovrar eigc 8000 mepimov €& wv eykateoTRUEVOL €I1G UEV TV
ol g Zuvpvng mepi tag 2000 o1 de loimoi eig ta. wepic kou kvpiwg e1g Kovilovtlay kot
Mrmovpvofov évOa kor nruacay wg kabopie kvbnpaikoi ovvoikiouo». G.S. TSAMPIRAS,
«H peravéotevolg tov Kubnpiov», Newspaper @wvii tmv KoOijpwv, 15/7/1925, p. 4.
«Ot TovoyLYOL VEOL Kat Ot TOVpKOGTTOpOW, Newspaper Pawvij twv KoBipwv, 15/7/1925,
p- 2, and «To ppoévnpa twv ev Zpdpvn Kudnpilov dud tv viicov», Newspaper @wvij twv
Kvbiipwv, 31/3/1932, p. 1. NikoLaos G. FoTINos, Avouvijoeis ko1 1otopijuata omd ™
2uvpvn, p. 41. This practice was also mentioned by his daughter, Mary, in an interview
given to the authors at 18-11-2004.

% StAMATIOS ANTONOPOULOS, Mikpd Acia. Athens, 1907, p. 116
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tion and a symbol of local identity among the global Kytherian Diaspora.?
In 1830 they formed a brotherhood under the name “Kytherian Brotherhood,
Panaghia Myrtidiotissa” (Kv@npaixiy Adedpotng, [avoyio. Muptidiwticon),
which is actually the oldest known organization of immigrants in Smyrna.?
According to its statutes that were published in 1887 and in 1892, the broth-
erhood aimed to maintain good relations among its members, to help unem-
ployed and poor compatriots, to make yearly contributions to the Greek
Hospital (EAApviké Noookousio) and to the Evangelic School (Evayyedixi
2yoAr) in Smyrna in order that Kytherians have access to these institutions,
and last but not least to organize necessary religious celebrations, i.e. Pan-
aghia Myrtidiotissa on September 24", and Saint Theodore on May 12th.?®
The brotherhood included members not only from Smyrna, but also from
many of the above-mentioned localities where Kytherian immigrants set-
tled.? Apart from the yearly contributions, which were just mentioned and
passed through the brotherhood’s collective action, many Smyrnioi-Kythe-
rians were members of various educational and charitable institutions, which
they often sponsored with substantial sums of money.*®

% ANASTASIOS STRATIGOS, H peydin xubnpaikn mapoikio Zuopvng 1776-1923, in: KvOnpa-
ik Embecdpnoig, 1 (1923), p. 365-366.
Collective action in various groups of immigrants in large cities such as Smyrna and
Constantinople was, at that time at least, passing through a certain guild that was control-
led by the specific group of immigrants as a result of professional specialization. Only
later, during the second half of the 19" century, did they start to form associations on the
basis of their common place of origin. Once again, this practice has been recorded
mostly from Constantinople, rather than Smyrna. See Toanna PETROPOULOU, H vevport-
k1N Con omv Kanrmadokio tov 19 cwdva: M okaypaenon, in: Karradoxio: epujyn-
on oty Xpiouaviky Avazols. Athens, 1991, p. 40ff.
On Saint Theodore of Kythera see N. Oikonomipis, O Biog tov ayiov @coddpov Kvdfipav,
in: Ipaxticd Tpizov Hovioviov Zvvedpiov, V.1, Athens 1967, 264-291.
For the Kytherian brotherhood see StamaTios ANToNoPOULOS, Mixpd Aaic. Athens, 1907,
p. 142, MicHAIL PETROCHEILOS, lotopia e Nijoov KvBipwv. Athens, 1940, p. 114-115.
Kyriaki MAMONI, Zopatetokn opyévoon tov eAMAnvicpo ot Mikpd Acio: B” ZoAloyot
mg loviog, dedtiov Iotopikic kor EOvoloyikic Etaipeiog e EALddog, 28 (1985) p. 99—
100, MicHAIL PETROCHEILOS, lotopio. t¢ Nijoov KvOipwv. Athens, 1940, p. 114-115,
Karypso MicHALAKAKI, KvOnpaikn petavdctevon: Aopég Kot Aettovpyio T@v kudnpai-
KOV 6LALOYOV ec®TEPIKOD (ATTIKNG) THdpvng ko Ale&dvdpetog, in Aebvég Zuvédpio,
Kvbnpaikn petavdotevon: lotopikn dtouomopd kot oOyypoveg TANOVGUIOKES PETAKIVI-
oeg. Koonpa, 16-19 Zentepfpiov 2004, Kvbnpaikog Xovoeospoc — Xopa Kvdipwv, in
print. This paper is based on her ongoing PhD thesis at the University of Athens on
«KvOnpaikéc Adehpdtntes, cuAloyot Kot copateio [epaid, AOMvag, Zpvpvng kot Ade-
EGvdpetogy.
30 ANASTASIOS STRATIGOS, H peydin xuBnpaikn mapoikio Zuvpvng 1776-1923, in: KvOnpa-

ik Embecpnoig, 1 (1923), p. 377-378.
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In 1907 the brotherhood organized an excursion from Smyrna to Kythera
in order to participate in the feast for Panaghia Myrtidiotissa. This event was
widely publicised, and an account was published in a Kytherian Yearbook
of 1909.3! The brotherhood was still active on 25 December 1921, when an
alternation to the statutes was proclaimed in the local press.®? After the 1922
Catastrophe of Smyrna there is no further mention of the brotherhood. Those
of them who managed to escape found refuge in Greece, but only few of
them returned to Kythera. According to the official refugees’ census in 1923,
only 446 persons returned to Kythera,* when their total population in 1907
was roughly estimated in the thousands and increased in the period of the
Greek Occupation 1919-1922.3 Their local distribution on the island allows
us to suppose that many of them returned to their villages of origin, or to
the places where they had found refuge during the First World War at the
time of the so-called “first persecution” (IIpcrog Aiwyudg).® Similar refu-
gees’ movements have also been noted in other places in Greece, such as
Chios, Samos, Thebes®* etc.

The majority of the Kytherians that left Asia Minor settled in Piraeus and
in Athens. From this point on, the information that we have been able to
gather about them becomes relatively scarce. At least for the first years there
is no information about any collective action from their side. They neither
form any association, nor do they try to settle all together in one place, fol-
lowing the example of other groups of refugees. There exists also no infor-

3 «H exdpoun g Adehpotnrog gig KoOnpa. (Evivndoeig mopevpedéviogy, in Dionysios
S. Aweanakis, KvOnpaikn Eretnpis. Etiaiov KvOnpoixov Huepoloyiov lotopixov, Zroti-
otkov, Opnokevtikov, Kowvawvikov ki, Etog A” 1909. Kythera, 1909, pp. 78-83.

% Newspaper «Koopog: TIpown AveEdaptnrog Eonuepicn, Nr. 1100, 25.12.1921/7.1.1922.

¥ Y. Yywewng, [povolog ko Avtiayeme. TpApo Etatiotikic, Anoypagh tpocehymv

evepynBeioa kat’ Ampidov 1923 ..., Athens, 1923.

Dionysios S. ALeanakis, To KoOnpa, in: Kobnpaixy Eretnpic... Etoc A™ 1909, Kythera,
1909 p. 16. ANasTAsIOS STRATIGOS, H peydin kobnpaikn mapowcio Zpopvng 1776—-1923,
in: KvOnpaixy Emleampnoig, 1 (1923), p. 384.

132 returned to Potamos, 69 to Mylopotamos, 48 to Karvounades and 51 to the city of
Kythera. The difference in numbers among these and the other localities of the island
where some returns have been recorded put this hypothesis beyond any reasonable doubt.
See, AToypapn Tpoceiymv evepynbeica kat’ Ampiliov 1923.

Nikos ANDRIOTIS, «To Mikpo Tolio: H dpiln kai eykatdotacy twv wIKpooioTmy Tpo-
opvywv oug Owodooes. Athens, 1998, pp. 19, 37; ANGELA CHATZIMICHALI, TTpOG@QUYeEG
otV oA ™G Zapov (19% — 20° awvag), in: H woln e Zauov. Dvaioyvouio kor e5é-
Aién. Hpaxtikd ovvedpiov. Athens, 1998, pp. 253-271, MicHAIL WaRLAS, [Tpoc@uyikég
UM peg 6To Zuvotkiopd g Onpag: Amd v otopic TOL TOTOL GTNV IGTOPLo TV avOpd-
nov, Avakoivoon oto A’ Atebvég Zovédpio Bolotikdv Meretmv, Agfadid 9—-12 Zentep-
Bpiov 2000 (in print).
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mation that they formed a distinctive interest group within broader associa-
tions of refugees, such as Anatoli, or Enosi Smyrnaion. We only know that
many of them entered the so-called “Union of Greek Citizens” (Evwaoig
Elpvov Yankowv),® an organization that was founded in December 1926,
in order to act on behalf of refugees that had preserved their Greek citizen-
ship.®® It is obvious that Smyrnioi—Kytherians participated in refugees’ as-
sociations, which were based on the common origin of their members from
distinct settlements in Asia Minor, such as the Brotherhood for mutual sup-
port “Kukluca” (Adehpdtng ariniofonbdeiog «O Kovkiovtlacy»).*

Piraeus as well as Athens were places of settlement, not only for the
Smyrnioi-Kytherians, but also for numerous internal migrants from the is-
land of Kythera. Through their associations they offered financial aid to their
“unlucky fellow citizens from Smyrna”, or the “fellow citizens from Asia
Minor, that sought refuge in Piraeus and in Athens”.* They even tried to
incorporate them as members, but we don’t yet know if this effort was suc-
cessful. According to the information deriving from the interviews that we
have conducted, this effort was rather unsuccessful.

The overwhelming majority was integrated into the Greek state as refu-
gees, rather than as former citizens or inhabitants. Some of them are even
well known as Smyrnioi, such as the pioneer photo reporter Meghalokono-
mos, and thus became members of the refugees’ or mikrasiatikoi associa-
tions. Many Smyrnioi-Kytherians never went back to Kythera, or even
visited the island, nor do they relate to their children the doctrines of their
former local identity. After the events of 1922, Smyrna’s Kytherians — and
in this respect they are not a unique example among the Greek Orthodox
immigrants to Smyrna — transformed into Smyrnioi of Kytherian origin, thus
choosing to be counted together with the other refugees of the “Asia Minor
Catastrophe”.

37

«Ot1 ' EMveg vikoot tg Tovpkiagy, in Newspaper @wvij twv Kobipwv, 30/11/1930,
p. 4.

% See, 'Evwoig tov EAMvov Yankowv, in: Eidikév Etjoiov Tpoopvyikév Huepoloyiov.
Ei0ixn Oeprvij éxoooig. AOnvar. Hopdptnuoe tne ueyding exoooews tov 1928, pp. 134-136;
for the first assembly and elections see the announcement in the newspaper I[Toprpocpu-
yuen, 13/12/1926.

% See NikoLaos G. FoTINos, Avouvijoeig ka1 1otopiipoto axd w Zudpvn, p. 29.

4 These phrases have been recorded in the proceedings of the so called “Kytherian Broth-

erhood of Athens and Piraeus” for the year 1922. See, KvOnpaiki Emifecpnoig, 1 (1923),

pp. 270-273.
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Closing Remarks

We have begun to collect and to analyse genealogies, thanks to the FHW
genealogy project. We have already examined many of them and we have
also had the opportunity to compare Smyrnioi-Kytherians to other refugees’
samples. Genealogies are being completed and combined with written fam-
ily and life histories, published or collected especially for our project.

With some of our contacts, we organize semi-structured interviews on
topics common for all generations and social groups and on some personal-
ized queries, according to their particular life story. Apart from the subjec-
tive aspects and the psychological dimensions of self-representation, the
interviews have a documentary value as well. Questions concerning social
networking, visiting the island, contacting relatives or participating in reli-
gious ceremonies and social events can hardly be answered out of the con-
text of inter-personal communication. This information could be combined
with “hard” data deriving from archival sources.

We combine archival information with the oral material — interviews,
genealogies etc. — in order to enhance our knowledge and to estimate the
statistical weight of each particular case. Through the examination of na-
tional and municipal archives we can determine whether or not they have
registered themselves as “refugees”, or if and how they attempted to acquire
the Greek citizenship instead of claiming their former status as a Greek
Subject in Smyrna. Through school archives we can trace the movement of
refugees to Kythera during the interwar period and the Nazi occupation. The
archives of the various associations — refugees’ associations, the Union of
Greek Citizens —, as well as the press, allow us to study to what extent they
joined refugees’ or local associations of Kytherians, political parties and
other social and political institutions.*

Finally, the hermeneutic approach can help us formulate new working-
hypotheses, make valuable considerations on identity-issues and avoid re-
ductionism as well as prejudices, which are very common in conventional,
localistic historiography.

loannis Karachristos / Michail Warlas
Athens

4 In this respect we follow the ground-breaking examples of TAMARA HAREVEN, Family
Time and Industrial Time: the Relationship between the Family and Work in a New
England Industrial Community. Cambridge, 1982, and PauL THowmpson, The Edwardians:
the Remaking of British Society. Chicago, 19922,



