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[Mepiinym :

The study of the living monuments of Cappadocia during the 19th and 20th centuries, the reasons for it and its results.
Xpovoroynon

19th-20th century

Ieoypapikdg VoMo

Cappadocia

1. First steps

Compared to an area such as the Pontus, which has along tradition in living monuments, the first written evidence pertaining clearly to
the Cappadocian region and people appear relatively early, with the publication of the Iotopixi mepiypops (...) Tnc ueyding
apyroopanciog Ikoviov (Historical description of the great arch-satrapy of Ikonion) by the Metropolitan of Ikonion Kyrillosin 1815
at Constantinople by the patriarchal printing press. This work, which became a benchmark for later scholars, acted as one of the
most important incentives to the study of the linguistic condition of the Cappadocians, although the book itself does not directly refer
toit.

Everything started in an observation Kyrillos makes according to which the inhabitants of the village Sille used the ancient dialect of

Laconia. This erroneous view, which had the colour of a foundation myth! for decades captivated local and foreign scholars, often
leading to extreme views, like that of Pavlos Karolidis concerning the survival of the ancient Cappadocian language in the local idioms
of the Cappadocians. Perhaps, though, this misunderstanding was necessary in order to draw interest to an area that until then was
mainly known for its religious and ecclesiastical tradition, the monastery that afforded a certain prestige, an area the population of
which was considered to be Turkish-speaking in its majority.

2. Discovery of Greek-speaking communities

In 1856, Nikolaos Rizos, attempting to revise “the erroneous ideas of the non-specialists’ who considered Cappadociato be

completely Turkish-speaking and moved, as a true patriot-scholar, by “patriotic debt”, publishes his K appadokika in the printing
press of the newspaper Anatoli. In this book, the author describes all the Greek-speaking communities he is aware of, singling out
naturally his homeland Sinasos, the inhabitants of which “speak the Greek language rather well, while most do not speak the Ottoman
language”.* But it is mainly Rizos who brings forth the first meagre specimens of linguistic material from Cappadocia: two songs from
Sinasos, the ‘ EBpaduv maiioBpadvy’® and the ‘Enéve Biyha mapbnkev’ B for which he writes “together with many others these are
preserved and only known to women, who guard the ancient language of the inhabitants, which contains many ancient and curious
phrases and words”.”

Although thiswork is essentially a copy of the “writings of the venerable Kyrillos of Ikoniom [with additions] from the newspaper of
certain lovers of knowledge and a monograph of Sinasos’,8 the specific directions it follows in a sense represent a turning point in
Cappadocian scholarship, in the sense that they introduce what Evangelia Balta calls the “second phase” of interest in the living
monuments of Cappadocia.® This stage, which dates from 1860 to 1890, is characterized by the gradual discovery of the region and
its inhabitants by the expatriate scholars, who will promote the up to then unknown Greek-speaking communities, insisting on the
collection of linguistic material and the formulation of an educational policy aimed at all costs at disseminating (to the Turkish-
speaking) the (official) Greek language or ‘correcting’ the language of the in the Greek-speaking.

3. Theissue of origins
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Early in the 1860s we have intense debates concerning the issue of the origins of the Cappadocians that motivating the Greek
Philological Association of Constantinople and take as their point of departure the treatise of the German doctor and orientalist A.
Mordtmann Die Troglodyten von Kappadokien (1861). This work argues that the autochthonous populations switched from the
Cappadocian to the Turkish language without ever using Greek widely, but only as the language of the Church. On the occasion of
this debate the need to collect and study the living monuments of the Greek- speaking populations and to seek out the ancient
Cappadocian language is brought out, for everyone agrees that not enough of the latter survives. The research aims at proving that the
contemporary Christian populations of the region (Greek-speaking or ‘Turkicized' according to the terminology of the era) originates

from the ancient Cappadocians, who, in turn, were the true heirs of Greek civilization via Alexander the Great.10

The troglodytic feud left its imprint on Cappadocian folklore through a series of consequences, the first of which was the impetus to
the collection of linguistic and folkloric materia from the Greek-speaking communities. A second consequence of this feud, connected
to thefirst, was the total disregard, even contempt, with which the Orthodox but Turkish-speaking populations and their monuments
were treated. And while in time there would be more incentives to study the customs, practices and oral tradition of the
Cappadocians, silence will cover all things Turkish-speaking till the end, with very few individual exceptions. The last consequence
that defines the largest part of Cappadocian folklore is the use of linguistic materia in an imaginative yet wholly irrational manner, asin
the etymological acrobatics of Pavlos Karolidis or in the case of Rizos Eleftheriades, who in hiswork Zvvacdg, #ror uedéty exi wwv
nBav ko twv eBiuwv avtic (Synasos, or study on its customs), published in Athens in 1879, employs suspicious methods to prove

that the acritic songs he publishes are related to the klephtika of Epirus, extracting the conclusion that “Sinasos preserves the most

faithful images of the Homeric era”. 1!

4, Akritas

These manoeuvres with respect to the acritic songs are of course not peculiar to Cappadocia, yet only in this case do they take on
such dimensions. And yet, when Eleftheriades writes, the epic of Digenis Akritas has already been published by K. Sathas and E.
Legrand in Paris (1875) and the influx of songs from the Pontus and the Aegean islands has begun. This event alone would be enough
to encourage similar moves in the par excellence acritic region of Cappadociaimbuing the collecting of linguistic material with more
heightened goals, especially when acritologists begin debating the historical precedence of the songs or of the epic and the need to
collect more songs to fill in the gaps of the manuscript becomes more acute.

Still, most Cappadocian scholars, as well as the Greek Philological Association of Constantinople, are trapped in their momentum
and continue to reproduce the same theories. Thus, seven years after the epic’s publication, “in the report compiled by Athanasios
Papapodoul os Kerameus the entire effort of the Association concerning the collection of living monumentsis justified as a contribution
towards the overturning of Fallmerayer’s anti-Greek theories. Nothing is said of the needs of acritology, but it is revealing that

K erameus believes that the turn to the collection of linguistic material from the Hellenes of AsiaMinor is essential”.12 A call follows to
conduct linguistic research in the mountainous Christian villages of Cappadocia, Cilicia and Pamphylia, acal that must have been
headed judging from the fact that in 1884 seven collections of Asia Minor material, three of which deal with Cappadocia, reach the
Association. So, interest in the Akritas takes long to become instilled into Cappadocian literature; when this interest does finally
become evident, it is once more ‘imported’: it isincited by the treatise of N. Polites on the Song of the Dead Brother, published in
1885 in the journa Aeitiov Iotopixiic ko EOvoloyikic Etaipiog, where the folklorist seeks to counter the theory purporting the
Slavic origins of this Greek song. At that time, the Greek Philological Association, through Papadopoul os-K erameus, “manages to
combine the anti- Fallmerayer tendencies of folkloric study with acritic interests”3 and to this end brings to the fore a version of the
song taken from Karolidis' collection, which the Association had not published, deeming the publishing of the work The dialect
spoken in Cappadocia and the traces of the Ancient Cappadocian language preserved in it to be more important. This work of
Karolidis also received an award from the Association’s committee, not so much for its theories, which did not enjoy wide support,
but for the sheer volume of linguistic material contained therein; the collection of songs was finally sent to P. De Lagarde in
Goettingen, who published it in 1886.

E. Bata believes that the stance of the Cappadocian scholars vis-a-vis their linguistic material is defined by their inferiority complex
and attributes it to the fact that at that time the view of Paparegopoul os had become established, according to which Greeks were
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only those whose mother language was Greek to the exclusion of and Greco-Ottomanism. As aresult “alarge part of the
Turkish-speaking yet Greek in conscience scholars feels unvindicated and disorientated (...). Cappadocians whose mother language
was Turkish (like Karolidis, Levidis a.0.) will be forced to turn to new directions aiming at benefiting the community [and] through the
foundation of the ‘ Association for the Dissemination of Greek Letters' (1869) and the rapprochement of Greece and Turkey during
the premiership of Epameinondas Delegiorges a part of the community of will become autonomous and clash, aimost cavalierly, with

the Greek state”.14

5. The poor relative

The psychologica explanations adduced for the main tendencies in Cappadocian scholarship are naturally legitimate and it is true that
the Cappadocian living monuments came to the public’s attention thanks more to the efforts of European scholars than those of the
locals: Lagarde published Karolidis' collection, Dawkins that of Levidis. The English Hellenist was the only person to systematically
study the fairy-tales of the region. It is also true that the Cappadocians never succeeded in acquiring either a ‘ scholarship with
pedigree’, like the Pontiacs, who already in 1879 possessed books containing the genealogies of their scholars,® or a stable
educational foundation: when Dawkins mentions the School of the Monastery of Timios Prodromos he says it was something like the
school "Frontigtirion" of Trebizond albeit on a smaller scale. He continues noting that the “Greek children from all places of central
AsiaMinor and Cilicia travelled there to study, and then dispersed into the villages, where the passed their lives as priests or teachers,

often both in the smaller and poorer places’.16 Is perhaps precisely this habit of comparing Cappadocia to the Pontus, Athens,
Constantinople or Europe that make it seem like the poor relative? For once, there was work done, and monumental at that, like the
collections of linguistic material by Karolidis and Levidis, who Dawkins described as a paragon for the folkloric study of Asia Minor,
a scholar who “focuses on the vernacular language and literature and alows not, like in most books of this kind, his space being taken
up by descriptions of modern communities, schools, churches and local prokritoi”.1” Oddly enough, this work simply never found its
way to the printing press due to the lack of the requisite funds.

This was aso the case with the two volumes of thellpoyuoateio nepi molitiouod (Study on culture), published in 1899 by the same
author, where al the prominent persons and scholars of Cappadocia are recorded “from ancient times to the modern era’. A short
examination of thiswork will lead to a series of important observation relevant to the subject under consideration. First, the vast
majority of the scholars were priests. We also find several prokritoi (like Nikolaos Rizos) and doctors. All these are describes as
scholars by the scholar Levidis, although many did not leave behind a single publication, not even notes. So what does their
scholarship consist in? To their contribution, through their political and/or financial power, to the growth and establishment of
Orthodoxy, the Christian ethic and Greek learning, in other words to the *enlightenment’ of the Cappadocians. Thus, for Nikolaos
Rizos, who after the publication of his Kappadokika never studied living monuments again, Levidis writes: “his whole life was endless
study, discussion and action aimed at bringing about progress and prosperity in his homeland”.1® One should, therefore, seek answers
with respect to the stance the prokritoi-scholars maintained vis-avis the linguistic and folkloric material of Cappadociain thisaim and
the channels used to achieve it.

6. Bodiesand aims

The main body for the spread of Greek learning in Asia Minor, and in Cappadocia in particular, was the Church. The School of the
Monastery of Timios Prodromos in Zincidere, established by Paisios || was originaly pastoral, therefore aimed predominantly at the
training of priests and not scholarsin general, in atime during which the Protestants made intense efforts to proselytize mainly the
Turkish-speaking Christian populations of Cappadocia. By the 18th century the Orthodox hierarchs responded through the
publication of printed homilies written in Caramanli Greek; this activity continued in the 19th century through the newspaper Anatoli of
Evangelinos Misaelides as well as through initiatives such as that of Levidis, who compiled and circulated various leaflets like the

‘through the pulpit homilies for the benefit of illiterate priests’ and the ‘written texts for the combating of heterodox propagandists’.1°

The Greek learning promoted by the Orthodox Church, therefore, predominantly aimed at the preservation of its flock. On their side,
the teachers that embodied this effort, as well as the affluent expatriates which encouraged it, considered the dissemination of the
‘proper’ Greek language to the Turkish-speaking and the “inarticulate” Greek-speaking people to be synonymous to progress and
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civilization. In this climate, where the position of the Church is dominant (as well asin the expatiative reports of scholars on the
Orthodox religious tradition of Cappadocia), there is little room for the systematic and exclusive engagement with living monuments.
Tradition par excellence is that of the Church, and this is the tradition chiefly stressed by the collectors of folkloric material in their
works.

Thus, a person like loakeim Valavanis, who authored one of the most important works on the everyday life of the Cappadociansin
the second half of the 19th century, passes over no opportunity to describe in detail the devoutness of the Cappadocians and their
respect for the Orthodox tradition.

Here we should also mention that the intended audience of Valavanis was predominantly that of urban Athens. These were the
reviews the article "Kapmdva tov ymp1od pov” (The church-bell of my village), published in Parnassosin 1881, received in the
press: “his ethnological studies greatly contribute to the creation of a precise impression here in Greece on the national issues”. 2 It is
clear that Valavanis aimed at enticing his audience, making the Cappadocians likeable to the public, so as to make sure that books
and other forms of aid will continue to flow into his homeland. For this reason he opted to employ the element of Orthodoxy, which
was the stronger link of the Cappadocians with the rest of Hellenism of histime.

7. Scientific phase

Thus, until the late 19th century, while we have some noteworthy works recording linguistic and folkloric material by Cappadocian
scholars, most important of which were those by Levidis who breaks the silence concerning the mores and the songs of the Turkish-
speaking populations, their authors often could not get them published. Things begin to gradually change in the mid-1890s. With the
spread of Greek learning already accomplished, the time is ripe for the establishment of the Club “Anatoli” and the subsequent
publication of the periodical Xenophanes, which will showcase the most historical, geographical and linguistic studies on the area of
AsiaMinor. In 1906, on the occasion of the 16th anniversary of the Club ‘Anatoli’, Georgios Pachtikos conducts the ‘ Erasimol poi’
Company interpreting songs from Asia Minor and especially Cappadocia from the musicologist's collection, and is applauded
enthusiastically by the Athenian audience. Something like this would have been unthinkable 20 years earlier.

Thisis because we are now in the third phase for the living monuments of Cappadocia, according to E. Balta, which begins after
1890, when Asia Minor “becomes part of the Irredentism ...) and is described as the first homeland of the Greek tribe and birthplace
of poetry which contains the ideals of the Greek soul”.2! The work of Pachtikos belongs to this period, as well as that of Levidis as
well, insofar as, while collected much earlier, it was processed after his retreat from active teaching, i.e. after 1889, when he was
aware of all the evidence and theories concerning the acritic epic. At any rate it was during this phase that this work had an impact,
through Dawkins' (1930) presentation, on a now mature enough to embrace it scientific community.

Of course, for all its completeness and innovative thinking in terms of the oral tradition, Levidis’ work does not escape the established
notions on the origins of the Cappadocians and adopts Karolidis' positions concerning the ancient Cappadocian language, “on which
he knows more than anyone else and claims without proof that the Greek of the region resemble the Cappadocian language (...). This
paves the way for what will follow in grammar, i.e. in the observation that Levidis was not well versed in the science of language as
we defineit ... and how could this be so?(...) Levidis' position, however, has one positive consequence: it obviated the temptation to
present the local language as related, more than it really is, with ancient Greek”.2? These views aside, which fortunately did not
negatively affect his collecting activities, the great innovation in Levidis' work is his engagement with the entire range of the
Cappadocian oral tradition, whether Greek or Turkish-speaking, and especially with the salvaged by Dawkins fairy-tales of the
Turkish-speaking which he collected and which provide us with the most complete picture of the living monuments, of Cappadociain
the 19th century.

1. Seecitation “ Foundation myth of Sille’



IAPYMA MEIZONOX EAAHNIEMOY
Zoyypoon :
Metagpaon :
INo ropoamopnn :

<http://www.ehw.gr/l.aspx?id=10090>

2. Pitog, N., Kannadokixd, fitor Sokiuiov iotopiiic meprypapic e Apyaiac Karmadoriag xor 10iws twv enapyidv Kaioopeiag xar Ixoviov
(Kevotavtivovmodn, turoypagpsio Avatods, 1856), Ilpoieydueva, p. 0.

3. Pioc, N., Karradokixd, IIporeydpeva, p. 0",
4. PiCoc, N., Karradokixa, p. 87.

5. PiCog, N., Kazrmadokixd, p. 89-90.

6. PiCoc, N., Karrwadokixa, p. 92.

7. PiCog, N., Kaxnadokid, p. 90.

8. Aepidng, A., Ilpayuateia nepi molitiouod kot davontiic avamrdlewe twv Kannadokwy kai twv sk Kanmadokioc Sialapydviov emioiuwy avopdy
amd TV OPYaIoTATOV XPOVWVY uEYpt e onuepov, typed manuscript KMX no. 29, vol. B' (Zwilivtepe 1899), p. 377.

9. Avayvaotéxng, H. — MroAtd, E., H Karradokia twv (dviov uvueiov (Adhva 1990)

10. Thisview is supported already by Rizosin the Kazwadoxixd. See citation “ Alexander the Great and Asia’.

11. ExevBepradng, P., Zvvacdc iiror pelétn emi twv nOav ke ebipwv avtic (Abqva 1879), p. 78.

12. Avayvootéaxng, H. - Mratd, E., H Karradoxia twv (dviov pvyuesiov (AdHva 1990), p. 36.

13. Avayvootakng, H. - Mratd, E., H Karradoxio twv (dviov pviusiov (ABMva 1990), p. 40.

14. Avoyvootaxng, H. - Mratd, E., H Karradoxia twv (dviov uviusiov (ABva 1990), pp. 31-32.

15. SeeKvpuakidng, E. ©., Bioypagiar tov ex Tpamelodvroc kot ¢ mepi avtiv yopoc (...) Loytwv (A6Yva reprinted by Adehpoi Kapafic, 1985 [1879)).
16. Dawkins, R.D., "The recent study of Folklorein Greece", Papers and transactions of the Jubilee Congress of the Folklore society (1930), p.131.
17. Dawkins, R.D., "Therecent study of Folklorein Greece", Papers and transactions of the Jubilee Congress of the Folklore society (1930), p. 130.

18. Aepidng, A., Ipayuazeio nepi moArtionod ko Siavonixiic avantdcews tov Kaxnaddrwv kai tov ex Kanrnadokias S1alopyaviomy exioiumy
aVOPAY 6 TV OPYaLOTETOY Ypdvwy uéypt e ofjuepov, typed manuscript KMX no. 29, vol. B' (Zwvilivtepe 1899), p. 377.

19. AeBidng, I1., Bioypapia Avactaciov M. Aefidov, typed manuscript KMX no. 209, 1935, p. 11.
20. Avayveotaxng, H. - Mraitd, E., H Karrwadoxio twv (édvioy uviueiov (AdHva 1990), p. 45.
21. Avayveotdxng, H. - Mraitd, E., H Karmadoxio twv (dvrwv uviueiov (AdHva 1990), p. 68.

22. Dawkins, R.D., "The recent study of Folklorein Greece", in Papers and transactions of the Jubilee Congress of the Folklore society (1930), p.
131.

BiAoypaopia :



IAPYMA MEIZONOX EAAHNIEMOY
Zoyypoon :
Metagpaon :
INo ropoamopnn :

<http://www.ehw.gr/l.aspx?id=10090>

Kvpiirog matprapyns Kovetavrivovmorews, lotopiki mepiypapi tov ev Biévwny nposkooléviog
HWOPOYPAPLKOD TIVOKOG THS UEYOANS apyloatpariog Ikoviov, Kovetavivovmoin 1815

Kvpuwxkiong Eropevavoag, Bioypagpion twv ek Tporelodviog kot tng mep ovTHY YOPos amo e
AADOEWS UEXPIS NUDY AKUOTAVTWV AOYIOV UETC. GYEOLAGUOTOS IOTOPIKOD TEPL TOV EAANVIKOD
Dpovuonpiov twv Tpamelovvticwv, Abmvor 1897

Mrnadta E., Avayvootaxng H., H Karrodokio twv «oviwy uvhueiov», AOva 1990

DawkinsR.D., "The Recent Study of Folklore in Greece", Papers and Transactions of the Jubilee
Congress of the Folk-Lore Society, London 1930, 121-137

Mwocdpto :

tanzimat

The 19th-century reformsin the Ottoman Empire, which were inaugurated in 1839 with the edict of Hatt-i Serif and came to an end with the
Constitution of 1876. The reforms, which were considered an effort for the modernization and liberalization of the state, concerned every aspect of the
political, social and economic lifein the Empire. Of particular importance were the ones that equated legally Muslim and non-Muslim subjects.
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[Mopabépata
Foundation myth of Sille

«Ev 1w péow g KwpomoAew, eig eminedov tomov, elvat vads agxalog, em’ ovopatt tov Apxtotoatriyov MixanA [...]. Aéyetai de
OTL €V T AVW EQNHEVO XELUAQQW KATWKOVV AOKNTAL, £XOVTEG TOV €V HéOW Vadv Tov Apxtotoatryov [,,,]. KvplevOévtog de tov
Iicoviov V76 TV LeAooVkwV TOVEKWY, éPuyov exelOev oL aokntal, apévieg Tov Tomov égnuov. Baoidevoag de o ZovAtav Adaetiv
ev Iicoviw emexelpnoe v otkodopr|v tov, 101, cwlopévov TCauiov avtov. Améoteidev, 60ev, avOowmovg (va kKatedadiowot tov
VAoV TOL AQXLOTEATI|YOU, €QNUOL OVTOG, KAL VA LETAKOM{OWOL TNV VANV €16 To [ikoviov, evw de eméBadov tag xeloag &g kabaigeoty
oL vaov, PAGYeg mLEdS eENABDOV (katd tov KvgtAdov) e€ avtol kat katékavoav Toug mageotwtas. Tovto padwv o ZovAtavos kat
dopnOeic, mapnTO1M TOL OKOTOU, ATOOTEIAAG LAALOTA KAL ETITA OLKOYEVELAG ALXHAADTOVG AAKWVIKAS D& VO KATOLKT|TWOLY
exel, TQog meQLmoinoy Kt Avxvapiav tov vaov. O xploTiavol kdtoukol g LiAng optAovot Kat TNV o1jeQov TNV agxaiov
AakwVIKNV dLdAekTOV, AvAQOQWE OUWS KL COAOIKOBAQBAQWES».

PiCog, NucoAaog, Kanmadoxikd, nTot doxipiov 1otopiknc mepty padnc tne Apxaiac Kannadokiag xat tdiwg twv enapxiov Kawoapeiag kat
Ixoviov (KwvotavtivovnoAn, tumoyoadeio AvatoAn, 1856), p. 132-133.

Alexander the Great and Asia
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«O AAéEavdog petéBeoe TodmoV Tiva TV EAAGda kat Tnv Makedoviav eig mv Aciav. Mikdv de petd tov Oavatov avtov, 1)
EAANvua] téxvn kat emiotriun eBegamadfnoav to000ToV LTIE TWV KLELAQXWV EKEVWYV EIG TA KQATI AVTWYV, WOTE £KTOTE TO TTVEVHX
KAt kvotwtéoa dvvapis twv EAAvwv petéotnoav eig v Aciav. Evtev0ev 1o Hépog to0To tov kK0opov wheAnion ek twv
KatakToewv Tov AAeEavdoov, 1) de EAAAG kat Makedovia eEevavtiag elnuiwOnoav: n [...] AvatoAr| edéx0n EAAnvikov
TOALTLIOHOV kKat EAAN vk v 1ox0v, ot de EAANVeG kat Makedoveg mpooéAaBov ovdév aAAo, ) TAOUTOV KatL akoAaoiov».

PiCog, NucdAaog, Kammadokikd, fjtor doxipov totopiknc nepty pagnc tne Apyaiac Kanmaodokiac kat idiws twv enapyxiov Katoapeiag kat
Ixoviov (KwvotavtivovnoAn, tumoyoadeio AvatoAr), 1856), p. €'- ot'.



